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Municipal  reform  — (Ire. 

land)  —  Adjourned  Debate.]  The 
Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations (Ireland)  was  read;  and  the  debate 
resumed  on  the  Amendment  moved  by 
Lord  Franris  Egerton  as  an  instruction  to 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  Smith  0* Brien  said,  it  might  be 
some  apology  for  his  rising  so  early  to 
address  the  Hou$e,  ihat  thouf^h  this  was 
not  a  queslion,  the  drcision   upon  whirh 
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was  to  effect  the  triumph  of  a  political 
party,  or  to  displace  a  Ministry  from  office, 
yet  it  was  known  and  felt  by  all  Members 
for  Ireland  to  be  a  question  upon  which 
hinged  the  tranquillity  and  domestic  peace 
of  Ireland.  He  was  opposed  strongly  to 
the  Amendment  proposed  last  night  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  he  was  now 
prepared  to  .show  that  the  adoption  of  it 
would  produce  the  most  fatal  consequences, 
as  respected  the  peace  of  that  country. 
The  able  and  eloquent  exposition  of  the 
state  of  the  corporate  bodies  in  Ireland, 
and  their  mal-administration  would  ob- 
tain ample  corroboration  from  the  local 
experience  of  most  gentlemen  connected, 
like  himself,  with  that  country.  He,  then, 
as  one  Member  of  that  House  acquainted 
with  some  towns  in  the  south  of  Ireland, 
would  state  in  a  few  words  what  he  knew 
of  the  Corporations  of  Limerick  and  of 
Eonis,  with  which  he  was  more  imme- 
diately connected,  closely  bearing  as  that 
knowledge  did  upon  the  question  which 
Parliament  had  then  to  dispose  of.  The 
city  of  Limerick,  as  the  House  was  prob- 
ably aware,  contained  a  population  of 
60,000.  Its  municipal  government  con- 
sisted of  a  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  common - 
council,  and  if  the  representative  system 
had  originally  been  applied  to  that  Cor- 
poriJtion,  there  would,  perhaps,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  be  little  fault  to  Bnd.  But 
so  far  from  the  representative  principle 
ever  having  been  in  force,  that  of  strict 
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nomination  had  always  prevailed,  that 
nomination  having  been  completely  at  the 
disposal  of  a  noble  Lord  not  resident  in 
the  town,  and  possessing  but  moderate 
property  in  it.  The  patronage  of  that 
borough,  as  possessed  by  him,  was  a  thing 
quite  complete  in  every  respect — so  com- 
plete, that  no  one  of  his  nominations  to 
any  office,  great  or  small,  in  the  Corpora- 
tion was  ever  rejected,  for  it  was  an 
honourable  understanding  with  the  mem- 
bers of  the  council,  that  so  long  as  they 
held  office  they  held  it  but  in  trust  for 
the  patron.  He  had,  therefore,  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Mayor,  the  Sheriffs,  and 
even  the  bailiffs.  The  income  of  this  Cor« 
poration  amounted  to  5,000/.  a-year,  the 
greater  part  of  which  had,  of  late  years, 
been  applied  and  used  for  the  purpose  of 
defeating  the  just  claims  of  the  citizens  to 
inferior  branches  of  the  freedom.  This 
Corporation,  the  House  would  not  be 
surprised  to  learn,  had  at  all  times  been 
an  exclusive  body,  and  at  present  did  not 
contain  any  Roman  Catholics.  Limerick 
was  a  considerable  port,  and  possessed 
rather  an  extensive  trade,  but  not  one  of 
the  merchants  were  of  right  admitted  into 
the  Corporation.  The  sheriffs  of  the  county 
of  the  city  of  Limerick  were  appointed  by 
the  patron,  and  those  officers  appointed 
the  Grand  Jury,  a  body  which,  he  need 
not  remind  the  House,  had  very  important 
functions  to  discharge,  and  he  put  it  to 
hon.  members  whether  it  was  fitting  that 
such  a  city  should,  in  that  manner,  and  to 
such  an  extent,  be  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  a  single  individual.  There  did,  how- 
ever, exist  in  the  city  a  Board  of  Com- 
miisioners  chosen  by  the  inhabitants,  upon 
the  principle  of  representation,  who  had 
the  disposal  of  a  revenue  of  2,000/.  a-year. 
This  Board  consisted  of  Protestants  and 
Cntholics,  without  distinction  of  faith,  and 
they  discharged  their  duties  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  the  inhabitants  by  whom 
they  were  chosen.  With  regard  to  Ennis, 
his  own  family  was  interested  in  that 
borough.  It  consisted  of  10,000  inhabit- 
ants,  and  the  municipal  government  was 
intrusted  to  a  provost  and  twelve  burgesses, 
who  had  as  little  relation  to  the  town  of 
Ennis  as  they  had  to  the  city  of  London. 
The  patronage  before  the  Reform  Bill  was 
divided  between  two  families ;  but  he  be- 
lieved he  spoke  from  authority  when  he 
said,  that  they  were  no  longer  desirous  of 
this  species  of  influence.  There  existed 
no  municipal  authority  in  the  place,  and 


it  was  neither  paved,  lighted,  cleansed, 
nor  watched.  These  might  be  taken  as 
specimens  of  two  Corporations ;  and  with 
respect  to  such  small  boroughs  as  were  be- 
low 6,000  in  point  of  population,  perhaps 
the  best  thing  that  could  happen  would 
be  that  they  should  be  extinguished.  He 
would  now  look  at  the  reasons  urged  for 
adopting  the  Amendment ;  and,  first  of 
all  he  would  remark,  that  if  it  were  carried, 
it  would  be  as  little  acceptable  to  the 
friends  as  to  the  enemies  of  the  noble 
mover.  It  arose  out  of  nothing  but 
jealousy  and  distrust  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics; and  what  motive  more  miserable 
or  contemptible  for  depriving  a  great 
nation  of  its  rights  and  franchises  could 
be  stated,  than  to  admit  that  it  arose  out 
of  terror  of  the  power  of  an  individual  who 
owed  that  power  only  to  the  wrongs  of  his 
country  ?  The  way  to  lessen  that  power 
was  to  redress  those  wrongs.  He  must 
sav,  that  he  never  heard  more  miserable 
or  contemptible  reasoning  than  that  of  last 
night  by  hon.  Members  opposite  in  sup- 
port of  that  presumed  necessity  for  ex- 
cluding the  Roman  Catholics  from  all  par- 
ticipation in  civil  power  in  those  boroughs. 
Would  those  hon.  Members  never  learn 
that  the  excessive  power  and  influence 
which  they  lamented  so  to  see  exercised 
in  the  affairt  of  Ireland,  by  an  hon.  and 
learned  individual  in  the  House,  was 
founded  upon  his  strenuous  advocacy  of 
their  rights,  and  the  sense  they  entertained 
of  their  wrongs?  Did  not  they  tell  the 
Catholics  of  Ireland  by  this  Amendment 
that  they  considered  them  unfit  to  govern 
the  afl*air8  of  a  Corporation  or  of  a  parish? 
and  would  not  the  Catholics,  of  course, 
in  such  a  state  of  things,  fly  to  him  as 
their  adviser  and  advocate,  who  came  be- 
fore the  united  legislature  of  both  countries 
backed  by  the  voices  of  six  millions  and 
a-half  of  Irish  Catholics?  The  principle 
he  was  always  advocating  was  due  to 
every  Catholic -^  to  every  Protestant  — 
namely,  that  every  man  in  Ireland  should 
have  an  equal  participation  with  Englishmen 
in  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  British 
constitution.  The  pretext  for  discovering 
that  a  division  should  takeplaceon  this  occa- 
sion he  condemned  as  flimsy,  because  the 
question  might,  with  more  convenience, 
be  raised  in  the  Committee.  With  respect 
to  the  details  of  the  Bill*  and  the  reasons 
advanced  against  them,  the  more  they 
were  examined  the  more  flimsy  seemed 
thQ  pretext  for  dividing  upoa  it  in  the 
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present  stage.  No  change  was,  in  fact, 
involved,  that  might  not  be  made  in  the 
Committee,  and  the  supporters  of  the 
amendment  were  not-  prepared  to  deny 
that  Municipal  Corporations  were  neces- 
sary for  the  purposes  contained  in  the 
Statute  of  9  Geo.  4th,  c.  82.  Had  those 
supporters  never  heard  it  stated  that  the 
great  mass  of  the  population  of  Ireland 
were  little  disposed  at  this  moment  to 
place  con6dence  in  county  or  city  Magis- 
trates nominated  by  the  Crown?  If  the 
proposed  change  were  made,  the  Crown 
must  necessarily  appoint  many  Roman 
Catholics,  so  that  to  carry  the  Amend- 
ment would  create  the  very  evil  from 
which  its  advocates  were  so  anxious  to  fly. 
The  argument  founded  upon  the  police 
had  no  weight  with  him,  and  he  frankly 
confessed  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chief 
Secretary,  that  as  the  peace  of  Ireland 
had  never  been  preserved  by  an  armed 
force,  so  he  believed  it  never  would.  Those 
who  wished  to  preserve  good  order,  must 
place  confidence  in  those  respectable 
persons  who  had  the  power  to  maintain  it. 
There  had  been  something  last  night 
thrown  out  ad  captandum  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  the  right  to  levy  tolls  in 
the  boroughs.  Now,  though  in  many 
cases,  a  change  in  this  respect  might  be 
desirable  ;  yet,  in  general,  he  was  far  from 
thinking  that  it  would  be  desirable  in  all 
cases  to  insist  on  depriving  the  borough 
government  of  the  right  of  levying  such 
tolls,  provided  they  were  applied  b(majid$ 
to  purposes  of  trade  and  commerce  in  the 
borough.  This  would  apply  even  to  the 
question  of  fair  tolls.  Arguing  even  by 
analogy  from  the  case  of  a  merchant  who 
paid  port  dues  without  complaint,  because 
he  procured  in  return  equivalent  ad  van  ^ 
tages,  he  arrived,  in  respect  to  fair  and 
market  tolls  in  boroughs,  at  the  same 
inference.  He  professed,  that«  considering 
tlie  causes  that  existed  in  Ireland  for  dis- 
affection and  violence,  he  only  wondered 
that  affrays  and  political  excitement  were 
so  seldom  witnessed  there.  Under  good 
municipal  regulations,  be  was  satisfied 
that  these  tolls  might  be  made  a  source  of 
the  greatest  benefit  to  the  community. 
He  would  not  follow  an  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  spoken  last  night  through  his 
instances  of  indiscretion  in  particular  parts 
of  Ireland  :  in  the  present  state  of  society 
there,  they  were  not  to  be  avoided,  and  he 
was  only  surprised  that  they  were  not  more 
frequent ;  but  be  wished  to  show  what  would 


be  the  result  of  the  amendment  if  it  were 
adopted.  He  wasconfident  that  it  would  arm 
every  advocate  for  a  repeal  of  the  Union 
with  an  argument  that  would  be  responded 
from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  the  other.  The 
Irish  Members  who  supported  the  Bill, 
might  be  said  to  represent  seven-eighths  of 
the  people.  In  this  country,  public 
opinion  was  all-powerful — no  government 
dared  to  resist  it;  but  in  Ireland,  let  that 
opinion  be  ever  so  generally  pronounced, 
the  Government  could  afford  to  treat  it 
with  contempt.  He  asked  every  English 
gentleman  to  put  it  to  himself,  how  he 
would  feel,  if  he  were  told,  that  English- 
men were  not  qualified  to  enjoy  rights 
possessed  by  any  nation  of  the  globe? 
Were  they  told  so,  the  answer  would  be, 
**  Then  your  Government  is  not  for  us.'' 
Here,  it  was  not  sufficient  to  counteract 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  but 
they  were  also  to  be  insulted  by  remarks 
upon  the  balance  of  votes.  His  convic- 
tion was,  and  always  had  been,  that  pro* 
vided  the  two  countries  were  governed  as 
one — provided  rights  and  franchises  were 
equally  enjoyed —provided  no  terms  of 
contumely  were  used,  and  Ireland  were 
incorporated  like  Middlesex  or  Yorkshire 
— on  those  terms,  and  on  no  other,  would 
the  Union  be  beneficial.  The  spirit  which 
gave  such  fearful  importance  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  repeal  of  the  Union  was  not 
extinct;  it  slumbered  in  the  confidence 
which  the  people  of  Ireland  reposed  in 
the  House,  and  in  the  present  Govern- 
ment ;  but  if  their  hopes  were  disappointed 
— their  confidence  betrayed — if  unhappily 
the  House  listened  to  the  suggestions  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  same  fearful  spirit 
would  be  revived  with  irresistible  force. 
At  the  present  moment,  and  with  present 
prospects,  there  was  no  danger  of  the 
kind.  If  this  measure  were  thrown  out 
in  another  place,  a  different  cry  would  be 
substituted  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union : 
the  indignation  of  the  Irish  people  would 
then  be  turned  towards  a  quarter  to  which, 
for  one,  he  was  not  desirous  to  see  it 
directed.  Hereditary  legislation  could 
only  maintain  its  prerogative  by  the  most 
cautious  forbearance  and  prudence,  by 
persuading  the  people  that  the  interests  of 
one  order  were  not  supported  by  the 
sacrifice  of  the  interests  of  the  mass  of 
the  community.  If  the  resentment  of 
Ireland  were  roused,  it  might  be  found 
that  such  a  course  could  not  be  pursued 
with  impunity.     But   he  forbore  to  use 
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arguments  of  expediency:  those  who 
were  resolved  to  do  wrong  were  right  to 
begin  early ;  and  those  who  were  deter- 
mined to  do  right  might  safely  disregard 
ulterior  consequences,  and  rely  with  con- 
fidence upon  the  national  gratitude  of  a 
generous  people. 

Mr.  Randal  Plunkett  felt  convinced, 
that  after  the  speech  the  House  had  heard, 
it  would  have  no  objection  to  have  the 
same  subject  differently  treated.  He  re- 
membered to  have  read  in  an  Irish  pro- 
vincial paper,  that  on  a  certain  day,  in  a 
certain  month,  a  spinster,  of  an  age  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  forget,  had  **  renounced 
the  errors  of  the  Roman  Catholic  persua- 
sion, to  embrace  those  of  the  Protestant." 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  question  was, 
shall  we  abandon  the  corruptions  of  the 
Protestant  Corporations,  to  embrace  those 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  ?  He  had  not  the 
good  fortune  to  know  much  of  the  motives 
of  reformers ;  but  if  he  was  to  judge  from 
what  he  had  read  of  the  statements  of 
those  who  supported  the  Reform  Bill,  as 
of  real  Reformers,  then  was  he  justified 
in  considering  that  the  excision  of  all 
those  excrescences  which  had  by  time 
grown  up  on  our  venerable  institutions,  to 
cut  away  root  and  branch,  those  noxious 
plants  which  cumber  th%  ground,  was 
their  principle.  But  when  we  come  to 
proceed  on  these  their  own  principles — 

Tum  vero  numifeste  fida ,  Daaaumque  pateieunt 
iBsMim 
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Then  did  their  fidelity  to  their  ancient 
maxims  become  .  manifest — then  did  the 
wiles  of  the  enemy  appear  evident,  and 
soon  would  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin,  when  he  returns  to  his  country 
again,  shorn,  indeed,  of  some  of  those 
honours  with  which  he  approached  us 
here,  cause  to  be  ignited  those  bonfires  be 
had  ordered  in  the  last  speech  he  made, 
ere  he  bade  his  native  shores  adieu,  from 
the  Causeway  to  the  Cove  of  Cork,  and 
from  Limerick  to  the  Lifiey,  upon  the 
event  of  the  Ministerial  measure  passing. 
Let  the  House  imagine,  what  must  be  the 
feelings  of  his  Majesty's  loyal  Protestant 
subjects  when  they  beheld  around  these 
blazing  pyres,  and  probably  considerably 
exhilarated  by  mountain  dew,  some  thou- 
sands of  those  called  Ribbonmen,  uf  which 
association  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  had 
staled,  he  was  sure  in  ignorance,  that  no 
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persons  of  the  station  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament were  members.  He  could  tell  the 
noble  Lord,  that  there  had  been,  and  he 
would  not  say  that  there  were  not  still 
members  of  the  association  called  Rib- 
bonmen, in  Parliament. 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  order.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  charged  a  Member  of  that 
House  with  belonging  to  a  Ribbon  Society. 
He  submitted,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  entitled  to  make  an  accusation, 
disgraceful  in  itself,  against  another  hon. 
Member,  without  naming  the  party  to 
whom  he  alluded. 

Mr.  Randall  Plunkett:  *<  The  words  I 
used  were,  that  there  had  been,  and  that 
I  would  not  say,  that  there  were  not  still 
Members  of  Parliament  who  belonged  to 
that  society,  which  we,  the  uninitiated, 
call  Ribbonism,  but  which  is,  in  fact,  not 
the  name,  I  believe,  which  the  parties 
take,  as  they  call  themselves  Sons  of  the 
Shamrock,  and  other  designations.  Is 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  satisfied  ? 
[The  hon.  Member  nodded  assent,]  I 
arose  principally  to  announce  the  senti- 
ments of  my  clients,  who  are,  in  this  case, 
the  Corporation  of  Drogheda,  and  I  do  so 
from  the  highest  authority  in  such  a  case, 
being  armed  first,  with  a  petition  from 
the  Mayor,  Sheriffs,  &c.  &c.,  and  Common 
Council  of  the  town  of  Drogheda,  agreed 
to  on  the  I9th  of  last  February;  showing 
thereby,  that  it  was  not  in  consequence  of 
any  communications  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  as  to  the  line  proposed  by  them. 
The  petitioners  state  in  conclusion,  (the 
hon.  Member  read  part  of  the  petition) 
that  they  consider  that  it  would  be  infi- 
nitely preferable  to  abolish  that  Corpora- 
tioi\  altogether,  than  substitute  a  new  one, 
on  the  principles  proposed  by  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  before  the  House.  Peti- 
tioners, in  an  earlier  part  of  the  Petition, 
had  endeavoured  to  guard  the  House 
against  the  reception,  as  conclusive  evi- 
dence of  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners. 
It  is  to  this  subject  that  I  wish  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  country.  I  arraign  the  whole 
Report  of  the  Corporate  Commissioners. 
In  the  first  place.  Sir,  they  were  altogether 
a  different  sort  of  persons  from  those 
selected,  when  the  Commission  of  Public 
Instruction  issued ;  it  was  composed  of  as 
many  English  as  Irishmen,  so  that  the 
integrity  of  the  Englishmen,  although 
they  might  be  party  men,  countervailed 
the  prejudices  inseparable  from  Ixishmeo. 
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I  can  speak  from  my  own  knowledge  of 
the  Englishmen,  especially  whatever  I  may 
think  of  their  Commission,  that  they  were 
men  of  high  talents    and  attainments — 
men  well  qualified  to  fill  a  high  position 
creditably.      When   the  Poor-law  Com- 
missioners were  appointed,  they  were  all 
men  of  very  different    calibre  from  the 
Corporate  Commissioners.     In  the  outset 
of   their    labours,    these    Commissioners 
chaunt  a  dirge  over  a   Mr.  Colhoun  ;  but 
the  important  circumstance  therewith  con- 
nected is  this,  that  bv  the  demise  of  Mr. 
Colhoun,  a  Mr.  Henry  Baldwin  was  left 
to  make  the  whole  inquiry  into  a  large 
district  allotted  as  his  share,  comprising 
many  towns,    three    of   them   returning 
Members  to  Parliament,  and  others  pos- 
sessing much  corporate  property,  as  Trim 
and  the  much  calumniated  town  of  Naas. 
The  Report  on  all  these  towns,  rests  alone 
on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Baldwin.     I  do 
not  know  whether  this  be  the  gentleman 
I  see  opposite  to  me,  the  hon.  Member 
erst  famous  for  blarney,  and  the  four  gun- 
brigs,  or  any  other  gentleman  of  the  same 
name.     We  have  another  rejoicing  in  the 
Euphonious  name  of  Philip  Fogarty — of 
this  gentleman,  I  shall  only  say,  read  his 
decisions,  when  sent  down  twice  as  regis- 
tering barrister  to  Belfast ;  the  facts  are 
before  the  public,  and  I  leave  those  who 
are 711m  consults  to  say,  whether  his  deci- 
sions   were   according   to   law   and    the 
Reform  Bill,  or  not.     Now,  Sir,  come  we 
to  my  friends  of  the  Drogheda  Report, 
and  the  House  will  not  be  surprised  if  it 
should  prove  inaccurate,  when  I  said,  I 
have  some  grounds  for  thinking  that  the 
returns  on  which  the  Report  was  founded, 
were  actually  made  and  complete,  before 
the  Commissioners  went  down  to  Drog- 
heda.   The  specific  charo^e  made  by  the 
right  hon.  the  Attorney-General  is  two- 
fold:— First,  that  in   Drogheda,   not  as 
elsewhere,  the  public  property  and  funds 
derivable  from  tolls,  &c,  &c.  were  applied 
to  the  private  purposes,  and  particular 
persons  of  the  Corporation ;  and  secondly, 
its  exclusive  and  sectarian  character.     As 
to  the  first — will  the  House  believe,  that 
in  the  statement  made  by  the  Attorney- 
General,  it  is  made  to  appear  as  if  the 
property  in  land,  with  the  nouses  built  at 
the    expense    of   the  occupying  tenant 
thereupon,  were  the  property  of  the  Cor- 
poration?     For    instance,    suppose    the 
ground«rent  of  a  house  is  4/.  an  acre,  and 
Uiat  the  tenanti  for  the  premises  he  builds 


could  get  40/.  if  he  set  them,  is-  the  Cor- 
poration to  receive  40/.  per  annum,  the 
tenant's  only  remuneration  for  the  build- 
ings he  has  raised  ?     The  whole  corporate 
property  of  Drogheda  is  1,620  acres,  in 
town  and  country  ;  and  3/.  without  fine, 
all  round,  would  be  a  high  valuation  for 
them.     Now,  as  to  the  tolls,  what  do  even 
these  Corporate  Commissioners  say  ?  They 
say,  page  881,  Report  on  Drogheda — 
'*  And  the  surplus  of  these  funds  has  been 
uniformly  expended,  in  conjunction  with 
the  funds  derivable  from  the  Corporation 
estates,'Xafter  the  deduction  therefrom,&c. 
&c.)  "  in  the  erection  of  public  works,  the 
general  improvement  of  the- town,  assisting 
county  charges,  which  a  limited  district 
could  not  sustain  without  severe  pressure, 
and  also  in  support  of  police  institutions, 
with  which  the  inhabitants  must  otherwise 
be  chargeable."     Now,  as  to  their  secta- 
rian  feelings — in  1833,  Mr.  St.  George 
Smith  proves,  that  when    any  corporate 
property  is  out  of  lease,  it  is  let  to  the 
highest  bidder,  without  such   distinction. 
But,  Sir,  it  is  not  long  that  they  have  had 
the  power  of  doing  this,  that  is,  if  they 
acted  up  to  the  spirit  and  letter  of  their 
only  tenure  of  properly,  privileges,   and 
power.     Sir,  I  will  read  to   the  House 
what  I  consider  the  most  extraordinary 
assertion  ever  made — The  Commissioners 
state    (Report,  Drogheda,  p.  387),  that 
"  previously  to  the  accession  of  James  2nd 
the  Corporation  of  Drogheda  appears  to 
have  been  constituted  without  any  secta- 
rian distinction."     Why,  is  there  any  one 
who  pretends  to  know  anything  of  Irish 
history,  who  does  not  know  that  most  of 
James   I  si's  charters  were  to  Protestants 
exclusively?      James  2nd  tore  them  away 
most  unjustly,  as  stated  in  a  letter  of  Wil- 
liam 3rd  to  certain  Protestant  aldermen,  to 
whom  he  restored  their  rights  thereby,  of 
which  letter  1  will  read  an  extract.     It  is 
dated  from  the  camp  at  Kilcullen-bridge, 
12th  July,  1690.    [The  hon.  Member  here 
read  the  extract,]    To  these  same  people, 
in  the  10th  year  of  his  reign,  the  same 
monarch,  by  a  new  charter  given  to  Drog- 
heda, ratified  their  rights  and  possessions. 
I  have  stated,  that  I  am  authorised  by  the 
Corporation  of  Drogheda  to  concur  in  the 
plan  proposed  from  this  side  of  the  House; 
but  1  should  not  be  doing  justice  to  my 
own  feelings,  if  1  did  not  say  that  I  should 
part  with  deep  regret  from  those  Corpo- 
rations   which     everywhere     have    been 
amongst  the  best  bulwarks  of  Protestant* 
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ism,  and  British  interests  in  Ireland.  We 
are  all,  as  I  have  heard  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  state,  entitled  to 
our  own  opinion ;  be  to  his,  and  I  to  mine ; 
and  as  I  happen  to  entertain  from  con- 
scientious conviction  the  following  senti- 
ments, I  should  think  it  unmanly  to  shrink 
from  openly  avowing  them,  viz. :  that  I 
do  believe,  that  the  moderate  ascendancy 
of  Protestant  principles  is  necessary  to  the 
glory  and  greatness  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  the  safety  of  the  United 
Empire;  and  I  think  it  may  be  most 
dangerous  in  a  statesman  to  abandon  im- 
portant muniments  of  the  Protestant  Con- 
stitution in  Church  and  State.  Connected 
as  I  am  intimately  with  Roman  Catholics, 
I  have  yet  always  lived  on  terms  of  as 
much  amity  by  not  withholding  our  opin- 
ions as  by  concealment.  I  conclude  by 
again  pressing  upon  this  House  and  the 
country,  the  duty  of  avoiding  implicit 
credit  to  the  Report  on  any  towns  of  the 
Corporate  Commissioners,  at  least  unless 
we  see  the  evidence  whereon  they  have 
grounded  it. 

Mr.  Viiliers  Stuart  said,  that  as  this 
was  his  first  time  of  addressing  the  House, 
he  bad  much  need  of  its  indulgence,  while 
he  ventured  to  make  a  few  observations 
upon  the  important  measure  now  nnder 
consideration.  He  owed  a  double  debt  of 
gratitude  and  thanks  to  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  for  the  course  they  had  pursued 
on  the  present  occasion.  First,  for  having 
introduced  the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
calculated,  as  it  was,  to  give  satisfaction 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  next,  for  their 
uncompromising  opposition  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  Could 
any  hon.  Member  fail  to  see  that  the 
amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  was  nothing 
else  than  a  direct  stigma  on  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland  ?  He  could  tell  the  noble  Lord, 
that  if  he  felt  for  Ireland  and  the  Irish 
people  that  interest  which  he  had  pro- 
fessed the  night  before  in  his  speech,  he 
would  have  done  a  much  better  service  to 
that  country,  and  earned  for  himself  more 
of  the  gratitude  of  that  people ;  had  he, 
when  he  was  Secretary  for  that  part  of  the 
empire,  introduced  a  similar  measure  to 
the  present  Bill,  rather  than  have  lent  the 
aid  of  his  name,  and  character,  and  sta- 
tion to  the  upholding  of  Protestant  ascen- 
dancy. But,  no;  so  long  as  Protestant 
ascendancy  was  to  be  maintained,  and  so 
long  as  oppression  and  injustice  was  to  be 
the  goreinini^  rule  for  Irelaodi  so  long  was 


it  the  political  interest  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  those  with  whom  he  acted,  to  preserve 
the  old  system,  and  not  only  not  to  abo- 
lish Corporations,  as  he  now  proposed,  but 
to  leave  their  abuses  unredressed.  He  had 
given  to  all  the  arguments  that  had  been 
brought  forward  in  opposition  to  the  pre- 
sent Bill  the  closest  attention,  and  the 
best  consideration  that  he  could  command, 
and  he  saw  in  them  nothing  that  affected, 
in  the  slightest  degree,  the  principle  of  the 
measure.  The  objections  that  had  been 
urged  were  in  his  mind  applicable  only  to 
the  details,  and,  he  thought,  had  much 
better  have  been  reserved  for  the  Com- 
mittee than  advanced  at  the  present  stage 
of  the  proceeding.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Lefroy)  had  said  that  he  did  not  know 
what  the  principle  of  the  present  Bill  was, 
but  that,  as  far  as  his  own  views  went 
upon  that  part  of  the  subject,  he  was 
decidedly  hostile  to  the  system  of  self- 
election.  Now,  if  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  was  hostile  to  the  principle  of 
self'Clection,  he  ought  to  support  this  Bill, 
for  one  of  the  most  prominent  provisions 
was  to  destroy  that  principle,  and  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  did  not  know 
what  the  Bill  contained,  as  he  professed, 
was  it  not  possible  that  he  might  6nd  its 
other  provisions  equally  worthy  of  his  sup- 
port as  its  destruction  of  the  principle  of 
self-election  ?  As  to  the  power  which  it 
was  said  the  present  Bill  was  calculated 
to  throw  into  the  hands  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  and  the  Catho- 
lic clergy,  he  was  not  prepared,  be  con- 
fessed, to  ground  any  argument  on  a  bare 
assertion  like  this;  but,  supposing  the 
assertions  to  be  true,  would  not  that,  he 
confidently  asked,  be  an  additional  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  measure  ?  Could  it 
be  doubted  by  any  person  who  had  at- 
tended to  the  modern  history  of  Ireland, 
that  any  stigma  or  insult  offered  at  the 
present  moment  to  the  Irish  nation  would 
give  great  additional  and  increased  power 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  alluded 
to  ?  Was  not  the  amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord|  then,  directed  to  convey  the 
one  and  to  increase  the  other  ?  Did  it  not 
stigmatize  the  Roman  Catholic  population 
of  Ireland  as  unworthy  of  being  intrusted 
with  power;  and  did  it  not  by  that  very 
denunciation  give  a  vast  increase  to  the 
influence  and  power  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  ?  But  what, 
on  the  other  hand,  was  the  Dili  of  bi| 
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Majesty's  Ministers  calculated  to  accom- 
plish ?  Why,  it  was  designed  and  calcu- 
lated, above  all  other  measures,  to  concili- 
ate the  people  of  Ireland,  and  thus  disarm 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  of 
the  alarming  power  he  now  possessed. 
He  said  alarming,  because  it  could  not  be 
otherwise  than  fearful  to  see  a  state  of 
things  existing  in  any  country  as  could 
give  such  powers  as  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member  possessed  into  the  hands  of  any 
private  individual.  As  to  the  Catholic 
clergy,  he  could  not  see  any  power  which 
the  present  Bill  gave  to  them  which  they 
did  not  possess  already.  He  thought,  on 
the  contrary,  that  the  Bill  would  deprive 
them  of  their  present  influence  in  a  politi- 
cal sense ;  it  would  allay  that  fever  and 
irritation  upon  political  subjects  which 
now  prevailed  amongst  all  classes,  clergy 
as  well  as  laity ;  and  he  felt  justified  in 
predicting  that  this  measure  would  have 
the  efTect  of  taking  the  sting  out  of  all 
disposition  to  evil  in  either  class.  Before 
he  sat  down  he  would  entreat  the  House 
not  to  be  scared  from  its  propriety  by 
gloomy  predictions  and  frightful  images 
that  had  been  foreboded  and  conjured  up 
by  the  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
like  the  sailors  in  pursuit  of  the  phantom 
ship,  who  thought  of  nothing  but  following 
their  betrayer  until  they  struck  upon  a 
rock.  He  hoped  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  escape  the  rocks  towards  which 
they  were  heedlessly  steering  their  course ; 
but,  should  it  be  otherwise  decreed,  he 
hoped  at  least  that  they  alone  would  be 
the  victims  of  their  false  pride,  and  that, 
should  they  sink,  those  on  his  side  of  the 
House  might  not  accompany  them  into 
the  abyss. 

Mr.  Gaily  Knight,  having  listened  at- 
tentively to  what  had  been  advanced  in 
the  debate,  was  obliged  to  confess  that  no 
explanation  had  been  oflered  which  had 
succeeded  in  relieving  the  plan  proposed 
by  his  Majesty's  Ministers  from  its  great 
and  radical  defect — namely,  that  it  per- 
petuated the  principle  of  exclusion.  On 
this  account,  entirely  concurring  in  the 
propriety  of  carrying  the  sentence  into 
effect,  which  had  been  pronounced  against 
the  Irish  Corporations,  he  felt  it  an  abso- 
lute duty  to  support  the  amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire.  He  thought  its  adoption 
would  be  most  conducive  to  the  peace 
and  welfare  of  Ireland,    *'  What,"  it  was 


said, "  will  you  not  give  to  Ireland  the  same 
measure  which  you  have  already  given  to 
Scotland  and  England  ?"  He  had  seen 
how  the  English  Bill  worked,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  fail  exactly  in  that  way 
which  would  make  a  measure,  on  precisely 
similar  principles,  anything  but  a  blessing 
to  Ireland.  Not  because  it  had  worked, 
for  the  Radicals,  and  against  the  Tories, 
but  because  it  had  not  verified  the  predic- 
tions which  came  from  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House.  They  were  told  that  the 
system  of  exclusion  would  be  extinguished. 
Hdd  it  not  been  carried  into  effect  more 
ligidly  than  ever?  They  were  told  that 
political  party  motives  were  not  to  be 
mixed  up  with  the  new  municipal  elec- 
tions. Had  they  been  governed  by  any- 
thing else  ?  Would  the  happiness  of  the 
corporate  towns  of  England  be  increased 
should  such  motives  continue  to  operate  ? 
Would  the  happiness  of  the  corporate 
towns  in  Ireland  be  increased,  should  such 
motives  be  constantly  in  action  there  ? 
Would  they  consult  the  happiness  of  the 
sister  island  by  making  her  a  present  of 
120  exclusive  societies — of  120  political 
furnaces — darkening  the  air  with  their 
Of)pressive  smoke,  from  one  end  to  the 
other  of  that  unfortunate  country  ?  But, 
had  their  endeavours  been  crowned  with 
success  in  England,  the  argument  would 
not  have  been  conclusive  on  the  present 
occasion.  Would  to  God,  that  there  were 
no  difference  between  Enc^land  and  Ire- 
land; then,  indeed,  would  the  same  laws 
be  equal  laws  in  both  countries.  But, 
alas !  this  was  not  the  case  ;  and  however 
the  difference  might  have  arisen,  there  was 
not  a  greater  or  more  fatal  mistake,  than 
to  believe  that  the  desired  assimilation 
would  be  accelerated  by  the  immediate 
communication  of  identical  laws.  Ireland 
was  divided  into,  and  distracted  by,  two 
great  parties,  generally  called  Catholic 
and  Protestant,  but  which  he  desired  to 
consider  solely  in  a  political  point  of  view. 
He  meant  no  insult — no  injustice ;  but 
under  such  peculiar  circumstances  they 
would  not  promote  the  peace  and  welfare 
of  Ireland,  were  they,  generally  or  locally, 
to  place  exclusive  power  in  the  hands  of 
either  of  the  two  parties.  He  would  no 
more  permit  the  heel  of  the  Catholic  to  be 
placed  on  the  neck  of  the  Protestant,  than 
he  would  permit  the  heel  of  the  Protestant 
to  be  placed  on  the  neck  of  the  Catholic. 
He  could  not  sec  the  consistency  of  one 
week  abolishing  Orange  Lodges,  and  the 
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next,  creatiDg  Catholic  Corporations.  Was 
it  not  rather  their  duty  to  compel  both 

?iarties  to  respect  the  supremacy  of  the 
aw,  and  to  administer  justice  to  each 
with  the  most  rigid  impartiality  ?  If  any 
man  had  a  right  to  claim  exemption  from 
a  culpable  indiflference  to  the  welfare  of 
Ireland,  he  possessed  that  right;  for  he 
had  used  his  utmost  exertions  to  persuade 
his  countrymen  to  concede  the  great  boon 
of  Catholic  Emancipation.  In  doing  so, 
he  was  much  encouraged  by  solemn  and 
repeated  assurances  that  the  consequences 
of  that  measure  would  be  the  tranquillity 
of  Ireland,  and  a  deep  and  lasting  tribute 
of  gratitude  from  that  country  to  this. 
In  what  manner  had  those  assurances 
been  ful6iled  ?  He  was  mortified  beyond 
measure  at  the  complete  disappointment 
of  the  hopes  which  he  had  entertained, 
and  had  pressed  upon  his  countrymen  as 
a  strong  argument  for  concession ;  and 
perceiving  at  last  that  what  those,  who,  he 
must  sny,  mislead  the  people  of  Ireland, 
now  call  justice,  would,  in  fact,  be  nothing 
short  of  ascendancy, — that  whatthey  called 
equality,  would,  in  fact,  be  a  complete 
transfer  of  political  power; — he  could  not 
lend  himself  to  anything,  the  tendency  of 
which  would  be  to  increase  and  strengthen 
an  influence  that  had  not  been  exercised 
for  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  Ireland. 
If  the  people  of  Ireland  would  be  bene- 
fitted by  the  Bill  before  the  House,  he 
should  consider  it  in  a  very  different  point 
of  view.  But  in  what  way  would  it  re- 
lieve the  beggary  and  destitution  which 
were  the  real  grievances  of  Ireland,  which 
necessarily  kept  the  people  restless,  and 
made  them  the  easy  prey  of  any  and 
every  insidious  demagogue;  a  grievance 
which  did  not  proceed  from  Orange  Cor- 
porations, or  a  Protestant  Establishment, 
but  which  proceeded  from  those  who 
should  have  kinder  hearts?  There  was 
another  Bill  in  prospect,  which  he  trusted 
would  do  something  to  relieve  the  destitu- 
tion of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  which, 
therefore,  should  have  his  support;  but 
the  present  Bill  must  chieHy  be  con* 
sidered  with  reference  to  political  power. 
The  opposition  were  called  Destructives, 
but  what  was  the  truth  ?  Both  sides  of  the 
House  united,  on  this  occasion,  in  destruc- 
tion to  exactly  the  same  amount;  the  dif- 
ference was  in  the  method  of  re-construc- 
tion.  The  supporters  of  the  amendment 
proposed  to  provide  for  the  necessities  of 

the  towns  gf  Ireland  in  a  manner  which 


appeared  the  most  conducive  to  their  per- 
manent welfare.  The  Bill  before  the 
House,  after  abating  the  old  nuisances, 
would  not  be  satisfied  without  calling  them 
into  existence  again.  They  were  told  to 
dread  the  consequences  of  substituting 
any  proposition  for  that  contained  in  the 
Bill.  He  hoped  this  was  an  argument 
which  would  never  have  any  influence  on 
the  decisions  of  the  House.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  always  know  how  to 
meet  the  language  of  intimidation.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  always  know 
how  to  meet  the  menace  of  physical 
force;  certainly  not  with  contempt — but 
as  certainly  with  not  a  jot  more  of  con- 
cession than  would  have  been  freely  given 
had  no  menace  been  employed.  He 
dreaded  the  adoption  of  this  Bill,  much 
more  than  its  rejection,  because  it?  effect 
would  obviously  be  to  place  exclusive 
power  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the  two  great 
parties  into  which  Ireland  was  divided. 
It  was  the  fear  of  such  measures  as  these 
— it  was  the  fear  of  dangerous  concessions 
that  sent  him  where  he  was  sitting.  He 
never  for  a  moment  believed  that  his  right 
hon.  Friends  opposite  would  be  capable 
of  entering  into  any  bargain,  or  contract, 
with  any  man,  or  set  of  men ;  but  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  force  their  way  to 
ofBce  without  placing  themselves  under 
such  obligations  to  those  who  entertained 
extreme  opinions,  as  would  make  it  im- 
possible for  them  afterwards  not  to  be 
conducive  to  dangerous  transfers  of  power. 
Impressed  with  this  conviction,  and  im- 
pressed also  with  the  conviction  that  all 
that  was  valuable  was  at  stake,  he  con- 
sidered it  to  be  one  of  those  great  occa- 
sions on  which  men  of  character  might 
rise  superior  to  the  trammels  of  party,  and 
must  think  of  nothing  but  their  country. 
He  would  not  say  that  it  did  not  cost  him 
a  struggle.  No  man  of  any  feeling  could 
separate  himself,  even  politically,  from 
those  whom  he  respected  and  esteemed 
without  a  severe  pang.  But  at  this  mo- 
ment he  should  have  enjoyed  no  peace  of 
mind  had  he  pursued  a  contrary  course. 

Mr.  fVilliam  Ord  did  not  intend  to  fol- 
low any  of  the  speakers  who  had  that 
evening  preceded  him  through  the  details 
into  which  they  had  entered,  but  should 
at  once  come  to  deal  with  some  of  the 
arguments  advanced  last  night  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Launceston 
(Sir  H.  Hardinge.)  That  hoo.  and  gallant 
Member  had  introduced  into  bis  speech 
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a  long  extract  from  the  Intimidation  Com- 
mittee which  sat  last  year,  and  of  which 
h^  (Mr.  Ord)  had   occasionally  had  the 
honour  to  act  as  chairman,  and  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  said,  that  his  ex- 
perience in  that  Committee  had  led  him, 
in  reference  to  what  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  who  preceded 
him  in  the  debate,  to  show  from  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the    Committee    in 
question,  that  the  employment  of  secta- 
rian influence  for  political  purposes  was 
so  general  as  to  disqualify  the  Irish  peo- 
ple for  the  enjoyment  of  that  which  they 
conceived  to  be  their  right,  and   would 
equally  interfere  with  the  proper  manage- 
ment of  their   own  municipal  concerns. 
He  had  attended  the  Committee  at  the 
time  the  evidence  quoted   was  delivered, 
and  he  had  reperused  it  since  its  publica- 
tion, and  he  must  say,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  in  the  speech  delivered 
last  night,  had  selected  certain  parts  of 
the  evidence  as  to  some  transactions,  but 
wholly  omitted  other  portions  which,  in  his 
judgment,    the  hon.   and  gallant  Officer 
was  bound  to  have  mentioned.     And  first, 
with   regard   to    the    speech  of    Father 
Kehoe,  reported  by  a  gentleman  who  had 
for  some  time  been  connected  with  the 
press.     The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber ought,  however,  to  have  stated  that  the 
speech  or  sermon,  or  whatever  it    was 
called,  had  been   disavowed  by    Father 
Kehoe.     Now  he  would  take  another  in- 
stance in  order  to  show  the  species  of 
extracts  by  which  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant  Member  supported  his    arguments. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
alluded  to  a  late  election  at  Ctonmel,  and 
stated,  that  it  appeared  from  the  evidence 
that  a  most    respectable    gentleman,    a 
Quaker,  for  the  sole  offence  of  having 
voted  for  Mr.  Bagwell,  had  been  attacked 
in  a  most  shameful  manner,  and  obliged 
to  conceal  himself  in  his  own  house  from 
the  mob.    This,  said  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  gentleman,  was  but  one  instance 
out  of  many  he  might  adduce.     He  would 
turn  to  the  evidence  upon  which  this  state- 
ment was  made,  and  he  found  the  evi- 
dence of  Dr.  Fitzgerald,  the  stipendiary 
Magistrate,  in  respect  to  the  treatment 
of  this  gentleman  to  be  as  follows  : — "  At 
the  same  election,  a  highly  respectable 
merchant,  a  Quaker^  after  having  voted 
for  Mr.  Bagwell,  and  wishing  to  avoid 
notoriety,  retired  from  the  Court-house ; 

be  was  followed  by  the  mob,  who  pelted 


him  with  mud  from  the  Mayor's  house  up 
to  the  Globe  fnn ;  he  is  a  most  inoffensive 
gentleman,  who  gives  employment  in  his 
different  mills  and  stores  to  upwards  of  a 
thousand  persons  daily.  So  that,  not- 
withstanding the  good  which  this  indivi- 
dual does,  he  still  became  an  object  of 
popular  vengeance,  because  he  gave  his 
vote  in  the  manner  he  thought  proper? — 
Certainly,  and  was  called  a  mad  dog  for 
doing  so.  So  that  the  good  which  this 
man  does  did  not  preserve  him  from  the 
insult  and  the  violence  of  the  mob  on  this 
occasion  ? — It  did  not.  On  the  same  day 
his  son  was  riding  through  the  streets, 
and  was  attacked  by  the  mob,  pelted  with 
stones,  and  two  bull*  dogs  set  at  his 
horse  ?" 

Sir  James  Graham  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  had  omitted  to  read  a 
paragraph  of  the  evidence  referring  to 
the  employment  by  this  individual  of  a 
great  majority  of  Roman  Catholics. 

Mr.  William  Ord  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  the  suggestion,  and  congra- 
tulated him  upon  the  spirit  in  which  it 
was  made.  He  would  not  forget  it  when 
next  they  met  upon  the  border.  The 
part  of  the  evidence  which  he  had  read 
was  merely  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  upon  which  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston  was  founded,  and  he  had  not  con- 
ceived it  necessary  to  read  the  remainder, 
inasmuch  as  the  whole  of  it  had  last  night 
been  read  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  himself.  Without,  therefore, 
again  reading  it,  he  would  now  state  that 
part  of  the  evidence  which  referred  to  the 
cause  which  had  evidently  led  to  this  (he 
admitted)  disgraceful  outrage.  The  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  R. 
Ingiis),  would  remember  that  this  evidence 
referred  to  a  Mr.  Malcomson,  whose  man, 
a  miller,  of  the  name  of  Looby,  was  called 
before  the  Committee,  and  gave  evidence 
to  the  effect  that  he  had  been  dismissed 
from  Mr.  Malcomson's  service  for  no 
other  offence  than  having  voted  according 
to  his  conscience.  He  would  not  read  his 
testimony,  because,  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, the  statement  was  sufficient  that  the 
man  told  Mr.  Ronayne  *'  that  voting  for 
him  would  be  fatal  to  him ;"  that  the  man 
was  not  pressed  to  vote  until  late  in  the 
election ;  that  he  did  vote  on  the  last 
day,  and  was  dismissed  in  consequence* 
It  was  lamentable,  but  not  wonderful, 
under  such  circumstancesi  that  this  should 
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have  occcasioned  the  attack ;  and  he 
must  say,  it  would  have  been  as  well  if 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
read  against  the  story  of  Dr.  Fitzgerald 
the  story  of  the  miller  of  Clonmel.  That 
narrative  was  corroborated  by  Dr.  Fitz- 
gerald, however,  in  his  cross-examination. 
Dr.  Fitzgerald  was  asked,  *'  Might  not 
the  misconduct  of  this  mob  to  this  gentle- 
man,'' alluding  to  Mr.  Malcomson,  "  em- 
ploying so  many  persons,  and  the  apparent 
ingratitude  of  Looby's  voting  against  him, 
have  tended  to  cause  the  dismissal  of 
Looby  for  the  vote  he  gave?"  To  this 
Dr.  Fitzgerald  answers: — ."  1  have  no 
doubt  that  Mr.  Malcomson  was  very  angry 
at  the  treatment  he  received,  and  which 
his  son  had  received."  The  evidence  then 
went  on  as  follows: — *'  Do  you  consider 
the  dismissal  of  Looby,  on  the  part  of  his 
employer,  was  merely  because  he  had 
voted  against  his  wishes,  or  that  he  was 
exasperated  against  him  for  the  illtreat- 
ment  which  he  and  his  son  had  received 
at  this  election  ? — I  think  I  have  heard 
Mr.  Malcomson  express  an  opinion  to  this 
effect,  that  Looby  had  adopted  the  party 
that  had  illtreated  him  (Mr.  Malcomson). 
Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  Looby 
was  at  all  concerned  in  this  pelting  of 
Mr.  Malcomson  ? — No.  Have  you  any 
reason  to  believe  that  he  did  any  thing  to 
offend  Mr.  Malcomson,  except  voting  as 
you  have  stated? — No."  Such  was  the 
evidence  of  the  cause  of  this  outrage,  and 
if  such  were  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Malcom- 
son, though  on  other  occasions  a  most 
amiable  man,  the  treatment  he  met  with 
was  scarcely  to  be  wondered  at.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Launceston  had 
also  quoted  a  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin,  in  which  the 
expression  was  used,  that  **  the  voter  who 
would  not  vote  for  his  religion  was  worse 
than  a  demon  from  hell."  These  words 
were  quoted  as  a  further  confirmation  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's 
views  of  the  mixture,  in  Ireland,  of  reli- 
gious and  political  feelings.  But  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  for- 
gotten the  period  at  which  those  words 
were  spoken.  If  he  had  remembered  it, 
he  could  not  have  thought  it  wonderful 
that  amidst  a  Catholic  population,  at  a 
time  when  the  interests  of  their  religion, 
the  interests  of  religious  liberty,  were  in 
daneer — when  there  was  ruling  over  the 
destmies  of  Ireland  a  Government  who, 
in  despite  of  the  remonstrances  of  a  Con« 


servative  and  Protestant  Lord- Lieutenant, 
appointed  Orangemen  to  the  Magistracy 
of  a  county — strong  language  should  have 
been  used.  Was  it  wonderful,  he  re- 
peated, that  it  should  have  been  used  at  a 
time  when,  the  Catholics  knowing  that  the 
Government  of  that  dav  had  not  dis. 
couraged  the  crusade  which  had  been 
made  into  this  country  in  order  to  rai^  up 
a  **  No  Popery"  cry,  had  every  reason  to 
suppose  the  Government  concurred  in  it? 
He  should  not  be  justified  in  applying  this 
concurrence  to  all  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
but  he  must  say,  that  they  stood  by  and, 
with  one  honourable  exception,  that  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lanca- 
shire, never  disclaimed  the  attempt  until  it 
signally  and  totally  failed,  when  they  dis- 
avowed their  bolder  and  more  daring  as- 
sociates. Under  such  circumstances,  then, 
was  it  surprising  that,  at  this  period,  some 
mixture  of  religious  and  political  feelings 
should  have  taken  place;  and  was  it  for 
this  that  a  large  body  of  electors  should 
now  be  deprived  of  their  rights,  or  of  the 
franchise  which  they  believed  to  be  their 
right?  If  such  an  argument  was  to  be 
pushed  to  the  extreme,  it  would  be  found 
that  even  in  England  popular  intimidation 
had  been  exercised  to  a  degree  which  might 
lead  to  the  repeal  of  the  English  Corpora- 
tion Act,  and  even  of  the  Reform  Bill  itself. 
The  plan  proposed  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  went  to  overthrow  the  whole 
Corporations  of  Ireland,  and  to  vest  the 
management  elsewhere.  This  was  an  in- 
direct attack  on  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  because  if  this  plan  were  adopted, 
and  the  Corporations  destroyed,  the  Crown 
could  immediately  grant  charters  to  those 
same  places  without  the  interference  of 
Parliament,  conveying  all  those  powers 
which  the  Government  proposed.  He 
must  say,  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
were  the  last  persons  from  whom  he  should 
have  expected  any  attempt  to  trench  on 
the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  Morgan  John  G'ConneU  would  tres- 
pass on  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a 
very  few  moments,  on  a  question  of  vital 
importance  to  the  empire,  particularly  to 
that  portion  of  it  with  the  representation 
of  which  he  had  the  honour  of  being  con- 
nected. He  was  struck  with  a  peculiar- 
ity which  had  distinguished  the  progress 
of  the  debate  from  its  commencement : 
that,  with  the  exception  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  the  Member  for  the  Uoiver- 
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sity  of  Dublin,  none  of  those  boo.  Mem- 
bers who  were  opposed  to  tlie  Bill  of  bis 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland,  had  condescended  to  touch 
upon     the     real    question     before     the 
House.    The  House  had  heard  many  and 
bitter  invectives  against    the    people  of 
Ireland,   against  their  religion,  and  the 
ministers  of  that  religion*     Abundance  of 
unsupported  allegations  too,    had    been 
brought  forward,  but  the  principle  of  the 
measure  before  the  House,  and  its  com- 
parative   merits  with  the  proposition    of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Francis  Egerton), 
had  been  scarcely  adverted  to.    After  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Cashel  (Sergeant  Woulfe),  it  was  not 
his  (Mr.  O'Oonneirs  intention)  to  follow 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bandon 
(Sergeant  Jackson)  through  the  statements 
he  had  submitted  to  the  House ;  but  he 
might  be  permitted  to  advert  to  the  argu  • 
ments  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber (Sir  H.  Hardinge)  by  whom  he  was 
followed,  particularly  as  they  in  some  mea- 
sure referred  to  himself  personally,  as  one 
of  the  representatives  for  the  county  of 
Kerry.     He  would  put  it  to  the  House,  if 
that  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
made  out  the  case  upon  which  he  relied — 
that  the  prevalence  of  sectarian  feeling 
in  politicai  questions  in  Ireland  disquali- 
fied the    people  from   exercising  a  mu- 
nicipal franchise     Did  not  the  very  letter 
which    he   had    read  from   Lord    Ken- 
mare,  himself  a  Roman  Catholic,  disprove 
the  position  he  assumed,  that  sectarian 
feeling  had  influenced  the  election  for  the 
county  of  Kerry.     But  even  if  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  were  correct  in 
saying,  that  politics  in  Ireland  were  under 
the  influence  of  sectarian  feeling,  would 
that  afford  any  reason  for  refusing  to  grant 
to  Ireland  the  advantage  of  a  Bill  for  the 
reform  of  her  Municipal   Corporations? 
But  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had 
assumed  another  position  quite  as  unte- 
nable; and  he  was  the  more  surprised 
at  the  ignorance  which  he  betrayed,  as 
that  gallant  Member  had  been  for  some 
time  Secretary  for  Ireland.    Indeed,  on 
the  bench  beside  him,  he  saw  no  less  than 
live  Secretaries  for  Ireland  '^  all  in  a  row," 
and  therefore  felt  himself  at  a  loss  to  say 
how  it  was  that  he  could  have  erred  so 
egregiously  on  a  matter  of  fact.    The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  referred 
to  a  murder  which  had  been  committed  in 
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account  in  the  newspapers,  and  Mr.  In- 
glis's  book  of  the  same  transaction,  he  had 
contrived  to  make   two  cases  out  of  one. 
But  did  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  officer 
ever  consider  the  comparative  amount  of 
crime  in  the  county  of  Kerry  and  other 
counties  in  Ireland?      Surely,  the   hon. 
Sergeant  (Sergeant  Jackson),  who  went 
that  circuit,  could  have  afforded  some  in- 
formation on  that  subject — could  have  told 
him  that  no  county  in  Ireland  was  more 
exempt   from  crime    than   that  county. 
Some    recent  instances  (we    understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  two)  of  outrage 
and    crime   could    certainly   be    pointed 
out ;  but  he  returned  his  thanks  on  the 
part  of  the  county,  to  the  Irish  Govern* 
menc,  and  particularly  to  his  right  boo. 
and  learned  Friend  the  AtCorney-GeneraU 
for  the  course  they  were  adopting,  calcu- 
lated as  it  was  to  put  an  end  to  crime  by 
removing  its  cause.    The  right  hon.  the 
JVfember  for  the  University  of  Dublin — it 
was  really  difficult  to  distinguish  between 
the  Members  for  Universities,  they  were 
both  right  honorable,  but  he  alluded  to  the 
learned  Doctor — had  gone  into  some  de- 
tails of  this  measure ;   and  in  doing  so 
had  betrayed  an  equal  ignorance  of  Irish 
statistics  and  the  English  Corporation  Act. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  bad  had  the  curiosity 
to  look  to  the  English  Bill,  and  he  found 
that  the  towns  in  the  schedule  correspond- 
ing to  the  Irish  schedule  C,  contained  on 
an  average  300  persons  less.  The  average 
in  the  English  schedule  was  5,361,  and  in 
the  Irish  it  was  5,643.    The  population  of 
Lymington,  the  largest  town  in  the  Eng- 
lish schedule,  was  5,361.    The  hon.  and 
learned  Sergeant  opposite  (Sergeant  Jack- 
son) could  not    understand    upon  what 
principle  such  **  miserable  places"  as  Mid- 
dleton   and   Belturbet,  wiUi   populations 
exceeding  2,000,  were  to  nave  Corpora- 
tions.    But  the  boo.  and  learned  Member 
forgot  that  there  were  in  the  English  Bill 
such  places  as  Tenby,  with  a  population 
of  1,942,  and  Southwoid,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  1,875.      And  for  a  further  proof 
of  the  analogy  between  the  two  measures 
he  would  refer  him  to  Romford,  to  Malms- 
bury,  Llanelly,    and    Sutton    Coldfield. 
Much  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottinghamshire  upon  the  impolicy  of 
adopting  the  Bill  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.     But 
there  was  a  time  when  that  hon.  Member 
entertained  very  different  opinions.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Nottioghamsbire  (Mr, 
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G.  Knight)  had,  in  a  debate  on  the  5th 
of  July,  1832,  used  these  words :  ''justice 
demands  that  out  of  the  chureh  property 
in  Ireland/ the  ministers  of  the  national 
religion  should  receive  a  provision,  as  well 
as  the  Protestant  clergymen.  There  is 
not  in  Europe  such  a  monster  as  the  Pro- 
testant establishment  in  Ireland." —  He 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  believed  that  the  existing 
Corporate  system  was  almost  as  great  a 
monster — "  and  I  can  never  believe,"  con- 
tinued thehon. Member  forNottinghamshire, 
''  that  whatever  strength  the  government 
mav  derive  from  the  assistance  of  such  an 
instrument,  it  can  be  compared  with  the 
facilities  which  may  be  afforded  by  a  more 
equitable  system."  The  hon.  Member, 
after  some  other  observations,  went  on  to 
say — "  In  expressing  these  sentiments. 
Sir,  I  am  aware  that  I  have  said  that 
which  many  will  dislike  to  hear;  but  let 
me  entreat  any  such  hon.  Gentleman  to 
believe  that  to  give  any  man  pain  is,  and 
ever  would  be,  to  me  a  subject  of  deep 
regret.  The  opinions  which  I  entertain 
result  from  no  indifference  to  the  feelings 
of  others — no  indifference  to  the  Protest- 
ant religion ;  but  I  remember  that  there  are 
six  millions  of  Catholics  in  Ireland — I  see 
that  unhappy  country  lacerated  by  the 
conflict  of  two  angry  parties,  and  I  am 
convinced  that  no  end  will  be  put  to  these 
worse  than  Theban  hostilities,  so  long  as 
either  party  has  a  real  grievance  to  prolong 
the  irritation.  Other  countries  have  gone 
through  the  same  process.  In  Germany, 
the  animosities  between  the  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  parties  were,  heretofore, 
to  the  full  as  violent  as  they  are  at  present 
in  Ireland ;  but  in  Germany  the  conflict 
is  past — in  Ireland,  the  moment  of  transi- 
tion is  the  present.  Transition  is  never 
repose ;  struggles  will  probably  take  place; 
disaffection, resistance,  disorder,  may  have 
their  course,  but  in  the  end,  if  strict  jus- 
tice be  administered  to  all,  and  all  be 
treated  with  the  most  inflexible  im]iartial- 
ity,  I  am  persuaded  that  common  sense 
and  true  patriotism  will  prevail  over  craft 
and  passion,  and  that,  as  in  Germany,  the 
two  parties,  wearied  of  strife,  will  ulti- 
mately lay  down  their  animosities  and 
think  it  better  to  be  friends/'*  He  did 
not  quote  this  for  the  mere  purpose  of  ob- 
taining a  cheer  at  the  expense  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  to  refer  to  the  passage  as 
illustrative  of  the  ill-ruled  condition  of  the 
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people  of  Ireland.  He  was  satisfied  that 
as  long  as  there  were  real  grievances  in 
Ireland,  they  would  find  that  party  feel- 
ing existed,  and  exercised  a  powerful 
sway.  It  had  been  said,  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  not  fit  to  receive  reform ; 
but  he  recollected  this  argument  had  very 
constantly  been  urged  by  the  other  side 
in  reference  to  other  matters ;  and  he  re- 
membered that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire,  then  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  when  this  was  put  forward 
with  respect  to  the  negroes  in  the  Colonies 
being  unfit  to  be  raised  from  a  state  of 
slavery  to  a  state  of  freedom,  said,  that 
"  that  was  always  the  argument  of  bigotry 
against  the  concession  of  justice."  He 
trusted  that  the  House,  by  a  triumphant 
majority,  would  show  that  it  was  deter- 
mined to  do  justice  to  every  part  of  the 
empire  without  distinction.  And  what- 
ever might  be  the  fate  of  the  Bill  else- 
where, he  felt  assured  that  the  House  of 
Commons  would  do  the  same  justice  to 
Ireland  as  to  England  and  Scotland,  and 
that  the  Corporations  in  the  former  part 
of  the  empire  would  be  placed  on  the  same 
sound  system  of  administration  as  in  the 
latter. 

Mr.  Emerson  Tennent  had  observed, 
that  whilst  all  the  speakers  who  had  taken 
a  part  in  the  debate  on  either  side  of  the 
House  had  been  unanimous  in  their  con- 
demnation of  the  abuses  incident  to  the 
present  Corporations  in  Ireland,  and  anxi- 
ous for  their  abolition,  not  a  single  indi- 
vidual had  as  yet  undertaken  to  show  that 
the  system  by  which  it  was  proposed  to 
replace  them  was  the  best  that  could  be 
adopted  for  that  purpose,  and  the  one  best 
suited  to  the  wants  and  necessities  of  the 
cities  and  towns  of  Ireland.  All  parties 
had  concurred  in  their  condemnation  of 
the  old  system  ;  but  he  had  not  as  yet 
heard  any  arguments  on  the  absolute  ne- 
cessity or  expediency  of  adopting  the  new 
one.  The  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Attorney-General  for  Ireland, 
was  unquestionably^calculated  to  effect  a 
vast  alteration  in  the  existing  system- 
nay,  further,  were  it  indispensable  to  con- 
tinue Corporations  at  all,  it  was,  in  his 
opinion,  in  many  particulars,  a  material 
improvement  upon  them.  But  the  ques- 
tion which  now  agitated  the  country  was 
not  confined  to  so  narrow  a  compass;  it  was 
not  restricted  to  a  mere  inquiry  into  what  ex- 
tent of  improvement  the  old  Corporations 
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qaestion  was  this,  are  the  Corporations 
worth  repairing  at  all  ?  Were  they  institu- 
tions worth  preserving — which,  under  any 
modification,  are  suited  to  the  present  state 
of  society  in  Ireland?  Was  the  Legislature, 
after  having  pulled  down  the  ancient.  edi> 
fices  of  the  Edwards  and  Henrys,  to  re- 
build them  on  the  same  foundation,  or 
to  adopt  the  new  constitutions  to  the  pe- 
culiar demands  and  convenience  of  more 
modern  times  \  Gentlemen  who  had  pre- 
ceded him  in  the  discussion  had  taken  a 
much  more  talented  and,  perhaps,  more 
.  statesmanlike  view  of  the  question  than  it 
was  his  intention  to  enter  upon,  by  regard- 
ing it  in  connexion  with  its  general  influence 
on  the  political  aspect  of  Ireland,  and  the 
effects  which  it  might  be  likely  to  produce 
upon  the  religious  and  social  relation  of 
parties  in  that  country.  He  concurred, 
too,  fully  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  and  the  noble  Lord  who  had  moved 
this  amendment,  to  render  it  at  all  neces- 
sary for  him  to  go  again  over  that  ground 
which  they  had  so  ably  pre-occupied.  He 
was  only  anxious,  if  the  House  would 
grant  him  its  attention  for  a  few  minutes, 
to  take  up  that  portion  of  the  subject  which 
referred  to  the  machinery  of  the  Bill  itself, 
and  to  express  his  reasons  for  thinking 
that  a  corporate  system  such  ab  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland,  proposed  to  introduce,  was 
unsuited  to  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  intended^-that  it  would  be  useless 
and  cumbrous  as  regarded  the  smaller 
towns  of  Ireland,  and  hurtful  and 
injurious  as  regarded  the  interests  and 
prosperity  of  the  large  ones.  In  his 
opinion  the  inquiry  which  the  House 
should  apply  itself  to  was,  whether  it 
would  not  be  wiser  to  deliver  the  towns  of 
Ireland  from  the  antiquated  systems  of 
Corporations  altogether,  and  to  leave  them 
for  their  municipal  government  to  the 
adoption  of  such  measures  as  their  local 
necessities  and  the  more  enlightened 
policy  of  modern  times  might  recommend. 
There  did  not  seem  to  him  to  be  anything 
rash  or  unwarrantable  in  such  an  investi- 
gation ;  the  results  of  experience  in  every 
town  and  city  in  the  empire,  and  the  dif- 
ferent circumstances  of  places  in  which 
Corporations  had  or  had  not  existed,  jus- 
tified in  every  way  the  propriety  of  enter- 
taining such  an  inquiry.  Throughout  the 
whole  contents  of  the  elaborate  and  vo- 
luminous Reports  of  the  Commissioners  of 


Corporation  Inquiry,  he  had  been  unable 
to  discover  one  instance  in  which  the 
prosperity  and  the  increased  wealth  and  re- 
sources of  any  one  town  were  attributed  to 
the  existence  or  influence  of  the  corporate 
system,  however  modified — whilst  not  only 
in  England,  but  in  Ireland,  there  was  an 
abundance  of  examples  of  cities  rising  to 
the  utmost  pitch  of  prosperity  and  impor- 
tance without  ever  having  possessed,  either 
in  name  or  in  substance,  a  trace  of  corpo- 
rate government.  Manchester^  and  Bir- 
mingham, and  Westminster,  were  over- 
whelming instances  in  England,  and  in 
Ireland  no  more  irresistible  example  could 
be  adduced  of  a  town  rising  into  eminence 
and  wealth  without  the  slightest  aid  from 
a  corporation,  than  the  town  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent — the  borough  of 
Belfast.  If,  in  the  course  of  the  few  ob- 
servations he  had  to  make  to  the  House, 
he  should  refer  very  frequently  to  the 
affairs  of  that  town,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  attribute  it,  not  to  that  exaggerated 
importance  which  young  Members  were 
apt  to  attach  to  the  local  affairs  of  their 
constituents,  but  to  a  firm  conviction  that 
there  was  no  observation  connected  with 
the  local  administration  of  that  town 
which  did  not  equally  apply  to  other  simi- 
lar towns  in  Ireland  ;  that  for  every  pur- 
pose of  municipal  government  a  tested  and 
practical  precedent  might  be  found  in  the 
system  adopted  in  that  town — a  system 
which  the  House  would  observe  was  totally 
and  entirely  unconnected  with  the  Corpo- 
ration, which  involved  neither  patronage, 
nor  privilege,  which  had  nothing  exclusive 
in  its  operation,  and  which,  being  depend- 
ant on  popular  election,  and  open  to 
popular  control,  could  admit  of  no  private 
corruption  or  abuses  [*'  hear  I  hear  /"].  Al- 
thou(;h  a  Corporation  still  exists  in  name 
in  Belfast,  no  corporate  functions  of  any 
description  can  be  possibly  said  to  have 
been  discharged  by  it  for  nearly  half  a 
century ;  and  yet,  during  that  same  period, 
it  must  be  well  known  to  the  House  that 
no  town  in  the  empire  has  advanced  with 
more  rapid  strides  to  importance  and 
affluence.  In  fact,  so  far  back  as  the  time 
he  had  named  the  inhabitants  of  Belfast, 
began  to  discover  that  their  municipal 
affairs  could  be  much  better  attended  to, 
and  more  efficiently  administered  by  other 
means  than  through  the  intervention  of 
their  corporate  officers,  and  accordingly, 
by  degrees,  they  superseded  them  in  each 
department  of  their  local  government,  till 
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at  length  every  function  usually  perfonoed 
by  a  Corporation  was  taken  out  of  their 
hands*  and  transferred  either  to  the  county 
authorities  or  to  Local  Boards  elected  by 
themselves,  and  responsible  to  public  con- 
trol for  the  efficieut  and  equitable  dis- 
charge of  the  duties.  The  Corporation, 
thus  gradually  denuded  of  all  importance 
judicial  or  fiscal,  continued,  however,  to  be 
kept  up,  till  within  the  last  three  or  four 
years,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  returning  the 
representative  of  the  borough  to  Parlia- 
ment, which  right  it  possessed  to  the  total 
exclusion  of  the  inhabitants ;  and  this  pri- 
vilege being  at  length  abrogated  by  the 
Reform  Bill,  the  Corporation  of  Belfast 
presentsat  the  present  moment  the  anomaly 
of  a  municipal  executive  literally  without 
either  functions  or  funds,  jurisdiction  or 
privilege,  patronage  or  powers ;  and  when 
its  shadowy  existence  shall  have  been  ter- 
minated by  this  Bill,  it  will  not  leave  a 
single  hiatus,  or  entail  the  remotest  em- 
barrassment on  the  affairs  of  the  town. 
He  (Mr.  £.  Tennent)  had  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  mention  these  facts  with  regard 
to  the  Corporation  of  Belfast,  as  well  in 
order  to  show  that  such  institutions  were 
not  by  any  means  essential  to  the  pros- 
perity of  towns,  as  because  that,  as  well  in 
the  discussions  which  had  taken  place  in 
this  House  on  this  question,  as  in  its  agi- 
tation out  of  doors,  the  instance  of  Bel- 
fast had  always  been  dragged  in  as  a  piti- 
able example  of  a  fine  town  oppressed  and 
harassed  by  the  operation  of  corporate 
abuses.  In  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners it  is  adduced  in  three  or  four  se- 
veral places,  as  an  illustration  of  exclu- 
sive monopoly  as  to  privileges,  and  of  the 
evils  of  self-election  as  to  officers.  The 
late  Attorney-General  for  Ireland,  in  the 
speech  in  which  he  introduced  his  Bill  for 
Corporation  Reform  last  year,  had  feel- 
ingly alluded  to  the  fact  of  there  being,  out 
of  the  whole  population  of  fifty  or  sixty 
thousand,  but  six  freemen  to  be  discovered 
in  Belfast.  Whetherevensomanyassixwere 
to  be  found  there,  he  (Mr.  £.  Tennent) 
could  not,  really,  tell,  for  he  had  never 
heard  of  one;  but  this  he  could  attest,  that 
he  never  in  his  life  had  heard  the  remotest 
complaint  from  any  individual  of  his  being 
excluded  from  that  honour.  What,  in  fact, 
in  such  a  state  of  things  as  he,  (Mr.  E.Ten- 
nent)  had  described,  was  an  individual  to 
gain  by  being  admitted  to  his  freedom  ? 
Nothing  in  the  world.  There  were  neither 
privilegea  nor  immunities  to  enjoy— nei- 


ther patronage  nor  property  to  share;  and 
the  inhabitants,  with  all  their  rights,  on 
a  perfect  equality ;  and  all  their  interests 
in  their  own  guardianship,  allowed  the  old 
Corporations  to  expire  without  a  regret  or 
a  murmur.  And  now,  as  to  the  system  of 
municipal  government  by  which  it  was 
superseded,  and  which  so  amply  attests  in 
action  the  practicability  of  a  large  com- 
munity governing  themselves  and  manag- 
ing their  own  aflfairs,  without  any  Corpora- 
tion, either  on  the  antiquated  or  the  modem 
model.  With  the  management  of  corpo- 
rate property  the  town  had  no  concern, 
having  no  corporate  property  to  manage. 
The  only  public  property  of  any  kind 
which  they  had  ever  possessed,  were  some 
charitable  bequests  in  money,  which  being 
left  in  trust  to  the  Corporation,  had  disap- 
peared about  twenty  years  ago,  and  a 
suit  was  at  present  pending  in  Chancery, 
with  a  view  to  discover  the  mode  of  their 
appropriation.  With  the  administration  of 
justice  the  Corporation  had  no  exclusive 
concerns,  the  chief  magistrate  for  the  time 
being,  generally  holding  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace,  for  the  adjacent  counties  of 
Down  and  Antrim,  and  acting  at  quarterly 
and  petty  sessions  in  conjunction  with  the 
other  county  Magistrates  resident  in  the 
town.  But  as  head  and  representative  of 
the  Corporation,  he  exercised  no  exclusive 
jurisdiction  beyond  the  superintendence 
of  the  markets  and  the  licensing  of  public 
amusements,  duties  which  would  equally 
well  devolve  on  the  officers  of  police.  The 
administration  of  justice,  therefore,  was 
altogether  in  the  hands  of  the  usual  an- 
thorities,  the  magistrates  appointed  by  the 
Crown.  Complaints,  the  Commissioners 
state  in  their  Report  had  reached  them  of 
partiality  in  its  dispensation,  but  these,  they 
say,  were  probably  exaggerated  by  party 
feelings:  at  all  events,  if  any  cause  for  them 
ever  existed,  he  (Mr.  Emerson  Tennent) 
hoped  it  was  now  removed ;  at  least,  if  it 
was  not,  the  fault  did  not  rest  with  the 
Irish  Government,  who  bad  lately  taken 
the  matter  into  their  own  hands,  and  ap- 
pointed four  Magistrates  of  their  own  ex- 
clusive selection,  two  of  these  without  the 
approbation  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  the 
county,  and  two  others,  he  believed,  with 
out  complying  with  the  exploded  ceremony 
of  asking  it.  They  were,  however,  all 
gentlemen  of  property  and  high  respecta- 
bility, and  would,  he  (Mr.  Emerson 
Tennent)  doubted  not,  discharge  their 
duties  honourably  and  well.    If  examples 
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in  matters  of  this  kind  are  of  any  import- 
ance, this  instance  of  the  powers  of  the 
Crown  to  apply  an  instant  remedy  for  a 
complaint  in  the  administration  of  justice 
in  a  municipal  community,  must  surely  be 
sufficient  to  justify  the  amendment  which 
he  perceived  had  been  introduced  into  the 
Bill,  giving  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  the 
nomination  of  Magistrates  in  towns, 
instead  of  to  the  town-council,  as  was 
proposed  in  the  Bill  of  last  year.  If  the 
appointment  of  persons  to  such  offices 
were  to  rest  with  a  council  chosen  exclu- 
sively by  one  party,  it  was  a  matter  of 
impossibility  that  charges  of  partisanship 
should  not  be  brought  against  them  by 
another,  and  what  disastrous  results  might 
ensue  if  an  appeal  and  a  remedy  were  not 
vested  in  that  quarter,  which  is  constitu  - 
tionally  the  fountain  and  the  organ  of 
impartial  justice — the  representative  of 
the  Crown.  If  this  principle  hold  good  in 
one  case  it  was  equally  convincing  in  all 
analogous  ones.  If  it  applied  with  force 
to  the  whole  Bench  of  Magistrates  it  was 
equally  applicable  to  one  of  them,  and 
from  the  conviction  he  could  not  conceive 
anything  more  mischievous  than  to  leave 
this  appointment  of  any  one  functionary  of 
justice  in  the  hands  of  those  whose  selec- 
tion might  be  liable  to  a  subsequent 
charge  of  partiality  or  prejudice.  For 
this  reason,  although  he  approved  of  the 
amendment  of  this  one  clause,  with 
respect  to  the  Magistracy  in  general,  he 
would  never  consent  to  the  insertion  of 
any  provision  in  an  Act  which  would  give 
any  popular  body  the  election  of  a  partisan 
Mayor,  a  partisan  Sheriff,  or  a  partisan 
stipendiary  Magistrate,  for  each  and  all 
of  which,  there  was  a  distinct  license  in 
the  several  clauses  of  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House.  Nothing  in  the  present  Bill 
seemed  to  him  half  so  objectionable  as  the 
carelessness  and  laxity  with  which  it 
seemed  to  provide  for  the  administration 
of  justice — the  dignity  of  a  Magistrate 
was  actually  less  anxiously  provided  for 
than  that  of  the  lowest  citizen  on  the 
burgess  poll.  In  order  to  entitle  an  in- 
habitant of  one  of  the  towns  in  Ireland  to 
that  distinction,  he  must  be  possessed  of  a 
residence  in  the  borough  of  an  annual 
value  of  at  least  51.  Ridiculous  as  such  a 
sum  might  seem  «as  a  test  of  respectability 
for  a  burgess,  even  that  paltry  qualifica- 
tion was  dispensed  with  for  a  Magistrate, 
nay,  more,  he  was  not  required  to  be  ever 
reiideai  in  the  town,  so   that  literally, 


under  this  Bill,  a  mendicant,  without  a 
house  or  a  shilling  is  eligible  to  take  his 
seat  upon  the  Bench  as  a  guardian  of  the 
public  peace.  A  Grand  Jurorunder  another 
clause  is  admissible  on  the  panel  with  no 
other  qualification  than  the  possession  of  a 
5L  house.  Nothing  could,  in  his  mind, 
tend  more  directly  to  bring  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  into  contempt  than  provi- 
sions such  as  these,  since  they  not  only 
opened  the  door  for  the  admission  of  per- 
sons unfitted  by  education  or  by  in- 
fluence for  the  ofifice,  but  they  likewise 
served,  by  degrading  the  dignity  of  the 
Bench  to  deter  those  from  undertaking 
the  duty,  who,  by  their  attainments 
and  their  character,  were  best  qualified 
to  discharge  it  eflBciently.  **  And  now 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  '  the  other 
municipal  functions  of  the  town  are  dis- 
charged in  Belfast,  independently  of  a 
Corporation.  These  consist  there,  as 
elsewhere,  of  duties  connected  with  the 
health  of  the  inhabitants  ;  such  as  paving, 
lighting,  cleansing ;  of  the  supplying  the 
town  with  water ;  of  looking  after  the  pre- 
servation and  improvement  of  the  harbour. 
For  these  several  purposes  the  town  had 
three  local  Acts  of  Parliament,  which 
enabled  all  the  inhabitants  paying  a 
certain  rate  of  police  tax,  to  elect,  an- 
nually, from  themselves  three  Boards  of 
Commissioners  to  conduct  their  affairs. 
The  police  committee  was  chosen  under 
one  of  these,  by  householders  paying 
twenty  pounds  annual  rent;  the  water 
commissioners  by  a  still  lower  assessment ; 
the  Ballast  Boara  by  those  most  interested, 
the  ship-owners,  the  importing  merchants, 
and  shopkeepers.  As  the  duties  of  all 
these  Boards  involve  no  patronage,  and  en- 
tail no  emolument,  the  appointments  are 
either  made  without  opposition,  or  if  a 
contest  does  occur,  it  is  conducted  with- 
out heat  or  animosity,  and  at  the  present 
moment  men  of  every  party  in  politics 
officiate,  and  cordially  co-operate  on  each 
committee.  These  three  bodies,  thus  popu- 
larly chosen  from  the  mass  of  theinhabit- 
ants,  have,  in  every  instance,  the  assess- 
ment, the  collection,  and  the  expenditure 
of  the  funds  raised  for  municipal  purposes, 
amounting  to  about  17,000/.  per  annum, 
being  thus,  themselves,  participators  in  the 
burthens  they  impose,  interested  in  the 
duties  they  discharge,  and  amenable  to 
popular  scrutiny  and  opinion  for  their  ad- 
ministration ;  their  several  departments  are 
conducted  with  a  care,  an  economy,  and 
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the  town  of  Belfast,  thus  efficiently 
governed  by  a  system  of  its  own  adoption, 
the  oflfsprlDg  of  its  own  wants,  and  the 
result  of  its  own  experience,  should  feel  a 
just  alarm  at  the  prospect  of  having  its 
municipal  regulations,  the  growth  of  half 
a  century,  wrested  from  it,  for  the  purpose 
of  forcing  back  upon  it  the  old  corporate 
system,  which  it  had  repudiated  and 
rejected  fifty  years  before.  Besides,  in 
such  a  proceeding,  the  operation  of  the 
measure  would  absolutely  falsify  the  very 
principle  on  which  it  professed  to  be 
founded — that  principle  was  declared  to  be 
the  placing  of  the  Corporations  on  a  more 
ample  basis,  and  the  extension  of  popular 
influence  and  popular  control  in  the 
management  of  their  affairs.  By  the 
schedule  appended  to  the  Bill,  it  appeared 
that  Belfast  was  to  be  provided  with  thirty 
common  councilmen,  who  were  to  have 
intrusted  to  them  the  management  of  its 
police,  paving,  lighting,  and  watching — 
of  its  charitable  trusts,  and,  in  short,  of  all 
its  internal  and  local  interests.  Now, 
these  interests  were  at  present  watched  over 
by  a  variety  of  Boards,  elected  as  he  had 
already  mentioned,  and  comprising,  one 
with  another,  between  140  and  150  per- 
sons. The  functions  of  the  entire  of  these 
individuals  were  forthwith  to  be  superseded, 
for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  their 
labours  in  the  thirty  common  councilmen  to 
be  elected  under  this  Bill,  and  yet  this,  we 
were  told,  was  to  be  regarded  as  widening 
the  basis  of  political  privileges  and  popular 
control.  And  then  follow^  another  con- 
sideration— if  at  the  present  moment  these 
various  duties  were  sufficient  to  occupy  the 
time  and  attention  of  150  individuals,  bow 
could  we  presume  that  they  could  possibly 
be  adequately  and  efficiently  attended  toby 
one- fifth  or  one- sixth  that  number  of 
officers  ?  To  discharge  these  trusts  satis- 
factorily and  faithfully,  would  not  merely 
require  the  leisure,  but  would  actually 
engross  the  whole  time  of  the  councillors, 
and  none  but  either  men  of  independent 
fortune  and  no  employment,  or  salaried 
officers,  would  be  found  competent  or 
willing  to  undertake  the  duty.  How  could 
a  Councillor  possessing  the  requisite  quali- 
fication for  his  o^ice,  500/.,  and  therefore, 
it  was  to  be  presumed,  not  so  independent 
as  to  be  able  to  retire  from  business — how 
could  he  possibly  give  to  public  charities 
or  to  the  regulations  of  the  police^  that 
time  which  justice  to  his  family  would 
require  him  to  devote  sedulously  to  his 
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an  efficiency  which  cannot  be  questioned, 
and  which  can  never  be  surpassed  by  any 
corpoate  system,  however  elaborate  or 
ingenious.    The  commissioners,  in   their 

I)rinted  Report,  whilst  they  recommend  a 
ess  complex  machinery,  in  one  depart- 
ment, have  in  no  one  case  discovered  or 
recorded  any  instance  of  inordinate  ex- 
pense, of  improper  expenditure,  or  im- 
perfect operation.  And  all  this,  the 
House  will  observe,  is  performed  without 
the  slightest  connexion  with  the  Corpora- 
tion, in  certainly  the  most  prosperous, 
peaceful,  improving  town  in  Ireland."  The 
Commissioners,  in  the  conclusion  of  their 
Report  on  the  situation  of  Belfast,  had 
given,  in  a  very  few  sentences,  a  summary 
of  what  he  (Mr.  Emerson  Tennent)  had 
here  stated  in  detail ;  and  as  the  facts  and 
sentiments  which  the  Report  contained, 
were  valuable  in  proving  the  system  of 
Corporations  to  be  equally  unsuitable  to 
other  rising  towns,  as  well  as  to  Belfast,  he 
would  take  the  liberty  of  reading  the 
paragraph  to  the  House : — 

"Whilst  the  town  of  Belfast  was  in  its 
infancy,  and  in  a  great  measure  dependent 
QDOn  the  protection  of  the  'Lords  of  the 
Castle,'  the  Corporation  appears  to  have 
exercised  the  municipal  power  conferred  upon 
them  by  Charter,  efficiently,  and  with  a  view 
to  the  general  welfare  of  the  inhabitants  or 
commonalty,  represented,  as  the  latter  then 
were,  by  their  Grand  Jury  in  the  Corporate 
assemblies.  When  the  town  and  its  commerce 
first  became  of  sufficient  importance  to  make 
them  the  object  of  legislative  enactment,  the 
Corporation  was  selected  by  the  Legislature  as 
the  guardian  of  the  interests  of  the  wealth  and 
population,  and  it  continued  for  many  years  to 
exercise  the  uncontrolled  management  over  its 
police  and  commercial  regulations ;  but  as  the 
town  increased,  we  find  the  Legislature  ap- 
parently treating  the  Corporation  as  a  body 
unsuited,  from  its  constitution,  to  discharge, 
with  efficiency  and  satisfaction,  the  important 
trust  which  had  been  confided  to  its  care ;  and 
that,  accordingly  Local  Statutes  have  been 
enacted  at  different  periods,  by  which  the 
management  and  control  over  municipal  inter- 
ests,  have  in  a  great  measure  been  withdrawn 
firom  the  Corporation,  and  vested  in  Local 
Boards,  the  majority  of  whose  members  are 
elected  by  the  inhabitants,  under  the  various 
regulations  of  these  Statutes.  Under  these 
circumstances,  we  found  that  the  Corporation 
had  ceased  to  be  an  object  of  interest  to  the 
inhabitants;  its  natural  functions  had  been 
superseded  by  the  establishment  of  the  Local 
Boards,  and  its  monopoly  of  the  election  fran- 
chise by  the  Reform  Act." 

It  was  not  to  be  wondered  at,  then,  that 
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counter  or  his  loom  ?  Nor  does  the  mis- 
chief and  absurdity  end  even  here;  it 
extends  wider  and  wider  as  we  proceed. 
The  persons  at  present  attached  to  public 
functions  in  the  town  of  Belfast  have,  as 
he  had  already  stated,  their  duties  so 
accurately  defined,  and  their  labours  so 
minutely  subdivided,  that  no  one  Board 
or  one  individual  could  be  said  to  possess 
anything  deserving  the  name  of  patronage 
or  influence,  or  profit,  from  his  otfice.  But 
the  case  would  be  widely  different  when 
there  should  be  concentrated  in  thirty  indi- 
viduals, not  only  the  whole  functions, 
authorities,  and  powers  which  are  at 
present  vested  in  so  many  persons,  but 
likewise  the  new  patronai^e  created  by 
this  Bill,  the  appointment  of  mayors, 
treasurers,  clerks,  and  corporate  officers, 
the  choice  of  sheriffs,  coroners,  and 
salaried  police  magistrates,  the  election 
of  commissioners,  and  committees,  and 
constables,  as  well  as  the  granting  of 
licences  and  fixing  the  amount  of  an- 
nual taxation  for  the  whole  community. 
Offices  endowed  with  such  powerful  in- 
fluence would  no  longer  be  regarded  as 
matters  of  indifference,  not  merely  from 
their  political  importance,  but  from  their 
actual  and  substantial  value.  Elections 
would  no  longer  be,  as  at  present,  matters 
of  careless  nomination,  or  of  indifference, 
the  contests  for  office  would  be  set  about  in 
right  earnest ;  labour,  and  time>  and  en- 
treaty would  be  devoted  to  the  canvass, 
proportioned  to  the  importance  of  the  ap- 
pointment, and  the  elections  for  common- 
councilmen  in  every  borough  will  be  even 
scenes  of  bitterer  conflicts  than  those  for 
Parliamentary  representatives,  inasmuch 
as  the  spirit  of  self  interest  will  be  added 
to  the  ambition  of  party  triumph.  What, 
he  would  ask,  in  the  midst  oi  these  tu- 
malts  and  strifes,  was  to  become  of  the 
peace,  and  tranquillity,  and  union  of 
society  ?  And  in  trading  and  commercial 
towns  how  would  the  time,  and  attention, 
and  passions,  of  the  people  be  engrossed 
by  such  exhibitions?  It  was  scarcely 
possible  that  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  who  represented  mer- 
cantile constituencies,  who  were  disposed 
to  vote  for  this  Bill,  could  have  examined 
its  provisions,  or  understood  thoroughly 
what  it  was  that  they  were  about  to  inflict 
upon  the  trading  towns  in  Ireland.  Why, 
the  whole  of  the  most  busy  and  valuable 
portion  of  the  year,  if  this  Bill  were  to 
pa!«s  into   a    Ihw,   would    be   tuken    up, 
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literally  and  absolutely   engrossed  with 
elections  of  municipal  officers.     From  the 
6th  of  September  to  the  1st  of  January 
in  every  year  was  to  be  one  continued 
succession  of  canvassing,  and  contests, 
and  elections.    First,  on  the  5th  of  Sep- 
tember the  burgesses'  roll,  containing  the 
list  of  all  persons  qualified  to  be  burgesses, 
was  to  be  deposited  by  the  churchwarden 
in  the  hands  of  the  town-clerk  for  public 
examination.      This  list  was  to  be  then 
canvassed  and  investigated  by  all  concern- 
ed,  between  the    5th  and   the    15th   of 
September,  and    all    claims  of    persons 
omitted,  or  objections  to  parties  included, 
and  within  that  time  to  be  lodged  with 
the  town-clerk.      Between   the    15th   of 
September  and  the  1st  of  October,  these 
lists  of  claimants  and  of  persons  objected 
are  again  to   be  exposed  in  public,  for 
fresh  scrutiny  and  examination.     Between 
the  1st  and  the  15th  of  Oitober  the  final 
roll  is  to  be  made  out,  each  person  pre- 
ferring his  claim  or  urging  his  objection  in 
open  court,  as  at  a  registering  sessions, 
for  the  Parliamentary  franchine.   Between 
the  1 5th  and  22nd  of  October  the  final 
list  is  to  be  copied  into  books  alphabeti- 
cally, and  again  opened  for  public  inspec- 
tion.   On  the  25th  of  October  the  bur- 
gesses are  now  to    elect  the  common- 
councillors  and  aldermen,  and  this  with 
all  the  paraphernalia  of  a  county  election, 
with  booths,  polling  places,  assessors,  and 
returning  officers,  and,  of  course,  with  all 
the  rioting  and  tumults  attendant  on  such 
appendages.      On  the  1st  of  November 
two  assessors  for  wards  are  to  be  chosen 
by  their  respective  burgesses,  and  on  the 
same  day  the  mayor  is  to  be  chosen  by 
the  common -council.      On  the  10th  of 
November  the   burgesses    are    again    to 
assemble,  in  order  to  choose  two  auditors 
and  two  assessors  for  the  borough.  On  the 
1st  of  January  Justices  are  to  be  chosen, 
for  executing  the  trusts  of  Local  Acts. 
In  addition  to  all  these  are  to  be  the 
elections  in  the  case  of  casualties,  such 
as  the  death,  or  bankruptcy,  or  sudden 
departure  of  the  mayor,  or  aldermen,  and 
common-councillors,  all  of  which  are  to 
take    place  within    ten   days   after   the 
vacancy  occurs.    Then  come  the  elections 
for  Sheriffs  on  days  not  fixed,  and   fur 
coroners,     town-clerks,     treasurer,     and 
other  oiHcers,  so  often  as  vacancies  occur. 
Thus    the    one-third    of  the  entire  yeur 
would  be  occupied  from  (Ihv  to  day  with 
elections  and  prepMratioos  fur  eleclion^, 
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and  ovfr  the  rpmaining  two- third*  will  be 
spread  all  those  whioh  in  a  large  consti- 
tuency  must   inevitably    arise    from    the 
deaths  or  casualties  occurring  to  the  cor- 
pofHte  officers;  and  alt  this,  the  House 
would  hear  in   mind,  was  to  take  place 
in  the  bustling  streets  of  leading  towns, 
amidst   the   hum   of  commerce  and  the 
peaceful   pursuits   of   sedulous   industry. 
Party  might  well,  indeed,    be   said   to   be 
the  madnei^s  of  many  for  the  eain  of  a 
few,  should  the  populntion  of  well-ordered 
towns  ever  be  induced  to  enter  with   full 
spirit   into  the  endless  proceedings  which 
such    a    metisure    would    institute.      Tlie 
t'Onsec)iience!<  in  any  ca<«e  mu.4t  inevitably 
be,  either  that  men  would    abandon  their 
private  bii»ines!<,  and  ruin  themselves,  by 
their   attendance   upon  local  politics,  or 
else  that  people  would  shortly  grow  weary 
of  such   incessant   and    profitless  broils, 
and  then  the  municipal  elections  would  fall 
aliot^ether  into  the  hands  of  the  idle  and 
restless,  who  would  have  no  other  occu- 
pation, and  would  desire  no  higher  amuse- 
ment.    He  knew  that  in  arguing  these 
general  objpctions  to  the  measure,   and, 
above  all,  in  resisting  the  establishment 
of  a   municipal    Corporation   in    Belfast, 
those  who  were  friendly  to  the  Bill  would 
give   him   little  credit  for  sincerity,  and 
imagine  that   he  only  concealed,  under 
general  objections,  some  secret  apprehen- 
sions for  his  own  individual  interest  in  the 
borough.       Such    considerations    might 
weigh  with  those  amongst  whose  consti- 
tuents a  51.  qualification  was  to  be  intro* 
duced,  but  they  could  not,  in  any  degree, 
influence  him,  since  in  Belfast  the   10/. 
franchise  was  not  to  be  lowered ;  and  \f 
with  that  franchise  the  party  of  the  inha- 
bitants with   which    he    was    connected 
could,  at  present,  carry  the  election  of 
both   representatives,  it  was    not  likely 
that  their  influence  would  be  less  in  the 
choice  of  the    municipal   officers.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  who  had,  on  a  previous 
evening  stated  his  objections  to  this  mea- 
sure,  had  so   thoroughly  exhausted   the 
subject,  that  it  was  difficult  for  any  one 
following  him  to  glean  even  a  few  stray 
arguments  from   a  field  he  had  so  ably 
swept.     He  should  not  attempt  to  follow 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  into  the  question, 
either  of  the    political    consequences  of 
this  measure,  or  of  its  effects  upon  the 
social  or  moral  condition  of  Ireland.     In 
the  observations  he  had  made,  he,  (Mr. 
E.  Ttnnent)  had  sndeavoared  to  confioe 


himself  to  that  view  of  the  question  in 
which    his    own    constituents,    and    the 
inhabitants  of  towns    similarly    situated 
were  most  nearly  concerned,  and  he  should 
conclude  by  repeating  his  entire  convic- 
tion, that  the  carrying  of  such  2l  Bill   for 
Ireland  would  be  pregnant  with  the ^ost 
serious  injury  to  the  kingdom  at  large,  and 
would  entail    destruction  on   the  peace 
and  prosperity  of  every  commercial  and 
manufacturing  community  in  the  country. 
Mr.    Barron  thought,    that  the    hon. 
Member,  who  had  just  sat  down,  had  made 
a  most   excellent  speech  in  favour  of  the 
principle   of    the    present     Bill,    which, 
according  to  the  hon.  Member's  statement, 
appeared  to  be  already  in  operation  in  his 
own  town  of  Belfast.     But  after  the  hon. 
Men)ber  had  made  his  speech  in  favottr  of 
the  Bill,  he  ended  by  declaring  that  he 
should  vote  against  it.    The  hon.  Member 
could  not  have  read  the  Bill  very  atten- 
tively, or  he  would  not  have  indulged  in 
more  than  one  mis-statement.    The  hon. 
Member  had  allowed  it  to  be  inferred  that 
under  this  Bill  the  Magistrates  would  be 
appointed  by  the  town-councils.    He  (Mr. 
Barron)  begged  to  inform  the  House  that 
this   was  not  the  case,  but  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  Magistrates  was  taken  by  it 
from  the  close  Corporations,  and  given  to 
the   Crown.     In    this   respect  the   Irish 
differed  from   the  English   Bill  as  origi- 
nally passed  last  year.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had   also  said,   that   the  control  of  the 
Courts  of  justice  would  be  vested  in  the 
new  Corporations.    This  was  also  in  con- 
tradiction to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  found  fault  with  the 
Bill  because,  forsooth,  the  Corporations 
were  to  continue  to  be  called  by  the  sanoe 
name.     But  if  he  had  such  a  hatred,  a 
hatred  be  it  remembered,  that  was  new-bom 
in  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  to  thesecivie 
monopolies,  why  not  substitute  for  Corpor- 
ation some  other  word  which  would  be 
more  congenial  to  his  and  their  notions  of 
propriety  ?  So  shocking  did  the  very  name 
**  Corporation*'  appear  to  be  to  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that  they  could  not 
even  bear  the  sound.     For  bis  part  he 
would,  with  all  his  heart,  say  do  away 
with  it  altogether ;  but  he  could  not  at  the 
same  time  help  exclaiming,  with  respect 
to  their  conduct  on  the   present  occasion, 
•*  Oh,  the  offence  is  rank."    Why,  was  it 
not  evident  that   the    hon.    Gentleman 
ai^ued  more  against  the  use  of  the  word 
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''  Corporfttion''  than  against    this  BUI. 
Now,  if  it  so  pleasad  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  (Mn  Barron)  had  no  objection  what- 
ever to  let  the  word  be  abolished  alto- 
gether ;  for  they  all  knew  that  **  a  rose 
by  any  other  name  would  smell  as  sweet.'^If 
they  did  not  wish  thecivic  body  to  be  called 
"  Corporations'*  they  might,  if  they  liked, 
give  them  a  new  name.     Let  them   be 
called   Commissioners,  or  anything  else 
they  pleased.     He  supposed,  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  to  limit  the  power  of  the  author- 
ities which  he  proposed  to  constitute  for 
the  good  government  of  the  towns,    to 
such  trifles  as  lighting,  paving,  and  cleans- 
ing.      Did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  forget, 
that  improvements  were  constantly    re- 
qaired  to  be  made  in  towns,  or  was  it  his 
intention  to  place  all  such  local  matters  in 
the  hands  of  Commissioners,  appointed  by 
the  Crown  ?  What,   would  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  who  paid  such  reverence  to  every 
thing  that  was  ancient — the  great  vindi- 
cator of  the  institutions  of  the  country  in 
Church  and  State — would  he  allow  Cor- 
porations to  be  swept  away  thus  uncere- 
moniously ?    Oh  I  hear  it  not.  He  would 
die  rather  ;  but  the  thing  was  impossible, 
for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  never  do 
anything  of  the  kind.  Surely,  the  assertor  of 
the  inchoate  rights  of  freemen  would  never 
tol^ate  the  abolition  of  Mayors,  Alder- 
men, Common-Council  men,  and   all  the 
other  paraphernalia  of  Corporations,  and 
place  the  power  which  they^exercised  at  the 
disposal    of   the    Crown.    This,  indeed, 
would  be  unconstitutional  doctrine,  with  a 
vengeance.  There  must,  however,  be  some 
civil  bodies  appointed  for  the  government 
of  towns  under  popular  control^  and,  if 
so,  why  should  not  Ireland  have  Corpo- 
rations as  well  as  England  ?  Oh  I  but  it 
was  said  that  Ireland  should  be  deprived 
of  the  advantage  of  Municipal  Govern- 
mentSt  because  party  spirit  ran  so  high  at 
elections  in  that  countrv.    What !  had 
parly  spirit  never  run   high  ih   any  other 
place  7  Had  nothing  like  party  spirit  been 
evinced  in  either  England,  Scotland,  or 
even  in  Wales,  on  a  recent  occasion  ?  Did 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  forget  that  he  him- 
self had  been  pelted   with  mud   in  the 
City  of  London  ;  and  was  it  not  a  noto- 
rious fact  that  cabbage-leaves  and  other 
missiles  had  been  seen  flying  about  the 
hustings  in  Covent-garden  as  plentifully 
ai  at  any  Irish   election   that  had  ever 
taken    plaoet    These    assertions   about 


parly    spirit,    therefore,    were    nothing 
more  nor  less  than  bugbears,  used  for 
the  purpose  of  deluding    the    people  of 
England.    It  had,  he  knew,  been  stated 
by  the    Morning   Post,    that    the    Irish 
Members,  who    sat  on    that  side  of  the 
House  owed  their  seats  to  brickbats  and 
bludgeons.    They  had  been  called  "  the 
brickbat  and  bludgeon   Members  ;"  and 
every  conflict,  great  or  small,  that  had 
taken  place  at  any  election  in  Ireland  was 
blazoned  forth  not  only  in  the  newspapers, 
but  in  the  reports  which  had  been  placed 
upon  the  table  of  that  House,  for  no  other 
purpose  but  to  create  alarm  in  England, 
and  by  that  means  prevent  justice  being 
done  to  Ireland.      Discussion  had  been 
stigmatised  as  agitation  ;  but  he  cared  not 
for  that,  because  he   knew  that  it  was 
discussion — agitation,  if   they  pleased— 
which  had  wrung  from  unwilling  hands 
Catholic  Emancipation,  Reform,  and  the 
emancipation  of  the  slaves  in  the  Colonies, 
and  which  had  still  to  drag    from    the 
opponents  of  this  Bill  the  same  measure 
of  justice  for  the  towns  of  Ireland  which 
had  been  dealt  out  to  the  English  and 
Scotch  towns.     If  Corporations  were  an 
object  of  desire  to  English  towns,   why 
should  they  not  be  to  the  towns  of  Ire- 
land ?  It  was  well  known  that  many  of  the 
large  towns  in  this    country  had   long 
anxiously  wished  for  the  advantages  of 
such    institutions,    and,  that    being  the 
case,     could     it    be    for     a     moment 
doubted  that  the  privileges  which  Cor* 
porations  conferred  were  highly  beneficial  ? 
He  would  ask  hon.   Members  opposite* 
not  in  passion,  but  in  justice  and  common 
sense,  would  they  refuse    to    the    Irish 
people  the  privileges  and  immunities  they 
had  so  long  desired?    Would  they  tell 
him  that  they  could,  or  would,  have  dared 
refute   them  to  England?      And  would 
they  grant  to  that  country  what  they  re-- 
fused to  Ireland?    If  they  did,  it  would 
go  forth  to  the  Irish  people,  that  there 
was  one  measure  for  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, whose   Ministers  did   not  dare  to 
thwart  it,  end  another  measure  for   Ire* 
land.     He  would  tell    the    House    that 
there  were  men  in  that  country  who,  if 
they  should  not  obtain  this  and  other 
measures  of  real  reform,  were  mostanxioui 
to  rush  to  extremities,  who  had  been  so 
long  withheld  that  they  could  now  hardly 
be  restrained.  He  knew,  that  many  Mem* 
hers  of  that  House  had  been  blamed  by 
their  constituents  for  attempting  to  preach 
C2 
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moderation  to  them.    If  reform  were  not 
granted^  how  could  they  go  back  to  their 
constituents  in    Ireland,  and    tell  them 
that  it  had  been  conceded  to  Britain,  but 
withheld    from    them?     They  must    be 
mute  to  such  an  appeal — they  could  not 
answer  it.    They  had  no  argument  against 
it,  and  their  only  course  would  be  to  re- 
tire from  the  country,  and  leave  it  a  prey 
to   wretchedness  and  revolution,    for  to 
that  it  would  come  if  the  House  went  on 
from  day  to  day  refusing  every  little  mea- 
sure of  amelioration.     This  was  not  the 
way   to  deal  with  the  noble  and  generous 
people  of  Ireland.     That  people  was  as 
ready  as  the  most  loyal  of  hon.  Members 
opposite    to    fight    for    their    king   and 
country,  the  laws  and  the  constitution,  if 
they    obtained    equal     laws    and    equal 
justice.     He  was  surprised  that  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  should  so  strenuously  sup- 
port this  new  plan   of   the    right   hon. 
Baronet  for  the  appropriation  of  corporate 
property  in  Ireland,  and  vesting  it  in   a 
commission  appointed  by  the  Crown.     He 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord  had  viewed 
the  principle  of  appropriation  with  horror 
and  alarm.      He  had  imagined  that  the 
noble  Lord  would   rather  have   had   his 
head  severed  from  his  body  than  appear 
to  countenance  it.     What  had  been  the 
language  held  by  the  noble  Lord   on  a 
former  occasion,  when  he  had  introduced 
the  Irish  Parliamentary  Reform  Bill,  and 
when  he  had  so  warmly  contended  for  the 
necessity  of  acting  on  the  same  principle 
both  in  England  and  Ireland  ?     His  words 
were — "  It  will,   I   hope,   be  found  that 
while,  on  the  one  hand,  we  have  not  de- 
parted from  the  principle  of  the  English 
Bill,  we  have,  on  the  other,   not  unsuc- 
cessfully laboured  to  do  that  justice  to 
Ireland  which    we  have  strenuously  en- 
deavoured to  do  to  England.     We  have 
not  considered  the  interests   of  ihe   one 
country  as  different  in  any  degree  from 
the  interests  of  the  other.      Nothing,   in 
my  opinion,  could  be   more  mischievous 
and  fallacious  than  such  an  idea ;  and  I 
am  perfectly  convinced  that  if  we  wish  to 
convert  into  a  warm,  honest,  and  sincere 
union  of  the  heart  that  union  which  has 
been  eflPected  by  the  Legislature,  that  ob- 
ject   can    only    be    achieved    by  acting 
towards  one  country  on  exactly  the  same 
principles  as  those  which  are  adopted  to- 
wards the  other.'**     With  reference  to  the 

*  Hansard,  (Third  Series)  vol.  ix.  p,  606. 


opposition  to  the  Irish  Reform  Bill,  on  re- 
ligious grounds,  the  noble  Lord  had  said, 
'*  You  have  admitted  the  general  propo- 
sition of  an  equal  share  of  civil  rights. 
You  have  affirmed  that  there  is  no  dis- 
tinction between  the  rights  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  and  the 
Dissenters — between  the  Protestant  and 
the  Catholic.  Upon  what  ground,  then, 
do  you  say  we  will  not  grant  an  equality 
of  rights  in  these  Corporations,  but  we 
will  continue  to  exclude  the  Catholic  and 
the  Protestant  Dissenter  from  having  a 
share  with  ourselves?  We  will  extend 
piivileges  to  that  individual  or  class,  be- 
cause he  or  they  is,  or  are,  Protestant'; 
and  we  will  exclude  all  Catholics.  I  say, 
if  this  is  done,  the  Catholic  question  is 
still  left  behind  to  be  settled  ;  for  in  fact, 
this  dictum  is  founded  on  religious  differ- 
ence. If,  then,  the  Parliament  is  to  act 
upon  the  principle  of  exclusion,  there  will 
still  remain  a  Catholic  question  to  be  set- 
tled." And  again,  *Mf  we  allow  the  pre- 
sent system  of  close  Corporations  to  con- 
tinue, under  the  pretence  that  it  is  unsafe 
to  intrust  the  Catholic  inhabitants  of  the 
towns  with  the  franchise,  we  may  justly 
be  told,  that  so  far  from  making  a  settle- 
ment of  that  great  question  in  Ireland,  we 
have  continued  the  grievance,  and  added 
to  the  insult."*  He  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  how  the  noble  Lord  could  reconcile 
this  language  with  the  course  he  now  fol- 
lowed. He  deeply  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  with  his 
great  talents,  his  noble  independence  of 
spirit,  and  statesmanlike  abilities,  should 
think  it  necessary  to  pursue  the  line  he 
had  taken  with  respect  to  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  He  wished  that  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  separated  himsrif 
from  his  party  after  he  had  granted  to 
Ireland  the  great,  the  inestimable  boon  of 
Catholic  Emancipation.  He  wished  to  see 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  He  could  assure  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  he  did  not  mean  to  be  ironical, 
if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  the 
manly  step  of  uniting  himself  to  the  ranks 
of  the  Liberals,  he  might  have  been  the 
leader  of  the  first  people  in  the  world,  and 
the  pigmy  faction  now  around  him  would 
have  been  crushed  by  a  single  glance  of 
his  eye.  Why  should  the  House  refute 
this  measure  of  Municipal  Reform  to 
Ireland,  when  they  had  granted  to  the 
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Roman  Catholics  of  that  country  real 
power  and  influence  by  the  Parliamentary 
Reform  Act?  The  Catholics,  forsooth, 
were  eminently  fitted  to  vote  for  Members 
to  represent  them  in  the  Imperial  Leg^isla- 
ture,  but  not  at  all  qualiHed  to  vote  for 
some  petty  mayor,  or  some  petty  bailiff,  in 
an  insignificant  Irish  borough  of  5,000  or 
6,000  inhabitants !  With  what  shadow  of 
consistency,  after  having  granted  them 
reform  of  the  Constitution,  could  the 
House  now  refuse  to  grant  them  the  ma- 
nagement of  their  own  petty  concerns? 
He  could  easily  understand  why  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bandon  had 
followed  that  course,  but  he  could  not 
comprehend  why  it  was  adopted,  by  any 
one  statesman  in  the  House,  much  less 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  had  only  to 
thank  the  House  for  its  indulgence,  and 
declare  that  he  meant  to  join  with  those 
who  resisted  the  amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  Clay  said,  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
opened  the  debate  had,  in  a  moderate 
and  temperate  speech,  fairly  addressed 
the  merits  of  the  question,  and  had  care- 
fully avoided  all  irritating  topics,  and  ail 
personal  allusions,  which  could  only  waste 
the  time  of  the  House,  and  prevent  its 
arriving  at  sound  conclusions  in  legislating 
with  respect  to  Ireland.  The  same  course 
had  unhappily  not  been  followed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  (Sir  H. 
Hardinge),  who  had  endeavoured  to  turn 
a  debate  upon  such  an  important  subject 
into  a  discussion  upon  the  character  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Dublin.  He  (Mr.  Clay)  should 
have  thought  the  gallant  Officer  would 
have  been  ashamed  to  condescend  to  such 
a  course.  These  attacks  upon  the  cha- 
racter of  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man were  so  frequent,  that  it  was  very 
clear  that  in  the  cases  of  a  certain  number 
these  attacks  in  no  respect  injured 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  as  to 
persons  out  of  the  House,  the  attacks 
.were  even  more  futile,  as  had  been  clearly 
evidenced  in  the  high  respect  and  con- 
sideration with  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  been  everywhere  received 
throughout  the  country,  and  most  tri- 
umphantly so  by  a  very  large  meeting 
held  in  the  heart  of  London  only  the  pre- 
ceding day.  He  could  imagine  nothing 
more  discreditable  to  that  House  than  the 
eternal  references  in  every  Irish  question 
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lin. In  the  name  of  common  sense,  why 
not  legislate  as  if  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  not  in  existence  ?  Give 
the  Irish  people  justice — give  them  equal 
rights — and  they  would  remove  the  only 
foundation  upon  which  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  importance  was  built. 
For  they  would  render  him  of  no  use  to 
the  Irish  people,  by  taking  away  the  ne- 
cessity for  resorting  to  his  powerful  assist- 
ance to  obtain  that  to  which  they  were 
justly  entitled.  With  respect  to  the  pro- 
posed Bill,  every  person  seemed  to  admit 
that  the  present  Corporations  should  be 
done  away  with ;  the  only  points  in  dis- 
pute were,  whether  they  should  be  recon- 
structed at  all,  and  if  so,  in  what  form. 
He  doubted  whether,  by  any  scheme  of 
centralisation,  it  was  possible  to  manage 
the  local  concerns  of  the  people  as  well 
as  they  would  manage  them  for  them- 
selves. In  France  they  had  an  instance 
of  how  imperfectly  a  centralisation  system 
worked,  and  in  America  they  saw  how  the 
people's  energies  increased  by  being  in- 
trusted with  their  own  government.  He 
doubted,  then,  whether  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  was 
good  as  a  scheme  of  municipal  govern- 
ment for  the  protection  of  the  interests  of 
the  people.  The  noble  Lord  who  opened 
this  debate,  admitted  that  there  was  a 
great  necessity  for  Parliamentary  Reform, 
but  he  contended  that  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  Municipal  Reform.  He  disagreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  entirely.  He  thought 
if  it  was  important  to  give  great  privileges 
to  the  people,  it  was  of  at  least  equal  im- 
portance to  teach  them  to  use  those  privi- 
leges wisely.  The  people  of  Ireland  must 
be  admitted  to  a  full  participation  in  tha 
rights  enjoyed  by  the  people  of  England  ; 
and  there  was  no  better  security  against 
their  not  abusing  the  power  conceded  to 
them,  than  was  derived  from  educating 
them  in  their  moral  and  social  duties,  by 
intrusting  to  them  local  self-government. 
They  talked  of  party,  and  of  the  heat  and 
acrimony  which  it  occasioned,  as  evils; 
but  even  that  state  of  things  was  useful ; 
it  tended  to  the  education  of  the  people, 
by  the  additional  interest  which  it  im- 
parted to  public  affairs.  It  astonished 
him  that  any  one  who  pretended  to  the 
character  of  an  English  statesman,  should 
have  dared  to  propose  a  scheme  for  one- 
third  of  the  subjects  of  this  great  empire, 
in  which  that  elementary  truth— the  utility 
of  the  habit!  of  self  government-— was  not 
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fully  admitted.  He  contended  that  it  was 
absurd  to  talk  of  our  Protestant  brethren 
in  Ireland  being  oppressed  by  the  Roman 
Catholics,  especially  when  they  were  told 
that  the  great  bulk  of  the  property  and 
intelligence  of  the  country  was  possessed 
.  by  the  Protestants.  If  the  tables — as  it 
had  been  said  would  be  the  case — were 
turned,  and  there  were  one  year  of  oppress 
.  aion ;  if  there  were  a  single  case  of  the 
oppression  of  a  Protestant  by  the  Homan 
Catliolics,  it  would  arouse  that  spirit  in 
England  which  the  antiquated  howl  of 
"  No  Popery,"  and  the  mission  of  the 
apostles  of  religious  agitation  had  failed 
to  excite.  As  to  the  election  of  the 
Sheriff,  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Howick)  that  it  was  liable  to  ob- 
jection, and  that  it  would  be  better  to 
vest  the  appointment  in  the  Crown.  He 
had  troubled  the  House  with  these  ob- 
servations, thinking  it  the  duty  of  English 
Members,  and  Members  independent  of 
the  Government,  to  come  forward  and 
declare  their  opinions  on  such  questions 
as  that  now  under  consideration. 

Sir  James  Orakam  said,  that  the  present 
was  a  question  on  which  he  could  not 
reconcile  it  to  his  conscience  to  give  a 
iilent  vote.  He  therefore  rose  at  the 
present  hour  to  take  a  share  in  the  debate, 
as  he  was  afraid  that  he  could  not  entitle 
himself  to  a  hearing  if  he  were  to  defer 
his  observations  to  a  later  period  of  the 
evening.  He  considered  the  subject  matter 
of  this  debate  as  one  of  great  importance; 
for,  though  it  appeared  to  be  greatly 
narrowed  since  it  was  first  introduced  to 
the  notice  of  the  House,  though  several 
points  of  no  inconsiderable  moment  had 
^  been  conceded  on  the  other  side,  he  could 
not  help  suspecting  that,  when  they  came 
frankly  and  honestly  to  declare  their 
opinions,  it  would  turn  out  that  under 
the  surface  there  lurked  a  principle  con- 
nected with  the  present  state  and  future 
government  of  Ireland  which  constituted 
the  chief  barrier  between  the  two  great 
parties  into  which  this  country  was  now 
divided.  It  was  on  that  ground  that  he 
was  particularly  anxious  to  express  the 
opinions  which  he  had  formed  on  mature 
and  deliberate  reflection.  Before  he  pro- 
ceeded to  express  those  opinions,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  adverting  to  the  ob- 
tervations  with  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  had  commenced 
his  speech.    The  hon*  Member  had  com* 
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last  night  from  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Launceston,  and 
which,  he  said,  looked  like  an  offensive 
personal  attack  upon  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin.      He  was  satisfied 
that  he  was  speaking  the  sentiments  of  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend— he  was 
sure  that  he  was  speaking  his  own-^wben 
he  said  that  that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was,  without  any  exception,  the  last  man 
in  the  House  on  whom  either  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  or  himself  would  inten- 
tionally make  either  a  personal  or  an  of- 
fensive attack.     But,  at  the  same  time,  it 
was  impossible,  considering  that  the  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  occupied  a  very 
large  space  in  the  eye  of  the  country,  and 
that  he  was  closely  connected  with  every 
discussion  bearing  on  the  present  state  of 
Ireland  and  on  its  future  government — it 
was  impossible,  he  said,  for  Members  of 
Parliament    delivering    their    sentiments 
frankly  and  plainly,  and  in  no  other  man- 
ner was  it  consistent  with  the  honour  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament  to  speak,  to  meet 
discussions  on  Irish  questions  without  ad- 
verting in  the  course  of  them  to  the  position 
in  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
stood  in  Ireland,  and  to  the  hne  of  conduct 
which  he  deemed  it  consistent  with  his  duty 
to  adopt.     He  was  convinced  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  so  well  acquainted 
with  the  rights  which   grew  out  of  the 
freedom  of  discussion  as  to  be  the  last 
man— so  long  as  the  mention  of  his  name 
and  the  comments  on  his  conduct  were 
confined   within   the  limits  within  which 
all  Gentlemen  in  that  House  were  com- 
pelled to  confine  their  observations— to 
complain  either  of  the  mention  of  his 
name  or  of  the  discussion  of  his  conduct. 
He  should  now  proceed  with  his  argu- 
ments ;  and  in  doing  so,  he  would  claim 
for  himself,  once  for  all,  the  privilege  of 
using  the  indulgence  of  the  House — which 
he  would  not  intentionally  abnie,  in  dis- 
cussing this  great  question — ^in  alluding 
not  only  to  the  position  which  the  boo. 
and  learned  Member  occupied  in  Ireland, 
but  also  to  what  he  had  said,  and  to  what 
he  had  done  there.    Before  he  proceeded 
further,  however,  he  would  disembarrass 
himself  of  some  points  of  no  mean  import-' 
ance.    When  his  right  hon*  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Tarn  worth,  opened  the  discus- 
sion on  this  subject,  he  had  divided  it 
into  three  great  heads,  to  which  his  noble 
Friend,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  had  last 
night  adverted*    The  firat  related  to  tht 
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admioittration  of  justice;  the  second  to  i 
the  control  and  direction  of  the  police; 
and  the  third  to  the  administration  of 
the  corporate  property.  His  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary-at-War,  had  intimated  last 
nighty  if  he  heard  him  correctly,  that  so 
far  as  regarded  the  first  head — he  meant 
the  administration  of  justice — there  was 
no  real  difference  now  left  between  the 
two  sides  of  the  House;  for  the  objection 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Taroworth,  had  taken  to  the  proposition 
for  appointing  Sheriffs  by  popular  election, 
had  been  virtually,  if  not  entirely,  con- 
ceded by  the  noble  Secretary-at-War. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
had  that  very  evening  told  them,  that  he 
had  himself  very  great  objection,  toSherifis 
popularly  elected.  If  he  were  inclined  to 
press  authority  into  the  support  of  his 
argument  on  this  point,  he  could  find  it  in 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  Municipal  Cor- 
porations in  Ireland.  In  that  Report,  to 
which  the  first  name  subscribed  was  that 
of  Mr.  Justice  Perrin,  the  late  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland,  he  found  the  objec- 
tions against  the  election  of  the  Sheriffs 
of  cities  by  a  popular  constituency  urged 
as  strongly  as  words  could  express  them. 
He  would  read  a  short  extract  from  that 
Report  ;— 


''The  great  importance  of  the  duties  in* 
trusted  to  Sheriffs,  in  relation  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  and  the  extent  of  interestg 
involved  in  their  due  exercise,  especially  in  the 
metropolis,  almost  demonstrate  that  such  cor- 
porate bodies  as  we  have  described,  limited  in 
Bumbers,  sectarian,  exclusive,  and  often  in- 
tolerant in  opinions,  ought  not  to  have  the 
appointment  of  officers  intrusted  with  these 
duties.  Confidence  and  faith  in  the  iropar* 
ttality  of  the  officers  and  ministers  of  the  laws 
are  necessary,  as  well  to  insure  due  respect  for 
the  tribunals  by  which  they  are  administered, 
as  to  protect  the  laws  themselves  from  sus- 
picion and  contempt  That  such  confidence 
IS  not  generally  placed  in  the  conduct  of 
Corporate  Sheriffs  in  Ireland,  in  reference  to 
tlie  selection  of  Juries  on  pcditical  occasions, 
is  matter  of  notoriety." 

The  Report  then  contained  a  recommen- 
dation almost  identical  with  that  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Priend,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  namely,  that  henceforth  the 
appointment  of  Sheriffs  should  be  placed 
tinder  the  increased  control  of  the  Crown  ; 
fbr  the  Report  proceeded  :^> 

.  "Whether  a  better  system   may  not   be 
adopted  by  the   removal  of  the  prominent 


defects  of  the  corporate  institutions,  and 
placing  this  branch  of  the  general  administra- 
tion of  the  law  in  hands  more  directly  re- 
sponsible for  its  faithful  exercise,  we  humbly 
submit  to  your  Majesty's  gracious  coosidera^ 
tioo.'' 

He  could  not  desire  words  more  stringent 
or  more  conclusive  upon  this  subject  than 
those  which  he  had  just  quoted  from  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners,  But  he 
was  disposed  to  think,  that  this  point  was 
settled,  and  that  the  Sheriffs  in  the  cor* 
porate  towns  were  not  to  be  electiv%. 
There  remained,  then,  anotherquestion  as  to 
the  Magistrates  who,  according  to  the  Bill, 
were  to  be  annually  elected.  He  thought 
that  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary-at- 
War,  had  said  last  night,  that  that  point 
was  open  to  discussion  in  the  Committee, 
and  had  intimated,  that  he  was  rather 
favourably  disposed  to  the  opinion  that 
the  Magistrates  of  these  new  Corporations 
ought  not  to  be  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
With  regard  to  the  number  of  them,  it  had 
been  said,  that  there  were  only  fifty* four 
towns  in  which  there  were  to  be  Corporate 
Magistrates;  but  by  the  139th  clause  of 
this  Bill,  it  was  provided,  that  on  the 
petition  of  the  inhabitant  householders  of 
any  town  in  Ireland,  without  reference  to 
their  number  or  respectability,  it  should 
be  lawful  to  his  Majesty  to  grant  a 
Charter  of  Incorporation  to  that  town 
without  reference  to  its  size  or  population. 
In  ail  such  cases  there  must  be  a  Mayor  of 
such  town,  and  under  a  subsequent  clause, 
a  Magistrate.  The  hon.  and  learned  Ser- 
geant, who  had  spoken  for  the  first  time  last 
night,  seemed  to  think  that  the  power  of  a 
single  Magistrate  could  do  but  litte.  He 
could  only  fine — he  could  only  imprison-— 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  had  then 
added,  '*  if  he  is  not  responsible  directly  to 
the  Crown,  he  can  be  made  responsible  to 
those  whom  he  injures,  by  a  criminal  in- 
formation in  the  Court  of  King's- Bench." 
Now.  let  it  be  recollected  that  this  Cor- 
poration Masristrate  only  held  his  autliuiity 
for  the  period  of  twelve  months,  and  that 
if  he  misconducted  himself,  the  remedy 
was  the  filing  of  a  criminal  information  in 
the  Court  of  King's-Bench.  He  could 
not  tell  exactly  how  great  the  rapidity  of 
the  law  was  in  Ireland,  but  unless  it  was 
much  greater  than  it  was  in  England,  he  was 
afraid  that  this  filing  of  a  criminal  infor- 
mation would  afford  a  very  tardy  remedy. 
Before  it  arrived,  another  Magistrate, 
chosen  by  the  same  constituency,  influ* 
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enced  by  the  same  feelings,  and  acting 
under    the  same    prejudices^    would    be 
seated  in  the  chair  of  justice,  and  in  his 
brief  authority  might  play  off  fantastic 
tricks  before   high   Heaven.     The  filing 
of  a  criminal  information  would,  therefore, 
be  a  mere  empty  remedy — a  telum  imbelle 
sine  ictu.     As  then  with  the  Sheriffs,  so 
with  the  Magistrates,  the  power  of  election 
should,  in  his  opinion,  be  vested  in  the 
Grown.     He  would  suppose  for  a  moment 
t^at  Ministers  were  prepared  to  give  way  on 
this  point.  Then,  if  they  were  so  confident 
that  the  state  of  Ireland  was  perfectly  iden- 
tical with  that  of  England,  and  that  they 
might  establish  the  same  principles  of  go- 
vernment in  both,  why  did  they  fiinch  from 
giving  full  effect  to  their  own  principles? 
in  passing,  let  him  observe  thathon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
talked  of  some  new-born  distrust  on  this 
side  of  the  House  of  the  existing  Corpora- 
tions in  Ireland.     In  consequence  of  that 
taunt,  he  would  ask,  whether  there  was 
not  the  same  new-born  distrust  as  to  the 
efficacy  of  the  elective  Magistracy  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  ?     Was  it  possible  that  he 
could   forget — was  it   possible  that   the 
House  could  forget,  the  numerous  divisions 
vrhich  had  taken  place  during  the  passing 
of  the  English  Municipal  Reform  Bill,  as 
to  the  expediency  of  letting  the  town- 
councils  nominate  the  Magistracy?     Was 
it  the  intention  of  Ministers  that  the  She- 
riffs of  counties  of  cities  should  be  nomi- 
nated and  elected  by  the  town-councils 
in  Ireland,  or  was  it  not  ?     If  it  was  their 
intention,  then  the  arguments  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
roust  prevail,  and  the  House  must  consider 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland  to 
be  tainted  in  its  very  source,  and  that  all 
the  arguments  held  to  be  valid  against  the 
appointment  of  Sheriffs,  must,  d  fortiori,  be 
conclusive  against  the  election  of  Magis- 
trates.    If,  however,  such  were  not  their 
intention,  then  they  were  abandoning  an 
important  part  of  their  measure,  and  they 
trere  met  with  the  recoil  of  the  argument, 
that  there  was  some  lurking  conviction  in 
their  minds  that  it  was  not  safe  to  legislate 
for  both  countries  on  the  same  principles, 
and  that  elective  bodies  in  Ireland  were  not 
to  be  trusted  in  the  same  degree  in  which 
they  could  be  trusted  with  safety  in  Eng- 
land.    He  would  also  remark,  in  passing, 
on  some  of  the  minor  details  of  the  Bill : — 

First  of  all  the  sdteratioo  in  the  qaalifica- 


tion,  as  compared  with  the  qualificaticui 
fixed  in  the  English  and  Scotch  Municipal 
Reform  Bill,  was  a  very  important  feature 
in  this  Bill.  Reference  had  been  made  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  to  the  very  able 
work  of  M.  de  Tocqueville  on  America, 
which  had  brought  vividly  to  his  recollec- 
tion a  passage  in  that  ingenious  publicatioa 
on  the  effects  of  lowering  the  franchise, 
which  he  considered  to  be  very  important, 
and  of  which  he  would  state  from  memory 
the  substance  to  the  House.  M.  de  Tocque- 
ville observed,  that  in  a  state  where  demo* 
cratic  feeling  prevailed,  if  the  Legislature 
once  began  to  lower  the  franchise,  there 
was  no  stopping;  it  must  move  on  in  the 
same  direction.  All  the  arguments  which 
reason  and  experience  might  advance  were 
as  nothing  against  the  descending  scale^ 
and  after  you  had  once  commenced  to  de- 
scend, you  must  go  on  until  you  reached 
universal  suffrage.  With  that  observation 
fresh  in  his  mind,  he  looked  with  no  in* 
considerable  anxiety  to  this  alteration  in 
the  municipal  franchise.  The  principle  of 
the  measure  introduced  by  Ministers  was, 
that  it  was  necessary  in  legislation  to  pro- 
ceed identically  with  all  the  three  nations 
which  formed  the  British  empire.  Now, 
what  was  the  municipal  franchise  in  Eng- 
land ?  The  municipal  qualification  in 
England  was  a  residence  in  the  town  for 
the  uninterrupted  duration  of  two  yean 
and  a-half,  accompanied  by  the  payment 
of  all  rates  and  taxes  which  became  due 
during  that  period.  [The  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  here  yawned  aloud.]  He  begged 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  pardon,  but 
he  hoped,  that  if  he  could  prevent  it,  he 
would  not  again  subject  him  to  so  unseemly 
an  interruption.  He  contended  that  the 
qualification  so  restricted  in  England  was 
equal  to  the  qualification  of  a  10/.  house. 
In  the  smallest  boroughs  of  Scotland  the 
political  and  municipal  qualification  was 
the  same.  In  the  whole  of  Scotland  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  a  51.  qualification.  He 
was  sure  that  hon.  Gentlemen  would  recoU 
lect  that  it  was  matter  of  discussion  in  that 
House  whether  they  should  make  the  tenure 
of  a  51.  house  the  qualification  in  Scotland* 
— What  was  the  objection  urged  against  that 
proposition  ?  Nothing  else  but  this — thai 
if  you  once  let  in  a  lower  qualification  for 
your  municipal  elections,  you  will  soon  be 
compelled  to  let  in  a  lower  qualification 
for  your  Parliamentary  elections.  Now 
this  Bill  reduced,  by  one-half,  the  muni* 
cipal  qualification  which  Parliament  bad 
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fixed  for  Scotland.  Where  then  was  the 
identity  of  legislation  for  the  two  coun- 
tries? There  was  another  consideration 
of  the  same  nature,  which  bore  directly  on 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland, 
and  the  concession  which  Ministers  appear- 
ed inclined  to  make  on  the  subject  of  the 
Magistrates  and  Sheriffs  in  the  corporate 
towns  did  not  bear  at  all  on  the  consider- 
ation to  which  he  was  about  to  allude. 
Here  was  an  important  reduction  of  the 
qualification  of  a  juror  in  all  corporate 
towns  and  cities  throughout  Ireland,  for 
by  the  Act  for  consolidating  and  amending 
the  laws  relative  to  jurors  and  juries  in 
Ireland,  passed  in  the  3d  and  4th  of  Wil- 
liam 4th.,  the  qualification  of  a  juror  was 
the  occupation  of  a  house  and  tenement  of 
the  clear  yearly  value  of  15/.,  or  the  en- 
joyment of  a  personal  estate  of  100/.  Now, 
as  every  burgess  on  the  roll  of  municipal 
electors  would  be  entitled  to  serve  as  a 
juror  in  that  corporate  town,  it  was  clear 
that  where  the  municipal  qualification  was 
a  10/.  house,  there  a  municipal  elector 
would  be  entitled  to  act  as  a  juror,  who 
had  not  the  15/.  qualification,  and  so,  too, 
where  the  municipal  qualification  was  only 
a  5/.  house.  Now,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  this  bore  directly  on  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice,  and  lowered  through- 
out every  corporate  town  in  Ireland  the 
qualification  on  which  jurors  were  elected. 
He  would  not  weary  the  House  by  dwell- 
ing further  on  the  details  of  this  Bill ;  for 
he  admitted  that  he  was  not  so  competent 
to  grapple  with  it  in  details  as  many  hon. 
Members  who  had  addressed,  and  who, 
in  all  probability,  would  address  them.— 
But  he  could  not  fail  to  ask  himself  this 
question — *'  Am  I  not  now  called  upon  to 
legislate  on  an  important  matter  for  a 
country  whose  condition  is  altogether 
anomalous,  where  the  great  mass  of  pro- 
perty belongs  to  one  religion,  and  where 
the  great  mass  of  the  population  belongs  to 
another?"  On  the  one  side  there  was 
great  landed  property,  hereditary  wealth, 
refinement,  education,  luxury,  the  daugh- 
ter of  long  and  uninterrupted  enjoyment. 
On  the  other  side  there  was  an  overwhelm- 
ing mass  of  the  population  rising  in  intel- 
ligence and  wealth,  but  still,  in  its  lower 
grades,  oppressed  by  ignorance  and  po- 
verty and  want,  and  stimulated  by  an 
ardent  desire  to  acquire,  which  is  more 
powerful  than  the  resistance  to  retaiti .  On 
the  part  of  the  property  of  the  country  there 

was  the  Protestant  religiooi  adopted  from 


rational  conviction  or  from  hereditary  prei* 
possession ;  on  the  part  of  the  population 
was  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  exercising 
its  wonted  influence  over  the  heart,  the  con-^ 
science,  and  the  judgment  of  its  millions  of 
adherents.  Such  a  state  of  things  existed 
in  no  other  country  in  the  world.  History 
and  experience  afforded  no  light  by  which  to 
steer;  the  case  must,  therefore,  be  dealt 
with  specially,  and  in  reference  to  the  pecu- 
liar circumstances  of  the  times.  The  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last  but  one  said  that 
Municipal  Reform  had  worked  well  in 
England,  and  that  it  must  work  equally 
well  in  Ireland — that  no  deliberation  was 
requisite  on  such  a  point,  for  what  bad 
been  granted  in  one  case  must  be  conceded 
in  the  other.  Now  he  contended  that  such 
a  proposition  was  most  degrading  to  the 
science  of  government.  What  were  the 
qualities  that  ennobled  that  science  ?  Pru- 
dence, foresight,  quick  perception,  sound 
judgment,  discretion  in  choosing  between 
conflicting  difficulties,  courage  in  adhering 
to  the  right '  choice  when  made ;  and  in 
answer  to  the  taunting  cheer,  he  would 
add,  magnanimity  in  abandoning  a  course 
which  experienced  proved  to  be  erroneous. 
Those  were  the  qualities  which  in  his 
humble  estimation  dignified  and  adorned 
the  science  of  government ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  dwindled  into  insigni- 
ficance, and  must  be  discarded  as  use- 
less, if  once  the  position  were  admitted, 
that  because  a  rule  had  in  one  case  proved 
useful,  it  was  necessary  in  all;  and  if  any 
system  of  measures,  found  salutary  in  one 
set  of  circumstances,  must  therefore,  of 
necessity,  be  adopted  as  applicable  to 
another  case,  which,  though  similar  in 
some  respects,  was  essentially  different  in 
other  most  important  particulars.  He 
could  not  better  illustrate  this  than  by 
referring  to  a  subject  on  which  they  haa 
lately  legislated  in  England  with  very  great 
success.  He  spoke  with  confidence  on  the 
point,  because  he  bad  the  satisfaction  of 
hearing  from  all  parts  of  England  testi- 
mony completely  demonstrative  of  the 
great  advantage  which  had  already  been 
produced  by  the  measure  to  which  he  aU 
luded.  They  legislated,  two  Sessions  ago, 
on  the  subject  of  the  Poor-laws  for  England, 
and,  as  he  had  said,  successfully;  but  did 
it  follow  necessarily  that  the  same  system 
of  Poor-laws  was  applicable  to  Ireland  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  would  no  doubt  answer 

that  tbe  machinery  by  which  that  Bill  wai 
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10  efibctually  worked— the  guardians  ap- 
pointed by  tlie  rate-payers — the  overseer 
oabitnated  to  the  management  of  the  poor 
-^the  active  control  over  the  distribution 
of  the  fund  on  the  part  of  those,  who  con- 
tributed to  it, — all  these  were  wanting  in 
Ireland.  Talk  of  advantage  derived  in 
England  from  such  a  state  of  things ;  that 
did  not  convince  him  that  because  suc- 
cessful here  it  was  therefore  applicable  to 
Ireland.  That  was  an  exact  illustration 
of  what  be  contended  for.  He  called, 
therefore,  on  Ministers  to  be  consistent. 
The  doctrine  that  what  was  good  in  one 
case  must  of  necessity  be  good  in  another, 
without  reference  to  circumstances,  was 
in  medicine  the  doctrine  of  empyrics ;  in 
politics  the  doctrine  of  pedants  and  im- 

Eostors.  He  said  this  without  hesitation, 
ecause  such  had  not  been  the  principle 
or  practice  of  the  Legislature,  much  less 
was  it  characteristic  of  the  counsels  of  the 
noble  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
now  the  responsible  advisers  of  his  Majesty. 
He  would  appeal  on  this  occasion  to  his 
noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  and  he  would  ask 
why,  having  introduced  the  great  measure 
of  salutary  Reform,  which  had  been  e%- 
tended  to  Ireland,  his  noble  Friend  had 
not  carried  to  that  country  the  principle 
of  annual  registration  of  voters  f  Had  he 
not  some  misgivings  that  it  would  have 
been  productive  of  disturbance  in  Ireland  7 
Why  had  not  the  principle  been  intro* 
duccid  of  taking  the  poll  in  different 
places  throughout  the  country,  in  order 
that  it  might  be  finished  in  two  days? 
Was  it  not  distinctly  and  avowedly  for 
this  reason,  that,  in  the  unfortunate  state 
of  Ireland,  it  was  necessary  constantly  to 
secure  free  access  to  the  poll  by  the  mili- 
tary force?  It  was  not  prudent  to  dis- 
seminate places  of  polling  throughout  the 
country,  because  it  was  not  prudent  to 
scatter  our  military  force ;  and  upon  the 
whole,  it  was  decided  to  be  more  conve- 
nient that  the  election  should  be  prolonged, 
rather  than  that  the  poll  at  such  hazard 
should  be  concluded  in  two  days.  Refer- 
ence had  been  made  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  to  another  point,  on  which  there  was 
^variance  most  marked  between  the  legisla- 
tion of  right  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  with  respect  to  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  The  Civil  Process 
Bill  had  been  mentioned,  and  it  was  stated 
yerv  correctly  by  a  learned  Sergeant,  who 
uddresstd  the  House  last  evening  from 


that  (the  Opposition)  side,  that  there  wm 

in  Ireland  this  great  anomaly  on  a  point 
where  of  all  others  the  intervention  of  % 
Jury  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the 
weaker  party,  that  in  an  action  ofeje€t«> 
ment  between  landlord  and  tenant  the 
barrister  had  a  power  of  awarding  dama- 
ges against  the  tenant  without  the  inter- 
vention of  a  Jury  to  the  extent  of  50/. 
[*•  No,  no,'']  Why,  had  not  an  Act 
passed  to  enable  the  assistant- barristers  to 
award  damages  against  the  tenant  to 
the  amount  of  20Z.  ?  and  had  it  not  subse* 
quently  been  extended  to  50/.?  He 
roighi  be  wrong  as  to  the  amount  of 
damages,  but  he  was  not  mistaken  aa  to 
the  substantial  fact.  Whatever  circum- 
stances might  have  led  to  such  a  state  of 
things,  whatever  mistrust  had  occasioned 
it,  true  it  was,  that  the  assistant  barrister 
was  invested  in  actions  for  ejectment  with- 
out trial  by  jury  with  that  extraordinary 
power.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  in  1825  had  been  asked,  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  state  of  Ireland,  what  his  opinion 
was  with  respect  to  the  Civil  Process  Bill, 
and  his  evidence  was  to  this  eSect — *'  I 
am  in  my  conscience  convinced,  that  if  a 
statute  were  enacted  to  discourage  virtue 
and  encourage  vice  it  would  have  been 
ingenious  indeed  to  discover  a  better  sys* 
tem  for  that  purpose  than  the  assistant- 
barrister's  court.  When  questions  are 
tried  by  a  Jury  a  bonus  is  held  out  to 
men  of  good  character,  they  obtain  credit 
on  it,  and  trial  by  Jury  stamps  character; 
the  Civil  Process  Bill  takes  away  trial  by 
Jury — it  takes  away  from  the  value  of 
character,  and  encourages  a  flippancy  of 
swearing/*  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  still  retained  his  opinion — trial  by 
Jury  was  an  invaluable  right;  yet  there 
were  some  particular  circumstances  with 
respect  to  Ireland  which  had  led  the  Le- 
gislature of  this  country  to  consider  the 
Civil  Process  Bill  as  on  the  whole  advan- 
tageous there,  although  it  had  not  been 
introduced  here,  and  leave  had  actually 
been  given  in  this  very  Session  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  to  carry  the  principle 
of  that  Bill  still  further.  He  did  not  know 
any  point  on  which  the  Magistrates  were 
more  fastidious  and  jealous  than  as  to  the 
right  they  bad  of  choosing  their  own  chair- 
man at  Quarter  Sessions,  yet  there  was  a 
sharp  altercation  the  other  day  between 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the  Magis- 
trates in  the  King's  Countyi  with  respect 
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to  the  cMrcise  of  that  every-day  privilege 
in  this  country;  it  had  been  contendeid 
thero  that  the  assistant  barrister  ought,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  to  have  been  appointed. 
He  would  not  touch  on  the  question  of  the 
choice  of  Sheriffs  independently  of  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Judges,  and  the  remission  of 
.  sentences,  not  only  without  their  sanction, 
but  in  opposition  to  the  Judges  such  as 
had  recently  taken  place  under  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Mulgrave.     He  spoke 
in  the  presence  of  Secretaries  of  State,  and 
be  believed  in  regard  to  the  latter  point 
there  had  never  before  been  any  example 
of  such   a  proceeding.      He  would  not 
dwell  on  the  point  so  ably  taken  up  by 
his  right  bon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Taroworth,  with  regard  to  the  Govern- 
ment Police  Bill,  which  was  utterly  incon- 
sistent with  the  whole  course  of  legislation, 
as  to  the  constabulary  force  in  England. 
It  was  not  by  the  Crown  but  by  the 
Magistracy  that   the    constabulary    was 
appointed  in  England :  and  now  the  Minis- 
ters laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  a 
Bill  which  took  from  the  Irish  Magistrates 
those  appointments,  and  vested  them  in  the 
Crown.    That  Bill  dealt  with  the  police 
force    in  quite    another    character.      It 
was  however,  to  be  remarked,  that  al- 
though in  the  English  Bill  the  control  o( 
the  police  was  in  the  municipal  body,  yet 
that  in  this  metropolis  the  police  were  at 
the  disposal  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.     He  now  came  to  another 
Eart  of  this  question,  in  referring  to  which 
e  should  have  to  allude  to  the  history  of 
the  Coercion  Bill.     In   1 834  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  presdial  agitation  existed  in 
Ireland,  that  agitation  prevailed  in  that 
country  on  the  subject  of  the  payment  of 
tithes,  and  it  was  also  suggested  that  con- 
siderable agitation  prevailed  on  the  sub- 
ject of  repeal.    Now  what  was  the  case  at 
the  present  moment  ?    The  agitation  had 
changed  its  name ;    it  was  then  prsdial 
agitation,  and  now  it  was  termed  by  his 
Jioble  Friend,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
agrarian  outrage.    Agrarian  outrage  pre- 
vailed still  in  Ireland.    But  he  must  be 
allowed  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  what  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in 
April,  1834,  wrote  on  this  point,  for  it  was 
impossible  to  conceive  words  more  em- 
phatic, more  just,  or  mora  applicable,  whe- 
ther to  prsedial  agitation  or  agrarian  out- 
rage, coupled  with  agitation  on  the  subject 
of  tithes  and  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  whe- 
ther suspended  or  in  active   operntion. 


*'  Those  disturbances,"  said  li^rdWellesley. 
'*  have  been,  in  every  instance,  eKcited  and 
inflamed  by  the  agitation  of  the  combined 
projects  for  the  abolition  of  tithes,  and  the 
destruction  of  the  Union  with  Great  Britain. 
I  cannot  employ  words  of  sufficient  strength 
to  express  my  solicitude  that  his  Majestyts 
.Government  should  fix  the  deepest  atten- 
tion on  the  intimate  connexion  marked 
by  the  strongest  characters,  in  all  these 
transactions  between  the  system  of  agita- 
tion and  its  inevitable  consequences,  the 
system  of  combination  leading  to  violenoe 
and  outrage ;  they  are  inseparably  cause 
and  effect.     Nor,  can    1  (after  the  most 
attentive  consideration  of   the    dreadful 
scenes  passing  under  my  view),   by  any 
effort  of  my  understanding,  separate  one 
from  the  other  in  that  unbroken  chain  of 
indissoluble  connexion."    Such  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland* 
What  was  the  opinion  of  Lord  Grey,  the 
head  of  the  Government — not  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  which  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Stanley)  and  himself  had  been  Membeiv, 
but  the  head  of  that  Government  purged 
and  purified  of  its  dross  by  our  secession ; 
yet,  notwithstanding  the  sinister  influence 
which  such  humble  individuals  as  his  noble 
Friend  and  himself  could  be  supposed  to 
exercise  over  so  eminent  a  statesman  as 
Lord  Grey,  what  was  the  opinion  he  stated 
in  the  House  of  Lords  after  we  had  ceased 
to  be  his  colleagues  ?  Could  any  man  dis- 
sent from  this  paragraph!  '*  It  was  not  the 
part  of  a  wise  legislature,  or  a  just  and  ha* 
mane  man  to  legislate  against  the  victims  of 
delusion,   but  let  those  escape  scot-free 
who  of  late  years  have  pursued  a  course  of 
agitation  in  Ireland  ?     He  would  not  have 
proposed  the  bill  against  public  meetings, 
but  that  he  felt  cause  and  effect  in  such 
matters,  should  not   be  to  enact  severe 
laws  a^^ainst  such  crimes  as  had  unfortu* 
nately  been  witnessed  in  Ireland,  and  to 
neglect  taking  measures  which  might  in 
a  great  degree  meet  the  cause  which  had 
produced  them."*    That  was  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Grey  on  the  1st  of  July,  and  en- 
tertaining that  opinion,  the  noble  Lord  re* 
tained  the  clause  of  the  Coercion  Act, 
which    affected    public  meetingli.    By  n 
remarkable  disclosure  made  in  that  House 
by  Lord  Althorp,  they  were  let  into  the 
secret  of  the  divisions  which  took  place  in 
the  Cabinet,  and  there  was  no  doubt  the 
list  of  those  divisions  as  given  by  the  noble 
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Lord  was  much  more  accurate  than  some 
lists  of  the  divisions  in  this  House  under 
the  new  system  which  had  recently  been 
adopted.  What  was  the  language  of  the 
noble  Lord?  He  said,  ou  the  9th  of  July 
^•**  When  the  renewal  of  the  Coercion 
Bill  was  first  brought  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Cabinet,  I  felt  it  my  duty  to 
concur  in  the  renewal  of  it,  with  the  omis- 
•ion  only  of  those  clauses  of  it  relating  to 
Courts-martial.  I  hope  I  need  not  say, 
that  I  did  so  with  the  greatest  reluctance, 
and  that  nothing  would  have  induced  me 
to  do  so,  but  my  conviction  of  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  the  case.''  He  was  sure 
the  House  would  give  his  noble  Friend 
the  fullest  credit  for  that  assertion ;  and 
deep  indeed  must  have  been  the  convic- 
tion of  the  necessity  which  could  have 
induced  his  noble  Friend  to  give  his  con- 
sent to  a  measure  involving  so  great  a 
violation  of  all  the  principles  of  consti- 
tutional Government.  Afterwards,*'  con- 
tinued his  noble  Friend,  *'  private  and  con- 
dential  communications,  however,  from 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  indivi- 
dual Members  of  the  Government,  brought 
the  subject  again  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Cabinet  in  the  week  before  last. 
From  the  nature  of  these  communications, 
I  was  led  to  believe  that  the  three  first 
clauses  of  the  Act — those,  I  mean,  which 
refer  to  meetings  in  the  parts  of  Ireland 
not  proclaimed — were  not  essentially  ne- 
cessary, and  that  they  might  be  omitted 
from  the  new  Bill  without  endangering 
the  peace  of  Ireland.  Under  this  impres- 
sion, I  objected  to  the  renewal  of  those 
clauses.  My  right  hon.  Friends,  the 
Members  for  Inverness,  for  Cambridge, 
for  Edinburgh,  and  for  Coventry,  coincided 
with  me  in  taking  that  course,  and  in 
making  that  objection.  I  need  not  state, 
to  the  House  that  we  were  in  a  minority 
in  the  Cabinet.  The  Cabinet  decided 
against  ns,  and  we  had  to  consider  whe- 
ther we  would  acquiesce  in  this  decision, 
or  whether  we  would  break  up  the  Govern- 
ment. We  decided  that  it  was  our  duty 
to  acquiesce*.**  In  a  few  days,  however, 
they  thought  differently,  and  broke  up 
the  Cabinet — the  fall  of  Lord  Grey  was 
the  inevitable  consequence.  The  present 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the  present 
President  of  the  Council,  the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and 
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the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  were,  in  Joly, 
1834,  of  opinion,  that  with  a  view  to  the 
safety  and  tranquillity  of  Ireland,  it  was 
necessary,  not  only  that  a  Coercion  Bill 
should  be  introduced,  but  that  it  should 
coutain  certain  clauses  prohibiting  public 
meetings  for  petitioning  against  grievances. 
It  was  for  them  now  to  show  the  great 
difference  in  the  position  of  affairs  in  that 
country,  which  would  explain  or  vindicate 
to  the  House  and  the  country  the  altered 
course  of  conduct  which  thev  had  now  de- 
termined  to  pursue.  No  doubt  it  might 
be  said,  after  all,  they  had  abandoned  the 
intention,  and  that  when  Lord  Grey  se- 
ceded from  office,  another  Bill  was  mtro- 
duced,  into  which  the  anti-meeting  clauses 
had  not  been  introduced  ;  but  still  it  was 
undeniable  that  an  Act  of  an  extraordinary 
character  remained  on  the  Statute-book^ 
and  would  continue  in  force  four  years  to 
come,  which  had  been  introduced  by  Lord 
Melbourne,  and  almost  the  whole  of  his 
present  colleagues,  imposing  most  mate- 
rial and  essential  restrictions  on  the  con* 
stitutional  rights  of  a  free  people.  What 
was  the  purport  of  that  Bill  ?  It  gave  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  the  power  of  proclaiming 
any  district  under  certain  forms.  What 
was  the  effect  ?  That  no  man  should  be 
absent  from  his  house  between  an  hour 
after  sunset  and  an  hour  before  sunrise 
without  being  subject  to  domiciliary  visits, 
and  if  found  absent,  he  should  be  con- 
victed of  a  misdemeanour,  and  subjected 
to  punishment.  That  measure  had  passed 
by  acclamation  ;  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  even  had  not  objected  to  it.  Of 
this  he  was  at  least  certain,  that  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  of  so  qualified  a  nature,  that  it  entirely 
escaped  his  observation.  Now,  it  should 
be  remembered,  that  in  the  King's  Speech 
in  1833,  the  following  passage  was  con* 
tained  in  reference  to  tithes :— "  For  the 
further  reforms  that  may  be  necessary  you 
will  probably  find,  that  although  the  Es- 
tablished Church  of  Ireland  is,  bylaw, 
permanently  united  with  that  of  England, 
the  peculiarity  of  these  respective  circum- 
stances willrequire  apeculiar  consideration  .*' 
Now,  how  did  the  Ministers  deal  with 
that  ?  They  introduced  the  Appropriation 
Clause.  And  when  the  Opposition  con- 
tended against  it,  they  did  soon  the  ground 
that  it  contained  a  principle  which  was 
applicable  to  England.  How  were  they 
met  ?    By  the  denial  that  wb«l  was  fit 
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and  suitable  legislation  for  Ireland,  could 
comprehend  or  be  considered  applicable 
to  any  state  of  affairs  likely  to  occur  in 
England.  They  would  not  now  involve 
themselves  in  an  absurdity — they  would 
not  now  argue,  that  it  would  be  dangerous 
to  refuse  to  Ireland  what  had  been  granted 
to  England — they  would  stand  upon  the 
distinction  which  they  themselves  had 
made.  At  least,  for  his  part,  he  would 
argue,  that  if  what  was  done  for  Ireland 
was  not  to  be  applicable  to  England, 
then,  what  was  considered  advantageous 
for  England,  he  should  contend  was  not 
an  argument  for  what  they  were  bound  to 
do  for  Ireland.  If  the  Ministers  were  not 
bound  by  their  own  arguments— if  they 
did  not  believe  that  legislation  for  Ireland 
was  not  to  be  a  precedent  for  England, 
nor  legislation  for  England  made  it  impe* 
rative  upon  them  to  pursue  the  same  course 
for  Ireland — even  if  they  would  not  be 
true  to  their  own  doctrines — then  he  would 
tell  them  to  look  at  the  remarkable  state 
of  things  admitted  by  themselves  to  exist 
in  Ireland.  He  had  been  greatly  struck, 
in  the  discussion  upon  the  Exchequer  pro* 
cess  a  few  nights  since,  when  the  right 
hon.  Member,  the  Attorney-General  of 
Ireland,  in  speaking  of  Exchequer  pro* 
cesses,  said,  that  in  Ireland  there  was 
nothing  peculiar  in  the  resistance  given  to 
the  service  of  tithe  processes,  as  it  would 
be  the  same  thing  with  rent — that  it  was, 
in  fact,  usual  in  that  country  to  resist  law 
processes  generally.  Now,  could  what 
was  admitted  thus  for  Ireland,  be  said  of 
England?  A  man  serving  a  legal  process 
in  this  country  would  not  be  resisted.  It 
bad  been  said,  and  said  truly,  that  **  in 
England  the  staff  of  the  constable  has 
more  power  than  the  bayonet  of  the  mili- 
tary." The  Attorney-General  admitted 
that  the  service  of  process  for  rent  and 
tithes  was  equally  dangerous  to  the  party 
ezecating  it  in  Ireland ;  and  as  a  comment 
upon  the  statement  of  the  Attorney- 
General,  he  had  read,  within  a  day  or  two, 
that  a  man  serving  processes  for  rent  had 
been  actually  shot  dead  in  Ireland  in  the 
noon-day.  His  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Launceston,  had  touched  on  a 
point,  to  which  he  was  about  to  allude,  in 
a  manner  so  congenial  to  that  which  he 
would  wish  to  adopt,  that  he  was  almost 
afraid  to  follow  him ;  he  could  not,  how- 
ever, refrain  from  referring  to  the  letter  of 
the  hon  and  learned  Member  for  Tippe- 
tary.    Of  that  letter,  he  felt  bound  to  say, 


that  there  could  not  be  one  moie  hor 
nourable  to  the  writer  —  there  could 
not  be  one  which  displayed  more  strongly 
the  terms  of  good  neighbourhood  upon 
which  the  hon.  Member  lived  with  a 
clergyman  of  an  opposite  persuasion ;  but 
still  that  letter  contained  within  itself  an 
alarming  truth.  It  said  to  the  clergyman 
thus : — *'  I  am  your  friend,  your  neigh- 
bour; I  admit  that  this  is  a  legal  debt, 
but  such  is  the  state  of  public  affairs,  that 
I  appeal  to  your  better  feelings,  to  the 
kindness  of  your  nature.  You  know  I 
cannot  comply  with  the  law,  I  cannot  pay 
my  debts  and  your  dues,  without  losing 
my  seat."  This  is  the  painful  truth  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tippe- 
rary  discloses.  They  had  been  told  that 
it  arose  from  the  diseased  state  of  society 
in  Ireland.  He  might  venture,  by  the  in- 
troduction of  one  topic,  the  Carlow  elec- 
tion to  show  to  what  they  were  to  attribute 
that  diseased  state  of  society;  and  he 
should  do  so,  but  that  it  was  connected  with 
a  judicial  inquiry  still  pending.  [Mr. 
O^Connell :  It  is  closed.]  He  considered 
that  he  would  be  guilty  of  a  gross  violation 
of  duty  and  justice  if  he  touched  upon 
that  point  before  the  presentation  of  the 
Report  of  the  Committee.  It  could  not 
be  denied  that  there  was  a  diseased  state 
of  society,  and  there  was  danger  in  such  a 
state  of  society,  if  the  Legislature  ventured 
to  permit  the  democratic  tendencies  to 
extend  further.  With  regard  to  this 
point,  it  had  been  said,  that  evils  were 
to  be  remedied  by  further  concessions* 
Concession  was  declared  to  be  the  panacea 
for  such  evils.  Now,  he  did  not  wish  to 
speak  in  an  offensive  manner  to  gentlemen 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  persuasion,  with 
regard  to  their  priesthood,  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that,  before  Emancipation  had 
been  granted,  great  anxiety  prevailed  upon 
this  subject.  In  the  course  of  the  in- 
quiry in  1825,  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  over  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  presided, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
was  examined,  and  he  was  asked  this 
question : — 

'*  Do  you  conceive  that  this  inflaence  of  the 
Catholic  priesthood  in  election  matters,  would 
continue  in  its  present  state  if  the  question  of 
emancipation  were  carried  V* 

Now,  mark  his  answer : — 

*'  I  am  convinced  it  would  be  totally  at  an 
end,  bycarrying  the  question  of  Emancipation; 
the  causes  which  gave  it  efficacy  at  this  mo- 
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metit,  would  thereby  totally  edise,  tod  the 
effeeta  woold  follow.  There  ii  not  anything 
like  a  blind  lubmission  of  the  Catholics  to 
their  clergy,  not  at  all. 

"  Does  your  mind  suggest  any  other  cause 
which  could  survive  the  carrying  the  Catholic 
question,  that  could  give  to  the  Catholic  priest- 
hood the  power  of  influencing  the  electors  ?— 
No." 

Then  the  hon.  Member  entered  into  a 
statement,  which,  unless  the  House  desired 
it,  he  should  not  read — but  he  was  most 
willing  to  read  it— lest  he  should  be 
charged  with  garbling  the  evidence.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tippcrary 
was  examined  the  same  year,  by  the  same 
Committee.  This  is  his  statement  before 
that  Committee : — 

"  Have  not  cases  occurred  recently^  in  elec- 
tions for  counties,  in  which  the  influence  of  the 
Sriest  has  been  very  greatly  exerted?— No 
ottbt  about  it;  but  the  influence  of  the  priest 
in  elections  arises  from  the  question  of  Roman 
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Catholic  Emancipation  and  none  other.  It  is  British  ofl5cer.  He  read  this  iKa  mo,! 
in  reference  to  that  question  that  it  is  exclu.    rp«d.Iv   K.r..L  ^C^J!^..    ^^^.    ^"^  "'^^ 


in  reference  to  that  question  that  it  is  exclu- 
sively exercised.  If  a  priest  came  forward  at 
an  election,  and  directed  the  people  not  to 
vote  for  any  man  who  would  not  support 
Pariiamentary  Reform,  the  people  would  not 
listen  to  him ;  but  when  he  tells  them  not  to 
vote  for  any  man  but  who  will  support  the 
Catholic  claims,  he  makes  an  appeal  which,  in 
my  opinion,  is  justified  by  reason  and  sound 
sense;  he  could  not,  I  think,  produce  any 
impression  on  the  lower  orders,  except  on 
some  subject  immediately  involving  a  religious 
question,  and  not  collaterally  connected  with 

These,  it  was  to  be  observed,  were  the 
opinions  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Members 
Tor  Dublin  and  Tipperary  before  Catholic 
Emancipation  was  granted.  Now  he  should 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  had 
been  the  conduct  of  the  Catholic  priest- 
hood almost  immediately  after  the  passing 
of  Catholic  Emancipation.    He  would  not 
upon  this  point   give  evidence  that  was 
tendered  before  the  Intimidation  Commit- 
tee.     This  was  the  evidence  before  the 
Committee  in  1 832,  and  of  which  the  Trea- 
•urer  of  the  Navy  was  the  Chairman.    The 
gentleman  called  before  them  was  favour^ 
able  to  the  Catholic  claims;  he  was  pos- 
sessed of  an  independent  fortune,  and  re* 
sided  in  the  county  of  Meath,  his  name 
was  Mr.  Napper.    This  is  what  he  states 
of  the  Catholic  clergy : — 

"Upon  the  whole,  hast  their  conduct,  ac- 
cording to  your  view,  tended  more  to  promote 
or  lead  to  the  disturbance  of  the  peace  of  the 
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promote  a  Tery  great  degree  of  «seil«iiefii  vA 

agitation. 

"How  long  since  you  have  observed  that  in 
your  neighbourhood  ?— It  existed  to  some  de- 
gree  when  I  first  came  into  the  country. 

"  Has  it  increased  very  much  of  late  ?-Verv 
much.  ^ 

rJlT'^^i"  ""''?*  ^S^^^-^  should  say  aince 
Catholic  Emancipation  was  granted. 

"  Do  you  think  that  since  then  the  pnests 
have  taken  a  more  active  part  in  politic  than 
they  had  done  before  ?— Decidedly. 

"Do  you  think  that  has  led  to  the  increase 
of  the  excitement  you  have  observed  ?— Cer- 
tainly.* 

It  was  not  his  intention  to  go  through  the 
sermons  of  the  priest,  to  which  their  at- 
tention  had  been  already  directed;  but 
there  was  one  fact  which  was  rery  le* 
naarkable,  and  that  had  been  stated  before 
the  Committee  in  1832.  It  was  the  Ian- 
guage  addressed  to  a  portion  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's army,   and  in    the   hearing  of  a 


readily,  because  the  priest,  who  was  stated 
to  have  used  this  language,   had   been 
called   before  the  Committee  and   con- 
fronted with   the  officer;   and    with    the 
Blight  exception  of  the  word  "  boys,"  he 
did  not  deny  the  address  which  he'  had 
then  made.   It  should  be  remembered  that 
It  was  said  that  the  Catholic  priests  would 
not  interfere  with  politics  after  Emancipa* 
tion  had  been  carried,  and  also  that  thev 
bore  no  hostility  to  the  Protestont  Esta- 
blishment.     At  Castlepollard  chapel,  En 
sign  Matson,  of  the  59th  regiment,  atated 
that  he  heard  these  words  addressed  to 
the  congregation  by  the  parish  priest  from 
the  altar; — 

'/Iwill  tell  you  what  it  is,  beys,  the  tot- 
tering fabrics  of  the  heretics  are  falling  about 
their  ears,  whilst  the  Catholic  religion  is  risioir 
in  glory  every  day.  Ireland  was  once  Catho! 
he  Ireland,  boys ;  it  will,  and  it  shall,  be  Ca* 
tholic  Ireland." 

Was  it  possible  to  conceive  words 
stronger  than  these  ?— [Mr.  Henry  Grai. 
ian:  the  army  was  not  present.]— He  wm 
most  willing  to  refer  to  the  testimony  givan 
before  the  Committee,  He  wished  to  aute 
nothing  but  what  was  the  fact,  and  he 
certamly  should  not  desire  to  lely  upon 
mere  hearsay  evidence,  but  the  ensign, 
who  heard  those  words,  and  the  pri«t, 
who  uttered  them,  were  both  examined  by 
the  Committee,  and  their  evidence  is  on 
record.     He  should  read  a  short  passaee 


w .,-.  w  ^,  ^...uruwice  Qi  ,fla  peace  oi  tbe  ■«*•"'«•  "o  snouia  reaa  «  tbort  patsaee 
county,  apon  a  ^ir  new  of  tbeir  conduct  ?-  from  the  erideace  given  before  the  Intimi- 
I  ttunk  their  conduct  geMrilly  bii  tended  to  |  datioa  Committee.    The  rijhl  ton.  bISJI 
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net  then  ^ad  the  following  pMsages  from 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Carroll:— 

"  Did  you  see  also  the  priests  at  the  Assizes 
coming  into  the  coarts,  and  making  themselves 
there  very  active,  and  at  Petty  Sessions  equally 
so  ?— I  have  seen  them  at  every  assize  and  at 
every  Quarter  SesaiooSy  and  every  Petty  Ses* 
sioos,  and  always  attend  in);  when  there  is 
any  trial  of  a  political  nature  going  on. 

**  So  that  the  interference  of  the  priests  is 
shown  not  only  in  canvassing,  not  only  in 
making  speeches  on  the  hustings,  not  only  at 
the  altar,  not  only  at  the  registry,  but  also  in 
courts  of  justice,  where  they  are  equally  busy  ? 
—-They  are  equally  busy  in  all  the  ramifica* 
tions  of  society,  so  far  as  I  have  seen  myself, 
and  I  have  witnessed  as  much  as  any  man  in 
the  county  of  Carlow  ;  even  the  professional 
is  not  sacred  from  invasion  when  it  suits  their 
purposes* 

Something  had  been  said  about  the  power 
of  taxation  being  vested  in  irresponsible 
hands ;  he  would  now  read  the  account  of 
a  very  remarkable  instance  of  taxation, 
certainly  not  in  responsible  hands  ;  it  was 
given  in  the  same  gentleman's  evidence  as 
follows : — 

"  Are  you  aware  whether  many  of  the  Ca- 
tholic clergy  are  in  the  habit  of  raising  contri- 
butions for  the  purpose  of  elections,  or  for 
paying  the  expenses  of  individuals,  who,  in 
consequence  of  their  acts  at  the  elections,  are 
liable  to  penalties  for  infringing  the  law  ?— -I 
am  avrare  of  that,  and  I  will  state  what  I  know 
on  the  subject.  I  have  been  told  by  several 
farmers  who  complained  to  me  of  the  great 
grievance  of  being  obliged  to  pay  rent,  and 
all  taxations,  direct  and  indirect,  that  they 
should  have  another  tax  to  pay  for  contested 
elections  :  and  they  complained  to  me  bitterly 
that  the  clergy  used  to  read  their  names  out 
from  the  altar,  attaching  sometimtt  9d.  an  acre, 
3d.  an  acre,  or  4d. an  acre,  on  each  man,  which 
be  should  pay.  On  one  occasion,  Cummins 
refused  paying  that  tax  so  afSxed  to  him ;  and 
for  daring  to  refuse  compliance  with  the  priest's 
mandate,  his  name  was  read  out  from  the 
altar." 

Some  hoD.  Gentlemen  opposite  might  per- 
haps be  inclined  to  object  to  the  evidence 
glreo  by  Mr.  Carroll;  he  would,  therefore, 
now  refer  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Single- 
ton, a  stipendiary  Madstrate  still  em- 
ployed and  trusted  by  his  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Ministers,  whose  evidence  could  not 
be  called  hearsay  evidence — the  circum- 
stances being  those  which  he  saw  himself, 
and  in  which,  in  fact,  he  was  a  party.  He 
was  qoestioned  upon  the  subject  of  the 
late  election  for  Queen's  County,  and  his 
eytdence  was  as  follows : — 

'*  Could  the  voters  have  been  brought  up 
nalcM  tbty  were  tseorted  by  miliUry  f^-No, 


they  would  not  go;  and  snch  was  their  terror, 
that  they  requested  they  might  be  conveyed  by 
night 

**  So  that  in  general  they  were  escorted  by 
night  ? — Yes ;  previous  to  the  first  day's  polling 
a  number  of  voters  assembled  at  the  house  of 

Mr. ,  of ,  a  Magistrate  of  the  county, 

for  protection ;  and  from  his  house  I  myself 
removed  them  under  the  escort  of  the  military 
by  night. 

*'  From  what  you  have  seen  of  England  and 
the  north  of  Ireland,  and  have  read  of  other 
countries,  do  you  conceive  that  such  a  state  of 
society  exists  in  any  other  part  of  the  world  ?— 
No,  nor  would  it  be  there,  except  for  the  deep 
organization  and  confederacy  of  the  people.'' 

He  might  multiply  quotations  to  show 
the  difference  which  existed  between  the 
two  countries,  but  he  would  abstain  and 
return  to  the  vital  question  at  present  im* 
mediately  before  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  who  ad- 
dressed the  House  last  night,  said — "  We 
find  so  and  so  to  be  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  at  present  ;  are  you  prepared 
under  such  circumstances  to  withdraw  the 
concessions  you  have  already  given  ?**  To 
this  question  he  (Sir  James  Graham) 
would  answer  frankly,  that  the  days  of 
miracles  had  ceased ;  that  the  sun  could 
not  go  back  upon  the  dial ;  and  that 
popular  concessions  once  given  could  not 
be  retracted  ;  he  should  be  one  of  the  last 
persons  to  propose  any  such  attempt.  Sir 
William  Temple  somewhere  in  a  spleenful 
mood  had  said,  "  Providence  gives  us 
many  things,  but  to  take  them  away  ;  she 
takes  nothing  away  to  give  it  to  us  again." 
The  converse  of  this  is  true  in  political 
affairs;  what  we  give  we  cannot  take 
away ;  when  we  attempt  to  take  away, 
we  are  compelled  to  give  back  an  hundred 
fold.  It  was  not,  therefore,  a  question  of 
wish,  not  a  question  of  inclination ;  and 
he  would  answer  frankly,  that  if  it  were 
he  was  not  prepared  to  take  away  that 
which  had  been  already  given.  He  re- 
joiced to  see  Catholic  uentlemen  sitting 
io  that  House,  because  he  thought  it  the 
safest  place  in  which  their  influence  and 
their  opinions  could  be  used.  But  this 
was  not  all.  The  noble  Lord  aiked  fur- 
ther, •*  If  you  can't  go  back,  what  do  you 
mean  to  do  ?  you  must  make  further  con« 
cessions,  and  he  added,  was  there  any  dan- 
ger in  so  doing?"  The  noble  Lord  further 
remarked,  that  the  Government  had  been 
tauntingly  asked  whether  they  were  pre- 
pared to  make  the  corporate  towns  so 
many  **  normal  schools  of  peaceful  agita- 
tion/' referring  to  an  expreisioa  reported 
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to  have  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
replied  to  this  question,  that  he  denied 
that  these  towns  would  become  '*  normal 
schools  for  agitation ;"  but  he  believed 
that  they  might  become  normal  schools, 
not  of  agitation,  but  for  teaching  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  the  rights  and  powers  of 
self-government;  ''  normal  schools  for  the 
cultivation  of  sound  and  enlightened  poli- 
tical opinions."  Now  was  the  noble  Lord 
serious,  was  he  sincere  when  he  made 
that  declaration  ?  Serious  the  noble  Lord 
undoubtedly  was,  for  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  the  noble  Lord  would  not  trifle 
with  public  opinion,  or  lightly  jest  upon 
such  a  momentous  subject;  sincere  he 
was  convinced  the  noble  Lord  must  be, 
for  the  noble  Lord  never  entertained  an 
opinion  which  he  did  not  manfully  and 
candidly  avow.  Then  what,  he  would 
ask,  was  the  real  cause  of  ihis  remarkable 
declaration?  Was  it  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  did  not  see  through  the  mist, 
which  hung  around  the  Cabinet,  what  all 
the  world  besides  saw  most  clearly,  or, 
teeing,  did  they  not  apprehend  what  wise 
men  could  not  fail  to  regard  with  fear 
and  trembling?  The  House  would  al- 
low him  just  to  give  one  glimpse  at  what 
he  was  satisfied  would  be  the  first  and 
immediate  effect  of  passing  this  Bill.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had 
already  told  his  constituents  that  when 
this  Bill  was  passed  they  would  have  "  a 
roaring  mayoralty,"  and  that  he,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  would 
condescend  to  be  their  first  mayor.  Let 
them  imagine  the  first  meeting  of  the 
council  under  this  mayoralty,  the  mace 
lying  on  the  table,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  arrayed  in  all  the  robes 
and  dignity  of  oflice.  He  would  suppose 
that  the  mock  solemnity  of  debate  was 
begun^  that  the  subject  of  debate  was  a 
petition  to  Parliament  praying  for  the  abo- 
lition of  tithe ;  the  object  of  invective 
would  probably  be  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  their  opposition  to  the  grand  principle 
of  the  appropriation  of  the  surplus  reve- 
nues of  the  Church  to  secular  purposes,  a 
principle  to  which,  according  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Tipperary's  as- 
sertion, the  Whig  Government  were  irre- 
vocably pledged.  And  was  this  to  be 
their  *'  normal  school  for  sound  political 
opinions  ?"  It  was  nothing  else  than  the 
realization  of  the  darling  dream  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin.     It 


was  neither  more  nor  less  than  a  Parlia* 
ment  assembled  in  College-green,  without 
the  **  nuisance,"  as  he  termed  it,  of  a  se- 
cond Hereditary  Chamber.     Call  them 
what  they  pleased,  "  normal  schools  for 
peaceful  agitation,"  or  "  normal  schools 
for  sound  political  opinion,"  they  could 
but  end,    in   his  opinion,  by   becoming 
schools  for  treason  and  rebellion,  the  last 
fatal  symptoms  preceding  the  dissolution 
of  the  Legislative  Union  between  the  two 
countries.     But  that  was  not  all,  the  last 
resource,  the  ultima  ratio  force  was  al- 
ready threatened.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tipperary,  on  a  former  even- 
ing, concluded  a  speech  of  much  power 
and  splendour  of  eloquence,  by  exclaiming, 
*'  Remember,  we  are  seven  millions,  and 
this  measure  we  must  and  will  have." 
Now,  he   must  confess  that  this  obser- 
vation grated  somewhat  harshly  on   bis 
ear,  like  a  prelude  to  the  mischief  he  most 
dreaded.      He  should  be  sorry  to  meet 
menace  by  menace,  or  give  vent  to  feel- 
ings   of  indignation,   which  would  only 
provoke  a  corresponding  repetition  of  such 
sentiments.      It  should   be  remembered, 
that  the  Protestants  of  England  and  Ire- 
land   had    recently    strengthened     their 
position,   that  in    compliance    with    the 
opinion  of  that  House  and  of  their  King, 
they  had  laid  aside  all  their  signs  and 
symbols  by  which  they  were  bound  to« 
gether  a  secret,  organised  society,  and  they 
now  stood  firmly  united  in  the  face  of 
day.    The  Protestants  of  the  two  coun- 
tries were  now  resolved,  as  one  man,  to 
maintain  and  support  their  religion,  the 
Protestant  establishment,  by  every  consti* 
tutional  means  in  their  power,  an  estab- 
lishment still  favoured  by  the  law,  and 
blessed,  as  he  believed,  by  a  higher  sanc- 
tion.    But,  as  he  said  before,  he  would 
not  repel  threat  by  threat,  nor  look  into 
the  probabilities  of  the  future;   he  would 
content  himself  by  referring  to  the  history 
of  the  past.     Could  it  be  forgotten   by 
them  that  at  the  first  dawn  of  the  Reforma- 
tion, under  the  wise  Government  of  Eliza- 
beth, we  rescued  even  Protestant  strangers 
in  the  Low  Countries  from  the  tyranny  of 
Alva,  the  persecutions  of  John  of  Austria, 
and  the  yoke  of  the  Spanish  Monarch^- 
that  we  assisted  in  laying  the  foundation 
of  that  small  but  illustrious  commonwealth, 
the  offspring  of  liberty  and  industry  and 
the  first  trophy  of  the  house  of  Nassau  over 
Catholic  bigotry  and  oppression?     Could 
it  be  forgotten  that,  defying  the  anger  of 
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their  King^  ve  defended  the  French 
Hngonots  in  their  straggle  for  religious 
ffeedom?  All  this  we  had  done  when 
ve  were  a  small  and  divided  people; 
we  are  now  a  great,  a  powerful  and  united 
nation ;  and  shall  it  be  said  that  England, 
whom  France  could  not  vanquish,  whom 
Spain  could  not  overawe,  that  this  Eng- 
land should  quail  before  Catholic  intimi- 
dation, and  give  up  our  Protestant  brethren 
of  Ireland  an  easy  prey  to  the  fury  of  the 
demagogue,  the  vengeance  of  the  priest, 
or  the  madness  of  the  people  ?  It  behoved 
them  to  act  a  bolder  and  a  nobler  part. 
He  said,  what  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  wished 
to  do  was,  to  secure  to  all  classes  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects,  without  reference  to 
sect  or  creed,  perfect  freedom,  and  the  full 
enjoyment  of  their  lives  and  property, 
under  equal  laws,  firmly  and  impartially 
administered.  Let  them  submit  to  any- 
thing rather  than  the  lawless  spirit  of  Ca- 
tholic domination*  And  he  must  say,  by 
way  of  conclusion,  that,  in  his  conscience, 
he  believed  the  Bill  now  introduced  by 
his  Majesty's  Government  was  nothing 
less  than  an  unconditional  surrender,  whilst 
the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend  was,  in 
his  opinion,  calculated  to  insure  good  go- 
vernment to  Ireland  upon  just  and  equita- 
ble grounds ;  he  should,  therefore,  give  to 
the  latter  proposal  his  most  cordial  sup- 
port* 

The  Speaker  retired  for  a  few  minutes ; 
on  his  resuming  the  Chair, 

Mr.  0*Canit«// said,  I  am  glad,  Sir,  yon 
have  enabled  me  to  recover  for  a  few 
seconds  from  the  blaze  of  religious  elo- 
quence wtthwhich  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  just  thought  proper  to  overwhelm  us. 
I  shall  not,  on  the  present  occasion,  follow 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  through  the  matter 
of  his  speech;  a  great  deal,  perhaps,  I 
shall  have  occasion  to  make  use  of  at 
another  opportunity.  If  the  House  shall 
refuse  to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he  has  this 
night  furnished  me  with  an  additional  num- 
ber of  powerful  arguments  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Union.  As  to  that  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet*s  speech,  in  which  he  entered 
upon  the  task  of  reading  the  evidence  of 
those  two  most  disinterested  and  impartial 
witnesses,  Mr.  Carroll  and  Mr.  Singleton, 
I  shall  pay  very  little  attention  to  that  at 
present.  But  I  must  take  occasion  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  and  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  pariicularly  to  a  mis- 
take which  he  has   fallen  into  as  to  my 
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personal  friend  Mr.  Burke.  Mr.  Btirke, 
he  says,  was  confronted  with  Mr.  Matson. 
**  No,  no,*']  I  admit  that  that  is  not  the 
act ;  they  were  not  so  confronted ;  what 
I  say  is,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  stated,  that 
they  had  been  so  confronted.  ["  He  dirf."] 
Now,  in  point  of  fact,  Mr.  Burke  was 
examined  by  the  Committee  twice,  namely, 
on  the  29th  of  June,  and  again  on  the 
2nd  of  July ;  he  was  not  examined  again 
after  that ;  Mr.  Matson  was  examined  on 
the  19th  of  July,  and  two  days  after  that 
the  Committee  closed  its  sittings,  so  that 
Mr.  Matson  could  not  have  been  there  to 
be  confronted  with  Mr.  Burke.  There 
is  one  word  attributed  to  Mr.  Burke  which 
I  am  quite  sure  no  Catholic  clergyman 
ever  used,  namely,  the  word  "heretic;'* 
— a  word  which  I  defy  Mr.  Matson  or  any 
one  else  to  have  heard  coming  out  of  the 
mouth  of  a  Catholic  clergyman.  I  am  sure 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  intend  to  mis« 
lead  the  House  upon  these  points,  and 
therefore  he  will  be  obliged  to  me  for  setting 
him  right.  Before  I  enter  upon  the  discus- 
sion of  the  important  question  which  is  this 
night  to  be  decided  by  us,  the  House  will 
perhaps  allow  me  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions in  reference  to  what  fell  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bandon^ 
and  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
(Sir  Henry  Hardinge)  last  night.  The 
learned  Sergeant,  the  Member  for  Bandon, 
commenced  his  speech  by  reading  some  of 
the  clauses  of  this  Bill,  and  comparing 
them  with  the  enactments  of  the  English 
Corporation  Act.  Now  that  being  a 
matter  which  we  can  better  discuss  when 
we  get  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  I  shall 
not  proceed  to  answer  the  learned  Ser- 
geant's objections  upon  these  points  at 
present.  Having  gone  through  these 
objections,  the  learned  Sergeant  then  pro- 
ceeded to  attack  the  character  of  the 
clergyman,  who  he  alleged  had  said,  that 
he  would  refuse  to  prepare  for  death  any 
man  who  voted  for  the  Knight  of  Kerry. 
This  was  given  on  the  evidence  of  a  gen- 
tleman who  heard  it  from  some  one,  who 
is  not  himself  named,  and  I  ask,  is  this 
evidence  on  which  to  convict  a  gentleman 
and  a  clergyman  of  such  an  unchristian 
declaration  ?  Besides,  Mr.  0*Sullivan 
wrote  letters  both  to  the  papers  in  Ireland 
and  to  The  Morning  Chronicle,  in  which 
he  utterly  denied  having  used  the  words 
attributed  to  him.  The  statement  was 
made  in  the  first  instance  without  the 
name  of  the  party  implicated  being 
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mentioned ;  Mr.  Croley  conceiving  him- 
self to  be  referred  to  in  it,  first  came 
forward  and  denied  that  he  had  said  what 
was  stated,  and  then  he  was  told,  that  he 
was  not  the  person  alluded  to ;  and  after 
that  Mr.  O'SuUivan  came  forward  and 
denied  the  charge  also.  And  yet  this  is  a 
charge  which  the  learned  Sergeant  oppo- 
site, in  the  mere  hope  of  raising  a  shout 
from  the  side  of  the  House  at  which  he 
sits,  comes  forward  to  repeat  again,  but 
the  learned  Sergeant  never  thought  to 
mention  that  the  charge  had  been  utterly 
and  publicly  denied.  Then  the  learned 
Sergeant  referred  to  the  address  said  to 
have  been  delivered  by  the  reverend  Mr. 
Keogh  to  his  congregation  at  Leighlin- 
bridge ;  but,  in  like  manner,  the  learned 
Sergeant  never  added,  that  that  reverend 
Gentleman  had  complained  bitterly  of 
having  such  unchristian  sentiments  at- 
tributed to  him,  and  had  gone  down  to  the 
newspaper  office  for  the  purpose  of  pub- 
lishing a  denial  of  having  used  that 
language — a  denial  to  which  no  answer 
was  published.  Under  those  circumstances, 
and  with  those  omissions,  I  submit  that 
the  learned  Sergeant  ought  not  to  have 
mentioned  those  two  cases  at  ail.  With 
respect  to  the  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  opposite  (Sir  Henry 
Hardinge),  I  must  say,  I  think  he  acted 
rather  unfairly  in  quoting  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Carter  Hall,  who  was  examined  on 
the  last  day  of  the  Committee's  sitting, 
and  when  Mr.  Keogh  was  not  in  town  to 
hear  and  meet  what  he  said.  [An  Hon, 
Member:  Mr.  Keogh  was  in  town,  he 
was  in  the  next  room.]  Well,  whether 
he  was  there  or  not,  has  very  little  to  do 
with  it — the  fact  is,  Mr.  Keogh  denied  the 
charge  most  positively  in  The  Carlow 
Centinelf  and  that  denial  was  held  back. 
Besides,  there  are  some  remarkable  pas- 
sages in  Hairs  cross-examination  which  it 
would  have  been  well  to  have  mentioned 
also.  Hall  was  asked,  in  what  dress  the 
clergyman  was  who  spoke  what  he  alleged ; 
he  replied,  **  I  hardly  know  how  to  de- 
scribe the  dress  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
priest ;  he  had  on  a  surplice,  and  over  that 
a  large  cross."  Now  there  is  nobody  who 
knows  anything  about  the  dress  of  a 
Catholic  priest  but  will  see  how  inaccurate 
this  is.  He  was  then  asked  further  on  the 
same  point,  and  he  replied,  **  We  took  off 
the  large  cross  that  he  had  on  his  back, 
but  underneath  that  he  wore  a  surplice 
over  a  coarse  black  gown.'*    Now  after 


this,  is  there  any  one  who  ever  taw 
a  Catholic  priest  who  will  not  at  once 
see  how  impiossible  it  is  Mr.  Hall  can  have 
been  where  he  describes  ?  But  after  all, 
in  any  case,  Mr.  Keogh  denied  the  whole 
statement,  and  that  should  have  been 
enough.  The  next  thing  the  gallant 
Officer  proceeded  to  do  was  to  accuse  me 
of  raising  an  anti- Protestant  spirit  in  Ire- 
land-; and  how  did  he  prove  that  ?  The 
gallant  Officer  referred  to  a  letter  of  Lord 
Kenmare's,  in  which  his  Lordship  ex- 
pressed his  dissent  from  my  politics ;  so, 
forsooth,  because  I  happen  to  differ  in 
opinions  with  a  Catholic,  that  is  in  itself 
sufficient  argument  to  show  that  I  am  op- 
posed to  Protestantism.  Then,  in  addition 
to  this,  the  learned  Member  for  Bandon 
read  some  garbled  passages  from  some 
electioneering  placards,  which  I  am  ac- 
cused of  having  circulated.  In  the  case 
of  Limerick  I  am  accused  of  having 
published  an  address  in  favour  of  two 
gentlemen,  one  a  Protestant  and  the 
other  a  Catholic,  and  with  having  de- 
clared, that  whoever  would  vote  against 
them  was  an  enemy  to  his  country.  I 
will  just  trouble  the  House  with  a  few 
words  from  an  election  address  which  I 
hold  in  my  hand,  which  will  show  that  in 
Carlow  at  least  I  am  not  to  be  held  re-* 
sponsible  for  all  placards  of  the  kind. 
This  placard  runs  thus :— "  Mr.  O'Connell 
has  no  objection  to  Bruen.  He  says,  he 
is  a  good  fellow  and  a  good  landlord* 
He  has  no  notion  of  supporting  Vigors ; 
so  hurrah  for  Henry  Bruen,  Daniel 
O'Connell,  and  freedom  of  election/' 
Another  assertion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  to  which  I  must  allttde,  is  one 
which  he  said  he  made  upon  the  authority 
of  Lord  Hatherton ;  namely,  that  the 
clause  disfranchising  the  408.  freeholders 
was  written  in  my  own  handwriting.  Now 
I  declare,  that  Lord  Hatherton  said  no 
such  thing.  What  then  was  my  conduct 
at  the  time  of  passing  the  Emancipation 
Act  ?  why  I  it  was  who,  with  other  Qentle^ 
men  of  the  same  views,  prepared  and 
signed  a  petition,  praying  the  House  not 
to  pass  the  Bill  at  all  if  it  were  to  be  given 
upon  the  terms  of  destroying  the  40f. 
freeholders.  It  was  at  a  subsequent  period 
to  this,  that  when  the  clause  relating  to 
the  40s,  freeholders  was  submitted  to  me, 
I  recommended  an  alteration  by  which  the 
franchise  should  be  taken  away  in  cases 
where  it  was  assigned  for  life  only,  and 
not  where  it  was  in  fee  or  perpetual  in* 
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heritanoe.  I  am  sure  the  gallant  Officer 
will  be  glad  to  be  set  right  upon  this  fact. 
I  am  sorry,  however,  to  trespass  so  long 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House  on  sub- 
jects so  unimportant  as  must  be  a  few 
calumnies  against  the  Catholic  clergy  and 
misrepresentations  of  myself.  What  I 
wish  to  do^dismissing  further  notice  of 
these  minor  topics — is  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  real  state  of 
the  question  now  before  it,  what  the 
principle  involved  in  it  is,  and  what  the 
result  of  it  may  probably  be.  Now  this  is 
a  question  which  I  will  reply  to  negatively. 
The  question  then  is,  not  whether  we  shall 
put  an  end  to  the  Irish  Corporations;  that 
is  a  point  upon  which  every  one  is  agreed, 
everybody  has  given  them  up  entirely; 
and  declared  them  to  be  corrupt  and  profli- 
gate to  the  last  degree,  influencing,  and 
at  the  same  time  polluting  the  sources  of 
public  justice*  Of  all  the  Members  who 
have  addressed  the  House  upon  the  subject, 
they  are  all  so  honourable,  there  is  not 
one  to  defend  these  Corporations,  not  one 
to  stand  up  for  them !  There  is  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
and  the  noble  Lord  for  South  Lancashire, 
two  noble  Lords  North  and  South,  then 
there  is  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant,  the  Member 
for  Bandon,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder — whose  face  is  just  brightened 
up  by  a  smile,  but  who  wore  a  countenance 
not  two  minutes  ago  very  fit  for  an  under- 
taker; even  the  hon.  and  learned  Recorder 
bad  not  a  word  to  say  for  the  poor  corpo- 
rators. They  all  agreed  to  throw  them 
quietly  overboard.  Amongst  so  many 
speeches,  one  hardly  knows  how  to  select 
one  above  another,  but  upon  the  whole  I 
think  I  roust  give  the  preference  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  for  North  Lan- 
cashire ;  there  is  a  cordiality  about  all  he 
said  which  is  quite  delightful.  But  as 
to  blaming  the  Corporations,  all  I  want  to 
know  is,  when  did  these  noble  Lords  and 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  first  find  out 
that  these  Corporations  were  so  very  bad  ? 
When  did  this  new  light  shine  upon  this 
galaxy  of  talented  rulers  on  Irish  aflairs  ? 
All  I  can  say  is,  that  1  think  it  very  cruel 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  to  find  it  out  at 
this  precise  time,  and  consent  to  abolish 
all  at  once  these  venerable  Corpora- 
tions— 

Abandon'd  in  their  utmost  need, 
By  those  their  former  bounty  fed. 

Now  here  is,  first,  one  specimen  of  the 


wisdom  of  oar  ancestors,  the  beauty  of 
these  Corporations.  There  was  a  docu- 
ment of  the  year  1816,  **  Resolved  unani« 
mously  that  Robert  Peel,  Esq.,  deserves 
our  warmest  thanks,  and  those  of  all  loyal 
subjects,  for  his  true  Protestant  principles, 
and  particularly  for  his  heroic  opposition 
to  that  public  nuisance  who  designated 
our  constitutional  body  a  beggarly  Cor- 
poration ;  and  that  the  Orange  Peel  with 
the  orangQ  lily  shall  henceforward  be  the 
combined  emblem  of  true  loyalty."  Oh ! 
little  did  the  poor  Dublin  corporators  think 
how  blighting  would  the  contact  eventu- 
ally prove  of  what  they  considered  sub- 
stances of  a  congenial  nature.  [Sir 
H.  Hardinge:  When  was  that  Reso- 
lution passed  ?]  In  the  year  1816,  shortly 
before  the  picture  was  voted  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  which  he  got  leave  to  pay 
for  himself;  but  what  can  you  think  of 
the  situation  of  those  persons  who  are 
subject  to  the  government  of  such  a  body 
as  this  corrupt  Corporation,  by  which 
justice  is  poisoned  to  the  source,  by 
which  partisanship  is  practised  by  sheriffii 
and  sub-sheriffs,  by  grand  juries  and  petty 
juries — all  admitted  abuses  now,  but  all 
existing  when  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
and  the  noble  Lords  who  at  various  times 
filled  the  office  of  Secretary  to  Ireland 
were  in  power.  I  hurl  these  abuses,  which 
they  never  even  attempted  to  remove  when 
they  were,  from  the  nature  of  their  office, 
called  upon  to  do  so— in  the  name  of  my 
country  I  hurl  these  abuses  at  them  now. 
How  can  they  account  for  having  suffered 
these  nuisances — not  to  remain  undis- 
turbed— but  to  become  still  more  offen- 
sive? What  reason  can  they  give  for 
allowing  the  pure  waters  of  justice  to  be 
made  a  mephitic  pool,  which,  instead  of 
their  diffusing  gladness,  and  health,  and 
vigour, spreads  pestilence  and  death  around 
them?  Why,  Sir,  these  are  the  bodies 
that  the  independent  and  pure  gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  felt 
proud  in  countenancing  and  encouraging. 
Did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  and 
the  noble  Lords,  to  whom  I  have  before 
alluded,  and  who  filled  the  office  of  Secre- 
tary of  Ireland,  remain  during  the  tenure 
of  their  office  in  ignorance  of  the  evils  of 
this  corrupt  and  abominable  system  ?  There 
was  one  of  them,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  to  whom  I 
will  do  the  justice  of  expressing  my  belief 
that  he  was  not  blind  to  the  grievances 
which  these  burdens  imposed  on  those 
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whom  they  governed.    But  with  that  ex- 
ception, was  there  one  of  these  noble  and 
right  hon.  Secretaries,  during  the   time 
they  remained  in  office,  who  did  not  glory 
in  being  the  subjects  of  the  toasts  and 
speeches  of  these  very  corrupt  jurors,  these 
partisan  sheriffs,  and  these  infamous  cor- 
porate bodies, — nay,  were  not  their  own 
addresses,  made  to  assemblies  composed 
of  such  individuals,  received  with  the  long- 
continued    and    oft-repeated    "  hurrahs" 
of  these  corruptionists,  whom,  with   the 
strangest  gratitude,  it  must  be  admitted, 
they  now  with  one  voice  unite  in  con- 
demning.    Now  I  am  told  that  the  state 
of  Ireland  is  diseased.     Need  T,  after  the 
topic  to  which  I  have  just  adverted,  and 
which  can't  be  questioned — need  I  ask 
you  who  has  made  it  so?     You  (pointing 
to  the  Opposition  side)  have  committed 
the  crime,  and  with  singular  consistency 
you  desire  to  inflict  on  us  the  punishment. 
The  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  is,  I  see,  dipping 
pen  in   ink  :  he  may  dip  it  in  congenial 
gall  if  he  chooses,  but  he  cannot  weaken 
the  position  which  I  have  laid  down.     As 
I  said  already,  I  believe  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  was 
well  aware  of  the  abuses  of  the  Irish  Cor- 
porations.   Perhaps  the  other  noble  and 
right  hon.  Secretaries  did  not  take  much 
pains   to  see  them.     But  why  did  they 
not  ?   Is  there  any  excuse  for  their  neglect 
of  what  should  have  been  one  of  their 
chief  duties  ?    They  ought  to  have  known 
them  well,  for  they  were  often  reminded 
of  them ;  and  I  remember  that  I  myself, 
even  so  far  back  as  the  trial  of  Magee,  in 
Dublin,  said,  in  the  presence  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam worth, 
at  least  he  was  in  Court  during  the  trial, 
that  a  man  brought  for  trial  by  a  jury 
appointed   by  such  sherifTs  as  the  Irish 
Corporations  nominated,  stood  in  a  situa- 
tion closely  resembling  that  of  a  man 
taken  to  a  gaming-house  to  play  with  men 
who,  he  knew,  used  loaded  dice.     And 
did  I  not  incessantly  dwell  upon  the  abuses 
of  Corporations,  as  one  of  the  most  crying 
evils  by  which  Ireland  was  afflicted?  And 
yet,  when  a  measure  is  brought  forward 
for  the  cure  of  the  diseased  and  poisoned 
state  of  society,  which  these  bodies  en- 
gendered, we  are  turned  round  upon  by 
those  who  fostered  and  fomented  the  evils, 
and  told  that  we  shall  not  even  now  drink 
the   healing  wators  of  justice  and  equal 
laws,  but  that  we   must  continue  in  the 
degraded   and    unhappy   state  to   which 


their  misrule  has  reduced  us.  Now  let 
the  House  consider  the  question  before  it. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Francis  Egerton) 
who  made  the  motion,  considering  the 
kind  of  job  that  was  put  upon  him,  spoke 
with  as  much  moderation  as  possible,  and 
dipped  his  fingers  as  little  as  the  matter 
which  he  had  to  deal  with  would  permit, 
in  the  bitter  sources  from  which  the  topics 
of  his  speech  were  supplied.  But  still  his 
speech  conveyed  a  gross  insult  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland,  for  which  he  is,  perhaps, 
to  be  excused,  as  he  could  not  avoid,  in 
the  position  which  he  took  up,  offering  it. 
But  let  me  again  remind  the  House,  that 
after  centuries  of  suffering  on  the  part  of 
the  people — after  the  grossest  bigotry  and 
partisanship  being  displayed  by  the  bodies 
who  had  the  appointment  of  those  who 
were  constituted  the  arbiters  of  property 
and  life,  we  have  at  last  arrived  at  the 
unanimous  conclusion  that  this  corporate 
system  is  to  be  abolished ;  and  having 
resolved  on  that,  the  second  question  is, 
what  system  is  to  be  substituted  in  the 
place  of  that  which  must  be  extinguished? 
Tis  agreed  on  all  hands  that  clear  off 
must  go  sheriffs  and  sub-sheriffs,  town- 
clerks  and  recorders — all  at  "  one  fell 
swoop"  must  be  cut  off.  Who  are  to  be 
put  in  their  places?  I  ask — I  demand, 
Sir,  in  the  name  of  my  constituency,  the 
substitution  of  a  body  identical,  not  in  its 
details,  but  identical  in  its  principle,  with 
that  which  has  been  given  to  Scotland 
and  England.  That  is  my  demand— 
nothing  short  of  that  will  satisfy  me.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  says  my  plan  is  to  make  all  the 
inhabitants  of  Ireland  equal,  and  that  is 
what  the  Catholics  themselves  desired.  Sir, 
it  is  true  that  all  the  Catholics  ever  asked, 
though  it  was  insinuated  they  desired  more, 
was  equality,  and  equality  they  shall  have. 
Flow?  By  destroying  institutions  whose 
natural  foundations  are  the  principles  of 
freedom,  and  because  Protestants  can  no 
longer  monopolise  privileges  and  rights 
intended  for  the  whole  of  the  people 
— by  suffering  no  civil  rights  to  apper- 
tain to  any  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of 
that  country?  I  deny,  Sir,  that  that  is 
an  equality  which  can  be  beneficial  to 
any  people  having  the  least  pretence  to 
the  enjoyment  of  freedom.  It  is  an  equality 
wljich  may  be  boasted  of  by  the  most  de- 
spotic monarch  and  enslaved  people  on 
the  earth ;  but  it  is  an  equality  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  have  no  desire  to  share 
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in  common  with  them.  Sir,  I  have  always 
said,  that  my  principle  of  equality,  as  ap- 
plied to  Ireland,  was  not  to  pull  down  the 
Protestants  to  my  level,  but  to  raise  the 
Catholic  to  the  level  of  the  Protestant.  It 
is  no  base  compromise,  in  order  to  subvert 
the  institutions  from  which  Catholics  are 
excluded,  and  to  make  all  equally  slaves. 
I  will  never  consent  to  that.  [Hear,  hear, 
from  Mr.  Emerson  Tennent,]  I  hear  the  voice 
calling  itself  the  representative  of  Belfast. 
Now,  why  should  that  hon.  Member,  in  a 
speech  (which  might,  perhaps,  have  been 
written  before  it  was  spoken)  which  he 
deliverecl  on  introducing  to  the  notice  of  the 
House  the  petition  from  Belfast,  attempt 
to  place  the  question,  with  reference  to 
that  city,  at  least,  on  religious  grounds, 
when  it  was  notorious  that  there  were 
22,000  of  the  inhabitants  who  were  Roman 
Catholics,  they  belonging,  too,  to  the 
poorer  classes,  and  58,000  of  the  richer 
classes,  who  were  Protestants.  Now  on 
what  religious  ground  could  he  rest  the 
question,  or  upon  what  priiiciple  could  it 
be  refused  to  the  22,000  that  they  should 
be  suffered  to  share  the  privileges  of  the 
58,000  Protestants?  This  is  a  fact  which 
shows  the  disposition  of  those  opposed  to 
giving  the  Irish  people  a  just  participation 
in  equal  rights;  it  is  a  family  feature, 
which  enables  one  to  discover  the  true 
principles  of  his  party,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Belfast  should  come 
down  here,  and  in  a  well-arranged  speech, 
rest  upon  this  difference  in  religious  opin- 
ion in  favour  of  Protestantism,  not  as  a 
reason  for  making  Belfast  free,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  that  town  from  en- 
joying the  benefits  of  Municipal  Reform. 
Having  alluded  to  the  Corporation  of 
Belfast,  I  may  as  well  state  that  the  cor- 
porators there  belonged  to  the  genuine 
sort.  There  were  thirteen  of  them  — 
they  had  control  over  charitable  funds 
to  the  amount  of  5,000/.  There  is  3,000/. 
now  forthcoming;  the  other  2,000/. 
has  disappeared.  It  was  charity  money, 
and  the  Belfast  corporators,  in  order  to 
demonstrate  how  anxious  they  were  to 
comply  with  the  adage  *'  charity  ought 
to  beg^n  at  home,''  retained  amongst  five 
or  six  of  themselves  2,000/.  of  the  money 
left  to  them  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of 
others.  Well,  to  come  back  to  the  ques- 
tion before  us.  Well,  we  are  to  get  rid  of 
the  Corporations.  That  is  admitted  on 
all  hands.    And  again,  I  repeat  my  dc- 
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same  measure  of  Municipal  Reform  in 
Ireland  as  you  have  granted  to  Scotland 
and  England.  The  Scotch  Corporations 
were  in  the  same  situation  with  the  Irish ; 
they  were  self-elected — they  were  corrupt : 
there  was  no  identity  of  feeling  between 
them  and  the  population  of  the  towns.  No 
man  stood  up  to  defend  the  old  Corpora- 
tions  of  Scotland,  every  one  threw  them 
overboard ;  but  did  any  man  dare  to  raise 
his  voice  in  that  House  for  the  purpose  of 
proposing  the  extinction  of  the  Scotch 
Corporations.  If  any  one  had  the  teme- 
rity to  do  so  how  would  the  proposition 
be  received  here,  or  how  would  it  be 
treated  by  the  inhabitants  of  Edinburgh, 
Glasgow,  and  Paisley  ?  I  tell  you  that  it 
would  not  be  submitted  to,  and  the  Scotch 
would  be,  what  they  have  never  been, 
cowards  and  traitors  to  their  native  land 
if  they  consented  to  such  a  degradation. 
The  old  corporate  system  of  Scotland,  in 
which  religious  bigotry  was  not  added  to 
the  other  vices,  only  because  the  vast  ma- 
jority* of  the  people,  who  were  of  one  reli- 
gion, has  been  swept  away,  and  the  new 
system  introduced,  giving  the  Scotch  the 
benefit  of  the  principles  of  vigilant  popu- 
lar control  and  publicity  of  proceedings. 
Well,  Scotland  has  profited  by  the 
change,  and  much  good  may  it  do  her. 
No  man  in  Scotland  rejoices  more  heartily 
than  I  do  at  the  use  which  she  has  made 
of  it.  Next  came  England,  when  your 
Corporations  were  corrupt,  and  profligate, 
and  bigotted ;  where  Dissenters  were  ex- 
cluded first  by  law,  and  next  by  unjust 
trammels.  You  destroyed  the  whole  sys- 
tem, but  was  it  proposed  to  annihilate  the 
Corporations  altogether?  No  man  dream- 
ed of  such  a  proposal.  Scotland  got  a 
new  system — England  has  got  one,  not  of 
the  same  value  as  that  which  has  been 
conferred  on  Scotland,  but  that  is  not  the 
fault  of  the  House  of  Commons.  England 
has,  at  all  events,  acquired  the  principles 
of  popular  control  and  publicity  of  pro- 
ceedings. As  I  said  before,  Scotland  has 
got  it — England  has  got  it ;  will  you  tell 
me  that  Ireland  is  not  to  get  it  ?  What !  talk 
to  my  Friend,  Mr.  Sheil,  of  having  threat* 
ened  that  Ireland  would  right  herself,  if  ulti- 
mately wronged,  without  hope  and  prospect 
of  redress.  God  forbid.  Sir,  that  I  should 
ever  be  guilty  of  the  sin  of  despairing  with 
respect  to  my  country.  I  never  despaired 
of  my  country  when  her  prospects  ap- 
peared much  more  dark  and  dismal  than 
they  are  at  present ;  and  hope  then  smiled 
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upon  the  scene,  and  to  a  certain  extent  T 
succeeded,  in  the  opinions  of  others,  of 
improving  her  condition.      There  were 
some^  at  least,  who  thought  me  right  then, 
and  I  am  convinced  that  every  honest  man 
thinks  me  right  now.    Talk  not  to  me  of 
compromise.     I'll  enter  into  no  compro- 
mise with  you.     I  will  have  the  principles 
of  vigilant  popular  control  and  publicity 
of  proceedings  carried  into  operation  with 
regard  to  the  Corporations  of  Ireland.     I 
am  willing,  if  you  grant  these,  to  argue 
the  details  in  the  Committee.     I  will  vote 
for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  if  he  can  there 
show,  as  ne  says  he  can,  that  the  details 
of  the  proposed  measure  are  inconsistent 
with  its  principle.     And  why  should  we 
not  get  a  measure  of   corporate  reform 
such  as  those  you  have  already  granted. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  proposes  a  different 
plan  for  us — a  royal  commission  forsooth ! 
The  people  of  Ireland  have   not  sense 
enough  to  manage  their  own  aflfairs,  and  a 
commission    of   lunacy  must    be    issued 
against  them.    That  is  your  mode  of  go- 
verning the  country  ;  that  is  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  splendid  plan.     What !  govern 
Ireland   by  refusing  her   common    civil 
rights  with  other  portions  of  the  empire — 
by  denying  to  her  the  privilege  of  ma- 
naging her  own  affairs,  and  abolishing  the 
proper  organ  for   making  known    their 
grievances  in  every  town  and  city  in  that 
country.     How,  Sir,  can  the  interests  of 
commerce,  of  manufactures,  and  of  trade, 
in  fact,  all  the  interests  of  the  great  towns 
be  properly  and  effectually  promoted,  but 
through  such  organs  as  these  corporate 
bodies,  duly  and  locally  chosen  ?     But, 
then,  it  is  said,  there  is  a  qnestion  of  reli- 
gious supremacy  mixed  up  with  this  ques- 
tion of  municipal  reform.     And  here  I 
roust    do  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Francis 
Egerton)  the  justice  to  admit,  that  he  ab- 
stained as  much  as  possible  from  any 
bigoted  views  of  the  measure  before  us. 
The  credit  of  legislating  on  principles  of 
bigotry  must  be  given  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  James  Graham),  his  fellow  rider  in 
the  Dilly,  who  show  extreme  purity  of 
conscience   in  doing  injustice    to  a  na* 
tion,  and  prove  their  zeal  in  the  cause  of 
piety,  by  sanctioning  the  continuance  of 
religious  persecution.     They  have  placed 
this  question  on  religious  grounds,  and  are 
terrified  at  the  idea  of  the  reform  in  Irish 
Corporations,  lest  the  Protestants  should 
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bodies  have  been  preaching  and  practising 
piety  and  Protestantism  these  300  years, 
and  how  is  it  that  they  never  could  ma- 
nage to  convert  eren  a  solitary  Catholic 
during  that  period.    The  consciences  of 
the  noble  Lord  and  right  hon.  Baronet  are 
troubled  with  the  most  harassing  appre* 
hensions    of  (he  growth  of    Popery,  as 
the  inevitable  consequence  of  the  proposed 
change.     But  these  Corporations  which 
must  be  considered  such  admirable  Instru- 
ments for  converting  a  nation  that  they 
ought  to  be  adopted  by  the  Missionary 
Societies,  have  been  engaged  for  centanes 
in  the  holy  office  of  preaching  Protestant- 
ism and  pursuing  iniquity,  and  not  one 
Papist  has  as  yet  been  brought  over  to 
their   way  of  thinking.     I  fancy   I   can 
see  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  falling  on 
his  knees,  uplifting  his  eyes,  and  giving 
way  to  a  burst  of  solemn  supplicatioti 
against  the  horrors  of  Popery,  at  the  con- 
templation  of   those  bodies,  as  soon  as 
they  are  converted  into  a  propaganda  for 
the  promotion   of  the  Catholic  religion. 
But  Sligo  Corporation  is  gone;  and  this 
I  am  afraid  is  the  real  ground  of  this  pre- 
tence, not  argument,  for  persevering  in  a 
system   of  injustice.     Are  you  not  tired 
of   continuing  this  mode   of   governing 
the  country  ?    Does  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  imagine 
that  he  has  made  an  invention  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  principles  on  which  the  other 
25,  or  it  may  be  250,  Secretaries  of  Ire- 
land have  acted  in  the  government  of 
Ireland?    Sir,  the  scene  which  is  now 
enacted  in  this  Hoase — the  scene  which 
Ireland  now  presents,  is  the  same  that  it 
has  exhibited  for  700  years.     Sir  John 
Davies,  220  years  ago,  published  a  IVact, 
discussing  the  reason  why  Ireland  never 
was  conquered.     He  has  been  in  his  grave 
200  years,  from  his  tomb  he  shall  address 
a  speech  to  those  who  would  exclude  the 
Irish  from  the  benefit  of  good  government. 
In  the  y^r  1614,  Sir  John  Davtes  saysj 
"  This,  then,  I  note  as  a  great  defect  in 
the  civil  policy  of  this  kingdom,  in  that 
for  a  space  of  350  years  after  the  con- 
quest of  Ireland    has    been   attempted, 
English  laws  have  not  been  communicated 
to  the  Irish  for  their  benefit  and  protec- 
tion, though  they  have  earnestly  desired 
and  sought  the  same."    Is  not  that  ap« 
plicable  to  our  present  condition  ?    Here 
am  I  now  desiring  the  protection  and  be- 
nefit of  the  English  laws*    Sir  John  pro- 
ceedsi  *<  in  a  word|  if  the  English  cmM 


77 


Municipal  Refimn 


{MAacH  8}       (Irehnd)--^Adj.  Debate.       78 


govern  Ireland  by  the  sword,  or  root 
not  the  population  out  of  the  soil,  they 
Jnust  remain  as  brambles  in  their  eye 
and  thorns  in  their  side,  and  see  their  con- 
quest never  come.*'  If  the  laws  of  Eng- 
land had  been  established,  and  impar- 
tially administered  ;  if  in  the  reigns  of 
Henry,  John,  and  Richard^  the  country 
had  been  divided  into  counties;  justices 
sent  half-yearly  to  punish  malefactors ; 
if  their  fairs  and  markets  had  been  assimi- 
lated to  the  English ;  and  corporate  towns 
originated,  assuredly  Ireland  would  have 
been  reduced  by  the  salutary  effects  of 
equal  laws  and  good  government.  There 
would  have  been  a  perfect  union  between 
the  nations,  and  consequently  a  perfect 
conquest  of  Ireland;  for  the  conquest 
never  could  be  perfected,  nor  the  two 
countries  enter  into  concord,  until  they 
are  subjected  to  one  king,  one  allegiance, 
and  one  law."  That  was  written  221  years 
ago;  and  here  am  I  now,  a  descendant  of 
that  people  thus  described,  debating  the 
same  question  which  this  historian  dwelt 
upon,  and  telling  you  not  to  dare  to  insult 
us  any  longer,  by  admitting,  that  Scotland 
and  England  have  obtained  municipal 
franchises,  and  yet,  under  a  paltry  pretext, 
calling  upon  us  to  bow  down  in  obedience 
to  your  will,  while  we  are  denied  the  pri- 
vilege which  you  have  gained.  I  tell  you 
that,  as  we  are  "  subjected  to  one  King, 
and  one  allegiance,"  there  shall  and  there 
roust  be  but  "  one  law.''  The  union^  in- 
deed 1  Is  there  a  union  between  the 
countries?  There  is  a  parchment  union. 
But  I  ask  you  now  if  the  Government  of 
this  country  was  carried  on  in  Ireland^ 
and  that  a  measure  for  Irish  Corporate 
Reform  was  passed  by  a  Parliament  sitting 
there,  and  yet  thai  a  similar  measure  of 
relief  was  denied  to  the  English,  what  in 
that  case  would  you  do  with  the  parc;}i- 
ment  union  ?  Tear  it  in  pieces,  of  course. 
Or,  what  is  much  more  likely,  break  with 
your  good  broad  swords  the  head  of  the 
man  who  presumed  to  offer  such  an  affront 
to  your  country.  So  England,  so  Scot- 
land, in  accordance  with  her  brave  con- 
duct at  Bannockburn,  would  act  under 
Mich  circumstances.  And  do  you  mean 
to  say  that  what  you  would  not  dare  to 
tell  England  or  Scotland^  you  are  at  li- 
berty to  call  on  Ireland  to  submit  to. 
The  men  of  Ireland  are  men  who  may 
shrink  from  peril  and  love  not  liberty  ?  I 
deny  it.    I,  as  one  of  them,  may  seem  to 
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violation  of  conscience^  which,  rather  than 
commit,  I  am  ready  to  bear  with  any 
taunt;  but  I  mistake  much  those  who 
sent  me  here,  and  the  whole  of  the  Irish 
nation,  if  the  noble  Lord  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  or  any  other  of  the  pious 
and  pure  protectors  of  corporate  abuses, 
can,  if  equal  civic  privileges  and  rights  are 
denied  to  the  Irish  people,  prevent  the 
Repeal  of  the  Union,  if  not  the  ultimate 
separation  of  the  two  countries ;  for  while 
we  live  and  move  we  will  never  despair  of 
achieving  for  ourselves  the  liberty  which 
you  deny  us.  But  we  are  told  again  and 
again,  that  the  concession  of  just  claims 
will  end  in  the  triumph  of  Catholics  over 
Protestants.  Now,  let  me  remind  the 
noble  Lord,  who  ought  to  have  read  the 
history  of  the  country  over  which  he  was 
appointed  to  legislate,  that,  since  the 
Reformation,  the  Catholics  have  obtained 
power  three  times,  and  never  in  the 
slightest  degree  abused  it.  I  can  show 
him  that  while  murders  were  committed^ 
and  victims  burned  at  the  stakes  in  this 
country  by  Protestant,  and  Catholic 
monarchs  in  this  country,  that  no  violation 
of  the  law  was  committed  by  the  Catholics 
over  the  Protestants  at  the  periods  to 
which  I  have  adverted.  Now,  I  defy  him 
to  controvert  that.  But  I  do  not  speak 
on  my  own  authority.  I  appeal  to  a 
Protestant  historian,  Mr.  Taylor,  the 
brother,  I  believe,  of  Mr.  Sydney  Taylor, 
the  editor  of  The  Morning  Herald.  [The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  took  a  rapid 
review  of  the  achievement  of  freedom  by 
the  Irish  Catholics  in  the  year  1648  and 
1688,  with  the  view  of  showing  that,  not- 
withstanding the  calumnies  of  Hume  and 
Clarendon,  they  persecuted  no  man,  and 
punished  no  man  of  those  who  differed 
from  them  in  religion.]  Do  I  state  this, 
continued  the  hon.  Member,  on  my  own 
authority  ?  No,  I  appeal  to  a  Protestant 
historian,  Mr.  W,  C.  Taylor,  the  brother 
of  Mr.  Sydney  Taylor,  I  believe,  for  the 
confirmation  of  my  words.  In  his  history 
of  Ireland,  there  occurred  a  passage  to 
this  effect :  "  The  restoration  of  the  old 
religion  of  the  people  was  effected  without 
violence.  No  persecution  was  attempted 
by  them;  and  several  English  families 
flying  from  the  scenes  of  murder  enacted 
in  England,  found  a  safe  retreat  amongst 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland.  It  is  but  justice 
to  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  to  say,  that 
upon  the  three  occasions  when  the  Catholics 
obtained  power,  they  never  iojuredi  in  life 
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or  limb,  any  of  those  opposed  to  their 
religion/'  Bat  it  is  mere  trifling  with  the 
question  to  suppose  that  the  Catholics 
would  use  their  power  in  a  foigotted  manner. 
Why,  I  have  a  return  to  prove  that  the 
efficient  control  over  the  Corporations  will 
be  vested,  for  the  greater  part,  in  the 
hands  of  Protestants.  In  Belfast,  the 
Protestants  far  exceed  the  Catholics ;  in 
Dublin,  the  Catholics  are  in  the  proportion 
of  two  to  one,  and  in  the  other  towns  of 
three  to  one ;  but  let  this  be  recollected, 
that  almost  every  Protestant  will  be  a 
voter,  from  their  being  the  most  wealthy 
class,  while  there  will  be  proportionably 
few  Catholic  electors.  There  are  thirty 
Catholic  Members  in  this  House  for  Ire- 
land ;  but  as  the  Catholics,  who  are  seven- 
eighths  of  the  population,  return  no  more 
than  one-third  of  the  representatives  of 
the  same  persuasion  as  themselves,  can 
anything  be  more  illustrative  of  the  fallacy 
that  Catholics  would  unjustly  predominate 
over  Protestants  in  these  municipal  bodies  ? 
And,  after  this,  do  you  still  persevere  in 
making  us,  as  Sir  J.  Davies  said,  two 
nations?  And  after  having  made  large 
concessions  halt  at  the  last  step  of  your 
progress  to  good  government,  and  insult 
us  by  delaying  that  measure  of  justice 
which  you  must  know  that  you  cannot 
eventaally  withhold  ?  The  voice  of  Eng- 
land declares  that  we  must  have  justice. 
Scotland  reiterates  the  sentiment,  and  the 
people  of  Ireland  will,  I  trust,  soon  be  in 
a  position  unanimously  to  demand  if. 
After  the  expression  of  opinion  which 
those  of  the  Irish  party  most  strongly  op- 
posed to  me  have  very  recently  obeyed,  I 
cannot  help  thinking,  that  after  their  feel- 
ings of  wounded  pride  and  vanity  have  sub- 
sided, they  will  yield  to  the  generous 
impulse  of  love  of  country,  and  affectionate 
esteem  for  their  fellow-subjects.  They 
breathe  the  same  kindly  air;  they  are 
children  of  the  same  soil ;  and  though  the 
Irish  hand  may  for  a  time  revolt,  the  Irish 
heart  cannot  long  withstand  the  natural 
bent  of  its  feelings,  and  Irishmen,  unless 
you  contrive  to  excite  and  embitter  their 
minds  by  maintaining  a  difference  of  in- 
terest between  them,  will  inevitably  be  led 
to  a  cordial  union,  by  accustoming  them 
to  the  social  intercourse  of  business  in  their 
corporate  capacity.  This  is  the  view  which 
you  should  take :  this  is  the  question  you 
should  agitate.  I  thank  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  alluding  to  my  phrase  about 
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to  know  where  he  got  the  extract ;  and  I 
saw  that  neither  in  The  Mirror  of  ParUa^ 
ment  or  The  Times  was  this  phrase  re- 
ported at  all.  But  in  The  Morning  PoU, 
which,  with  the  exception  of  The  Morning 
Chronicle,  gives,  in  my  opinion,  the  most 
accurate  reports,  as  well  as  in  The  Morn- 
ing Herald,  I  was  correctly  reported.  In 
The  Morning  Chronicle  my  words  are  that 
these  bodies  "  would  be  normal  schools  for 
peaceful  agitation."  That  is  what  I  said. 
But  in  my  mind  the  great  value  of  these 
Corporations  is,  that  they  afford  a  vent 
for  peaceable  agitation.  The  waters  of 
political  life  are  like  those  we  consume — 
if  they  are  not  agitated  properly,  and  at 
proper  intervals,  they  become  stagnant, 
and  spread  a  noisome  vapour  over  the 
scene  they  might  otherwise  enliven  and 
enrich.  I  maintain  that  in  every  free 
country,  peaceable  political  agitation,  so 
far  from  injuring,  is  absolutely  necessary 
to  the  continuance  of  that  freedom.  Peaces- 
able  agitation  is,  in  fact,  the  price  which 
wise  men  pay  for  liberty.  But,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  asks,  **  Will  you,  the 
British  House  of  Commons,  encourage  this 
political  agitator?*'  I  ask  the  same  question. 
I  ask  you,  the  Commons  of  England,  will 
you  encourage  this  political  agitator  by 
giving  him  the  most  excellent  arguments 
and  the  most  cogent  motives  for  the  con-> 
tinuance  of  his  agitation.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  asks  again,  will  you  give  to  Ireland 
a  measure  of  Corporate  Reform  similar  to 
that  granted  to  England,  after  having  so 
lately  been  obliged  to  bind  down  that 
country  by  a  Coercion  Bill  ?  What  I  be- 
cause a  Whig  Government  in  a  moment 
of  delusion  and  under  misconception  of 
the  real  state  of  our  country  gave  us  a 
Coercion  Bill,  are  we  not  to  have  the 
abuses  which  have  crept  into  our  Corpo- 
rations remedied  ?  Why,  what  were  the 
circumstances  under  which  that  Coercion 
Bill  was  enacted?  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  a  member  of  the  Government  when 
the  first  Coercion  Bill  was  introduced,  and 
sure  am  I,  that  had  he  and  the  noble  Lord 
near  him  been  then  sitting  on  the  side  of 
the  House  from  which  they  now  speak, 
that  disgraceful  measure  would  never  have 
been  thought  of.  But  what,  I  ask,  was 
the  principal  argument  used  by  the  intro* 
ducers  of  that  Bill  to  gain  over  to  it  the 
assent  of  the  House?  Was  it  not  the 
promise  that  the  just  grievances  of  the 
Irish  people — and  none  more  especially 

thuo  those  ttmiog  from  the  extMiog  aboie 
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of  corporate  aflfairs— should  be  considered, 
and  wilh  all  possible  dispatch  removed  ? 
The  Government,  upon  introducing  the 
Billy  made  terms  with  the  House,  and 
through  the  House  with  the  Irish  people, 
and  one  of  those  being  a  Reform  of  their 
Ck)rporation^  it  was  to  be  now  seen 
whether  those  terms  would  be  kept 
Again,  upon  the  Debate  on  my  Motion 
for  a  Repeal  of  the  Union,  what  was  the 
compromise,  proposed  by  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment 
upon  that  occasion.  Did  he  did  not  dis- 
tinctly promise  that  this  very  question  of 
Corporate  Reform  should  form  the  subject 
of  immediate  and  satisfactory  legislation. 
If,  then,  you  disappointed  the  Irish  people 
in  the  hopes  you  yourself  held  out  to  them 
— ify  after  inducing  them  to  abandon  those 
questions  which  they  deemed  the  best  and 
speediest  remedies  for  their  grievances,  but 
which  to  your  feelings  were  displeasing, 
upon  the  distinct  understanding  that  the 
great  defects  in  their  system  of  government 
should  be  amended  or  removed,  you  now 
turn  round  upon  them  and  say,  we  will 
not  keep  faith  with  you,  and  we  will  not 
fulfil  the  engagements  we  contracted  with 
you — what,  I  ask,  do  you  expect  from 
them  ?  Do  you  hope  that  with  "  bated 
breath  and  whispering  humbleness  *'  they 
will  turn  to  you  and  say,  "  True,  you  spit 
in  my  &ce  on  Saturday,  and  on  Sunday 
you  called  me  a  maniac  and  a  bigot — you 
have  broken  every  promise  with  me,  and 
held  me  at  bay  as  you  would  an  enemy 
and  an  assassin;  —  notwithstanding  all 
this,  however,  you  shall  have  my  good 
love,  my  counsel,  and  my  services,  when- 
ever and  wherever  you  may  desire  them." 
Do  you  look  for  this  patience,  this  lame- 
ness, from  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  If  you 
do  you  will  be  deceived.  We  are  ready 
to  forget  as  we .  have  forgiven  the  cruelty 
of  your  Coercion  Bill,  and  the  tardiness 
with  which  you  have  set  about  remedying 
our  grievances ;  but  in  doing  so  we  require 
that  youremind  us  not  of  our  want  of  a  se- 
parate legislature  by  doing  us  further 
injustice.  But  while  I  am  upon  this  general 
question  of  agitation,  let  me  ask  the  rt.  hon. 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  one  question.  He 
seems  to  think  that  the  plan  contemplated 
by  the  noble  Lord  who  originated  this  dis- 
cussion is  to  withdraw  all  occasion  for  agita- 
tion upon  corporate  matters.  AVhatl  Does 
bethink  that  the  visits  of  the  proposed 
commissions  will  not  give  rise  to  agitation  ? 

D<m  be  wrap  binwelf  up  in  the  deloiioo 


that  the  people  will  tamely  and  quietly 
submit  to  the  arbitration  of  these  commis- 
sions, and  that  there  will,  upon  their  ap- 
pointment, be  an  immediate  cessation  of 
public  meetings  and  political  societies. 
Why,  the  enactment  of  such  a  measure  as 
that  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  the 
consequent  rejection  of  that  introduced  by 
the  Government,  will,  on  the  moment,  start 
up  political,  and  revive  Orange  and  Green 
associations  without  number.  Agitation 
shops  would  then  become  necessary,  and 
Ireland,  feeling  that  its  voice  is  but  faintly 
heard  in  the  council  of  the  nation,  will  take 
means,  such  as  it  has  not  hitherto  contem- 
plated, to  have  its  claims  heard.  Depend 
upon  it,  by  the  rejection  or  alteration  of 
the  Bill,  as  it  stands,  you  will  not  diminish 
agitation  in  Ireland.  Far  from  it,  you  will 
encourage  agitation  by  increasing  the  occa- 
sion for  it ;  and  though  it  may  not  present 
itself  to  your  eyes  in  the  same  shape  it  now 
assumes,  rely  upon  it  it  will  do  so  in  an- 
other and  a  worse  one.  Come,  then,  I 
entreat  you  to  your  only  alternative.  Come, 
then,  to  the  peaceable  agitation  of  these 
normal  schools.  Come,  then,  and  joining 
in  harmony  and  unity  of  purpose  with  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  at  least  do  an  act  of 
common  justice  towards  neglected  and 
injured  Ireland.  I  have  trespassed  now  a 
good  deal  upon  the  patience  of  the  House, 
and  my  excuse  must  be,  that  I  have  been 
called  upon  to  do  so  by  my  country.  I 
will,  however,  have  so  much  respect  for 
the  indulgence  with  which  you  have 
treated  roe,  as  not  to  refer  to  many  of 
the  topics  introduced  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  but  which  have,  in  reality,  little 
or  no  reference  to  the  question  at  issue.  I 
will  not  refer  to  the  notable  discoveries, 
so  trumpeted  from  the  other  side,  of  Lord 
Grey's  doing  this,  and  Lord  Grey's  doing 
that,  or  Lord  Grey's  deprecating  such  and 
such  conduct.  What,  I  ask,  have  these 
matters  to  do  with  the  question  at  issue  ? 
Oh,  are  ye  statesmen  who  introduce  such 
topics  as  these  upon  a  discussion,  as  to 
whether  Ireland  shall  have  such  a  measure 
of  Corporate  Reform  as  justice  and  good 
faith  entitles  her  to  ?  The  real  question  at 
issue  is,  shall  Ireland  be  tranquillized,  and 
by  having  dealt  out  equal  justice  and  simi* 
lar  laws  with  England,  consider  herself  a 
portion  of  the  British  Empire?  Thia  is 
the  question,  and,  for  God's  sake,  seek  not 
to  swamp  it,  by  reference  to  matters  and 
statements,  and  discussions  which  are  not 
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its  deliberate  and  becoming  decision.  I 
stand  here  before  you  the  authorised  re* 
presentathre  of  three  provinces  of  Ireland^ 
and  in  that  capacity  I  telL  you  that  1  fling 
aside  for  ever  the  question  of  repeal,  and 
that  I  will  join  with  you,  heart  and  hand, 
if  you  will  join  with  me  in  pacifying  Ire- 
land in  the  only  way  you  will— you  can-r 
you  ought,  to  attempt  her  pacification. 
These  are  my  terms  ?  Will  you  or  not  as- 
sent to  them?  Perpetual  Union— perpe- 
tual combination,  and  the  perpetual  bond 
of  equal  privileges  and  equal  right.  Deny 
us  these  terms,  and  let  me  tell  you,  your 
Union  with  Ireland  will,  with  one  eifort,  be 
rent  asunder  for  ever. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  although  he  was 
well  acquainted  with  the  power  and  influ- 
ence which  were  exercised  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  in  that  part  of  the  empire  with 
which  he  had  most  immediate  connexion, 
he  could  not  but  hesitate  on  the  simple 
assurance  now  given,  authorised,  though 
it  was  stated  to  be,  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, to  enter  into  a  compact  with  him  as 
their  plenipotentiary,  before  some  security 
was  given  for  the  due  performance  of  the 
conditions,  and  before  even  it  was  shown 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was,  as 
he  represented  himself,  really  invested 
with  the  full  power  to  make  it*  *'  Author- 
ised by  the  p^ple  of  Ireland,  I  come  here," 
exclaimed  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man in  his  most  grandiloquent,  but  cer- 
taioiy  not  very  argumentative  speech, 
**  I  come  here,  authorised  by  the  people  of 
Ireland,  to  tell  you,  the  British  House 
of  Ck)mmon8,  that  we  are  willing  to  forget 
past  injuries,  and  to  concert  with  you  the 
conditions  of  future  unity  ;  but  if  our  con- 
ditions are  not  acceded  to,  I  am  then  in- 
atnicted  to  tell  you  that  again  the  banner 
of  Repeal  shall  float  upon  the  breeze  until 
victory  shall  crown  it  with  the  laurels  of 
triumph.''  Such  in  terms  had  been  the 
threat  of  Ireland's  authorised  plenipoten- 
tiary—such in  terms  was  the  alternative 
which,  in  his  capacity  of  authorised  re- 
presentative of  Irish  agitation,  the  hon.  and 
Mamed  Member  proposed.  And  where,  he 
begged  to  ask,  was  this  boasted  autho- 
risation given  ?  At  a  dinner  in  Tnam— -a 
•upper  in  the  King's  County— •  or  at  a 
meeting  held  in  a  room  in  Dublin  ?  And 
was  the  House  of  Commons  to  be  gravely 
told  that  on  these  specific  occasions  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  given  their  plenipo- 
ttatmvyt&ob  ao  authority  to  act  for  them 


as  they  could,  with  either  dignity  or  pro«- 
priety  entertain.  Why,  even  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  needed  an  authority  to 
act  for  a  large  portion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  no  authority  could  be  communi- 
cated to  him  in  such  a  manner.  He 
(Lord  Stanley)  doubted  not  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  a  high 
authority  with  reference  to  the  senttmenCs 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish  people-*he 
doubted  not  tliat  he  had  great  influencu 
with  them,  and  that  it  was  most  probable 
whatever  course  he  might  reeommeod  to 
their  adoption  upon  any  question  connects 
ed  with  their  mterests,  they  would  be 
likely  to  follow  up ;  but  notwithstandioy 
this,  before  he  dame  to  terms  with  him,  he 
must  know  /distinctly  what  those  terms 
were  likely  to  be,  and  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  security  he  was  prepared  to  offer 
for  due  performance.  This  information  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not,  ie 
his  opinion,  as  yet  communicated  to  the 
House.  It  seemed  to  him,  indeed,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  caa* 
tiously  avoided  going  very  deeply  into  this 
question.  Numerous,  without  doubt,  were 
the  topics  to  which  he  had  adverted,  end 
powerful  had  been  the  language  which 
upon  this  occasion,  as  upon  all  others,  he 
employed  in  discussing  those  topics,  bet 
witn  an  extreme  of  caution  he  had  confined 
himself  to  a  simple  declaration  of  the  reso* 
lution  to  which  be  and  those  he  represented 
had  come — that  resolution  being  expressed 
in  the  words  ''  we  must  have  equal  justice, 
or  we  will  have  nothing  atalL"  There 
was  to  be  no  ''base  compromise."  No 
single  point  was  to  be  flinched  from,  and 
no  matter  how  or  by  what  means  brought 
about,  there  was  to  be  a  perfect,  entire, 
uniform  equalisation  of  condition  and  laws 
between  the  two  countries,  without  even  a 
reference  to  their  totally  dissimilar  poai. 
tions  and  entirely  varied  circumstancea* 
"  Equal  justice  we  will  have,"  mildly  ex* 
I  claimed  the  hon.  and  learned  Member^ 
**  or  else  repeal."  Now  he  begged  to  ask 
who  was  to  define  for  that  House  what 
in  Ireland  was  meant  by  the  words  *^  equal 
justice  ?"  Were  they,  upon  any  question-^ 
no  matter  what  its  nature— to  take  the 
word  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  on 
this  point  ?  Were  they,  he  asked,  to  apply 
to  the  term  ''  equal  justice"  such  roeanmg 
as,  in  the  spirit  of  the  moment,  or  on  the 
impulse  of  the  moment,  or  for  the  politicnl 
purpose  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
mig^  choose  to  attach  to  iu    It  was  not 
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so  many  yeairs  since  Catholic  Emanclpa- 
tioQ  was  designated  by  the  party  whicfa 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  so  peculi- 
arly represented  as  the  all  in  all  of  equal 
justice.  Upon  the  passing  of  that  measure 
it  was  stated  that  no  more  demands  were 
to  be  made,  that  a  perfect  equality  was 
then  obtained,  and  that  Ireland  had  no 
furtbef  ground  for  complaint  Had  such 
prored  the  case  ?  Alas !  £ir  from  it.  They 
were  now  told  that  Ireland  was  labouring 
under  a  stigma,  and  that  it  would  even 
consider  itself  under  disgrace,  unless  the 
same  laws  which  were  passed  for  England 
were  passed  for  Ireland.  The  same  laws  ? 
»-did  the  words  **  equal  justice*'  mean  the 
same  laws,  or  did  they  not  mean  the  same 
laws?  In  the  counsiie  of  the  discussion 
several  hon.  Members  had  stated  that  they 
would  not  be  satisfied  until  they  obtained 
full  justice  for  Ireland.  The  people  of 
Ireland  said  so,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin,  the  authorized  repre- 
sentative of  that  people,  or  a  majority  of 
them,  said  so,  and  therefore  it  must  be 
done.  To  this  he  replied,  **  So  should 
the  House  of  Commons  say,  so  would 
he  say."  He  (Lord  Stanley),  as  a  Mem- 
ber oif  that  House,  now  proclaimed  that 
he  would  never  be  satisfied  until  equal 
justice  was  established  in  Ireland.  He 
would  not  be  satisfied  until  he  saw  every 
roan  of  every  sect,  of  every  profession,  of 
every  station  in  life,  however  humble  or 
exalted,  brought  under  the  control  and  do- 
mination, but  at  the  same  time  under  the 
protection,  of  one  and  the  same  law.  He 
would  not  be  satisfied  until  he  saw  in  Ire- 
land life  secured  against  vindictiveness, 
barbarities  restrained,  and  the  laws  carried 
into  effect  for  the  protection  of  the  people 
at  large.  This  was  his  demand  of  equal 
jnadce  for  Ireland;  and  in  asking  it, 
allowing  that  he  was  bound  to  look  care- 
fully into  whatever  act  tended  to  procure 
it,  he  should  consider  it  his  duty  to  take 
into  consideration  how  far  the  peculiar  con- 
dition of  that  country,  and  the  circum- 
stances in  which  he  Uien  found  it,  rendered 
the  specific  measures  to  be  introduced 
expedient  and  desirable.  If  they  were  not 
to  be  guided  in  their  decisions  by  consi- 
demtiottsof  the  peculiar  condition  in  which 
that  country  was  found)  why,  he  asked, 
were  they  to  spend  their  time,  day  after 
day,  and  week  after  week,  in  idle  discus- 
sions upon  the  several  Irish  measures 
brought  before  them.  If  they  were,  is  the 
lagialalion  for  that  ooontry  to  be  guided 


solely  by  the  principle  that  a  law  which  was 
good  for  England  was  equally  so  for  Ire-* 
land?  If,  considering  no  circumstances, 
locking  to  no  political  experience,  regard* 
ing  no  result  of  observation,  putting  out  of 
view  all  the  promptings  of  sagacity  for  the 
divination  of  the  future,  and  shotting  their 
eyes  upon  all  knowledge  of  the  present, 
they  were  blindly  to  legislate  for  Ireland 
solely  because  they  had  legislated  for  Engw 
land  ?  What,  he  asked,  was  the  object 
of  having  different  Bills  for  the  two  coun* 
tries — and  why  was  it  not  so  arranged  that 
by  a  single  clause  each  Bill  passed  for  the 
one  country  might  be  extended  to  the 
other?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last  seemed  to  be  much  disap- 
pointed that  no  one  had  stood  up  to  defend 
the  exclusive  system  of  the  old  Corporations 
of  Ireland.  He  for  one  had  never  defended 
them,  and  he  was  not  then  about  to  doso- 
He  admitted  that  they  were  bad  in  principle 
— «that  they  were  not  adapted  to  the  spirit 
of  the  day*— and  that  they  were  altogether 
inconsistent  with  the  present  state  of  so- 
ciety. He  admitted  this — ^nay  more,  he 
claimed  that  they  were  so,  because  upon 
the  admission  of  that  fact  was  entirely 
founded  the  measure  of  which  he  was  the 
advocate.  While,  however,  making  this 
admission,  he  contended,  that  while  about 
to  pull  down  that  which  was  unsuited  to  the 
{present  state  of  the  country,  they  were 
bound  to  look  to  the  substitute  which  it 
was  proposed  to  call  into  existence,  and 
that  they  should  consider  more  whether  the 
measure  proposed  was  expedient  and  ne- 
cessary for  Ireland,  and  not  merely  the 
fact  that  it  had  been  enacted  for  England. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
had  contended  that  the  most  advisable  plan 
would  be  to  sweep  away  Corporations  at 
once  and  for  ever.  AVhy  so  it  was  contem- 
plated by  the  proposition  which  he  sup- 
ported; while  by  that  proposed  by  Go- 
vernment, mayors,  recorders,  sheriffs,  town- 
clerks,  mace-bearers,  purse-bearers,  and 
the  whole  paraphernalia  of  Corporations 
were  continued,  and  even  extenaedt  and 
that  in  a  manner  which,  he  was  ready  to 
prove,  would  be  a  curse  to  the  several 
boroughs,  and  at  the  same  time  most  dan- 
gerous to  the  peace  of  the  empire  at  large. 
In  the  observations  he  was  about  to  offer 
to  the  House,  he  should  endeavour  to 
establish  these  two  facts — first',  that  for  all 
the  main  points  to  which  the  Bill  extends, 
Corporations  were  in  all  towns  in  Ireland 
nnnecesaary;  and  secondly,  thai  a*  legnnl* 
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^d  a,  majority  of  these  points,  they  were 
not  only  unnecessary,  but  mischievous. 
Before  proceeding,  however,  to  the  consi- 
deration of  these  topics,  he  desired  to  say 
one  word  with  reference  to  the  argument  of 
those  Gentlemen  who  did  not  ask  that  a  Bill 

{precisely  the  same  as  that  passed  for  £ng- 
and  should  be  extended  to  Ireland,  but 
who,  nevertheless,  contended  for  the  adop- 
tion of  one  and  the  same  principle  in  the 
two  measures.  In  the  first  place  he  had  to 
observe,  that  the  expression  '<  adoption  of 
one  and  the  same  principle,''  was  a  some- 
what vague  one,  especially  when  addressed 
to  the  House  by  those  who  were  the  advo- 
cates for  an  identity  of  interests  between 
the  two  countries.  What  was  meant  by 
this  principle  alluded  to  ?  Was  it  that  of 
popular  control  ?  The  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  cheered  him 
— might  he  ask  what  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman meant  by  the  principle  of  popular 
control?  Did  he  mean  the  giving  to  a 
certain  class  the  power  of  making  the  laws, 
or  the  power  of  appointing  those  who 
should  be  qualified  to  make  the  laws,  or 
the  power  of  executing  the  laws,  or  the 
power  of  control  over  their  administration 
through  the  medium  of  publicity?  All 
these  four  attributes,  namely,  of  absolute 
legislation,  the  appointment  of  legislators, 
the  power  of  superintendence,  and  veto  and 
publicity  to  all,  were  but  the  modifications 
of  that  which  was  designated  popular  con- 
trol. Now,  supposing  they  omitted  one  of 
these  attributes  in  the  Irish  Bill,  and  ano- 
ther in  the  English,  could  they  say  they 
were  acting  strictly  upon  the  same  principle 
in  both  the  Bills?  Would  they  not  be 
still  leaving  an  opening  for  those  who  con- 
tended that  the  same  laws  ought  to  be 
passed  for  the  two  countries.  He  would 
endeavour  to  explain  himself  more  clearly. 
Again  he  asked,  what  was  meant  by  po- 
pular control  ?  Those  who  contended  for 
a  similarity  of  measures  for  the  two  coun- 
tries, told  him  that  they  wanted  the  prin- 
ciple of  popular  control  introduced  into  the 
Irish  Corporations.  Now  what  did  they 
mean  by  the  term  ?  Popular  control  might 
be  the  control  of  50/.  householders,  or  of 
20/.  householders,  or  of  10/.  householders, 
or  of  51.  householders — in  short,  the  con- 
trol of  any  set  of  individuals  in  the  king- 
dom. The  control  of  any  of  those  classes 
would,  strictly  speaking,  be  popular  con- 
trol; and  yet  upon  their  difference  de- 
pended not  merely  a  detail,  but  the  very 
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Why  could  it  be  contended  that  the  10/. 
franchise  was  a  mere  detail  of  the  Reform 
Bill  ?  Was  it  not  the  very  base  and  essence 
of  the  measure  ?  Well  then,  it  being  ad- 
mitted that  the  differences  of  the  qualifica- 
tion over  which  the  term  popular  control 
might  be  made  to  extend  were  several, 
was  it  not  necessary,  in  order  to  bring 
England  and  Ireland  under  a  similar- 
ity of  circumstances,  that  they  should 
adopt  an  identity  of  qualification. — 
[''  No,  no "]  He  almost  despaired  of 
making  his  argument  intelligible  to  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  cried  "  No ; "  but, 
nevertheless,  he  would  try.  When  the 
English  Municipal  Reform  Bill  was  under 
consideration,  would  it  not  have  beea 
considered  to  make  a  material  alteratioa 
in  the  whole  character  of  the  measure,  if, 
instead  of  fixing  the  amount  of  qualifica- 
tion at  10/.  a  year,  it  had  been  fixed  at 
50/.  or  20/.  ?  Certainly,  it  would  have 
been  so  considered.  When,  therefore,  they 
were  told  that  they  were  to  apply  the  same 
principle  to  the  Irish  as  they  had  adopted 
in  the  English  Bill,  was  it  not  evident 
they  failed  in  doing  so,  unless  they  named 
the  qualification  of  10/.  householders. 
Again,  what  were  the  qualifications  as  to 
residence,  &c.  in  the  English  Bill.  Per- 
manence of  residence,  and  a  permaoent 
payment  of  rates  for  three  years,  were 
made  essential.  Were  these  qualifications 
required  in  the  Irish  Bill  ?  Neither  one 
or  the  other  of  them,  but  a  six  months* 
residence,  with  a  5L  qualification,  and 
without  any  payment  of  rates,  was  all  that 
was  required ;  and  that,  they  were  told, 
was,  as  regarded  Ireland,  an  identity  of 
legislation  with  the  10/.  qualification,  with 
permanent  residence  and  payment  of  rates* 
of  the  English  Bill.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  in  the  last  Session  introduced 
the  Ministerial  plan  of  Irish  Municipal 
Reform  to  the  House,  had  endeavoured 
in  his  statement  to  apologise  for  this  dis- 
crepancy ;  his  argument  being,  that  in  the 
vast  majority  of  the  towns  of  Ireland,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  fiiid  a  10/.  con- 
stituency for  the  new  Corporations.  Now 
if  that  was  the  case,  his  argument  in  reply 
was,  that  where  a  10/.  constituency  could 
not  be  had,  there  was  no  claim,  no  need, 
or  indeed  use  for  a  corporation.  Surely  it 
could  not  be  said  that  the  wealthy  town 
of  Londonderry,  containing  a  population 
of  19,900  souls,  could  not  find  a  most 
numerous  10/.  constituency.  Then,  he 
maiotainedy  it  was  not  necessary  to  go  lo 
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low  as  a  SL  franchise.  It  would  be  said, 
doubtless,  that  if  there  was  anything  in 
his  argument  for  withholding  Corporations 
altogether,  it  only  applied  to  the  small 
towns,  and  could  not  apply  to  such  places 
as  Belfast,  Dublin,  or  Cork.  But  he 
(Lord  Stanley)  would  inquire,  in  reply, 
how  was  it  that  Westminster,  Sheffield, 
Leeds,  Manchester,  and  many  other  great 
towns  in  England  were  not  alone  without 
a  Corporation  from  their  foundation  to  the 
present  day,  but  had  actually  never  ex- 
pressed a  wish  to  have  one  ?  He  was  yet 
to  learn,  and  he  should  hear  it  with 
surprise,  that  these  important  towns,  or 
the  metropolitan  boroughs,  had  petitioned 
Parliament  for  the  blessings  of  a  municipal 
Corporation.  In  depriving  the  large  towns 
of  Ireland  of  councils  the  House  would 
not  be  depriving  them  of  a  governing  body. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Belfast — whose 
speech,  notwithstanding  the  attack  and  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin,  was  such  that  he  had  no  oc- 
casion to  be  ashamed  of  its  matter  or 
manner — the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast 
had  shown  in  the  latter  part  of  that  speech, 
by  an  extract  from  the  report  of  the  Irish 
Municipal  Corporation  Commissioners, that 
in  the  article  of  local  government  these 
towns  could  never  be  at  a  loss ;  inasmuch 
as  it  was  carried  on  in  the  principal  points 
tinder  discussion  without  any  reference  to 
the  existing  Corporations.  What  were  the 
principal  objects  for  which  Corporations 
were  required?  Paving  and  lighting  were 
among  the  foremost.  In  regard  to  these 
the  statute  of  the  9th  of  King  George  4th 
was  in  operation  in  Ireland  ever  since  its 
enactment ;  and  it  was  optional  with  any 
towns  which  felt  so  inclined  to  adopt  it,  and 
apply  its  provisions  ?  How  many  towns  had 
done  so  ?  Youghal,  Derry,  Dundalk,  Long- 
ford, Armagh,  and  three  others.  About 
eight  towns  in  all,  in  Ireland,  had  adopted 
the  Act.  In  seven  others  of  equal  size  and 
population  the  question  was  put  to  the  5L 
householders,  whether  they  would  have  the 
benefits  of  it,  and  they  all  refused,  on  the 
plea  that  it  would  saddle  them  with  too 
great  expenses,  and  impose  Corporations 
upon  them.  Was  the  Bill  before  the 
House  likely  to  be  a  boon  to  those  towns  ? 
Cork,  Limerick,  Londonderry,  Belfast,  and 
Waterford,  had  local  Acts  of  their  own  for 
lighting  and  paving,  with  which  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  would  not  interfere  ?  and 
in  each  of  these  cities  the  Corporations 
were  excluded  from  all  participation  in 


them.  There  were  also  in  Dublin,  Cork^ 
Londonderry,  Limerick,  and  Drogheda, 
Ballast  Boards  and  Boards  of  Harbour 
Commissioners  to  attend  to  the  subjects 
comprised  in  their  respective  names ;  and 
the  members  of  these  Boards  being  se- 
lected from  individuals  having  no  interest 
in  the  matters  which  they  were  constttn. 
ted  to  take  charge  of,  generally  gave  great 
satisfaction  to  the  inhabitants.  In  London- 
derry, it  was  true,  the  Harbour  Commis- 
sioners had  been  complained  of,  as  men 
having  no  interest  in  the  shipping  of  the 
port?  but  would  the  Bill  before  the  House 
supply  any  thing  to  remedy  the  defect  ? 
Was  there  any  part  of  its  machinery 
which  could  be  converted  to  that  purpose  ? 
Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  were 
anxious  for  an  identity  of  the  Bill  before 
the  House  with  the  Bill  for  the  reform  of 
Municipal  Corporations  in  England.  He 
would  beg  to  call  their  attention  to  a 
striking  dissimilarity  in  it  as  it  stood.  In 
the  English  Bill  the  Boards  constituted 
under  the  9th  of  George  4th.  had  the 
power  of  resigning  or  transferring  their 
functions  to  the  town-council  and  the 
town-councils  had  a  power  of  receiving  and 
exercising  them.  In  the  Bill  before  the 
House  there  were  some  clauses  (51, 52, 66, 
67,  and  82)  to  a  like  eflPect;  but  there  was 
also  a  discrepancy  to  which  he  begged  to 
direct  the  views  of  hon. /Members  opposite. 
Clause  51  required  the  accounts  of  the 
Harbour,  Ballast,  and  Wide  Street  Com- 
missioners to  be  laid  open  to  the  inspec- 
tion of  the  town-council.  Clause  52  com- 
pelled the  officers  to  account  to  the  coun- 
cil, and  give  the  latter  a  summary  remedy 
in  case  of  non-compliance.  Clause  ^h 
empowered  the  councils  to  act  as  visitors 
and  trustees.  He  would  not  weary  the 
House  with  an  enumeration  of  the  con- 
tents of  the  several  clauses,  but  he  would 
come  at  once  to  the  important  one.  By 
Clause  66  the  council  might  assume  the 
power  of  the  Commissioners  under  the  9th 
of  Geo.  4th.,  cap.  82.  The  English  Bill 
gave  the  same  power,  in  the  same  terms, 
but  there  was  an  addition  to  the  Bill  before 
the  House  which  that  measure  had  not. 
In  the  marginal  note  the  words  et  cetera 
were  added,  thus  giving  the  councils  to  be 
created  by  it  full  and  exclusive  power  over 
all  Boards  and  other  bodies  connected  with 
the  local  administration  of  the  borough, 
or  any  part  of  it.  In  England  it  was  op- 
tional with  these  Boards  to  surrender  their 
power  and  transfer  their  functions  to  the 
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of   dissatisfaction.     In  another  case,    a 
noble  Lord — he  would  mention  his  name — 
the  Earl  of  Egremont,  had  a  property  in 
tolls  in   the  town  of  Ennis,  which  tolls, 
according  to   the  charter  by  which  the 
noble  Earl  held  them,  were  only  to  be 
collected  on  a  Tuesday.     By  the  9lh  Oeo. 
4th,  the  noble  Earl  was  deprived  of  the 
power  of  collecting  them  on  that  day. 
"What  was  done  ?     In  the  month  of  Febru- 
ary, 1835,  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  opposite  was  Prime  Minister, 
and  when  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Oifi- 
cer  was  Secretary  for  Ireland,  there  was  a 
new  grant  made  to  the  Earl  of  Egremont, 
by  which  he  was  enabled  to  collect  the  tolls 
on  every  day  in  the  week.     If,  therefore, 
ISO  strong  a  feeling  now  existed  amongst 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  for  the  application 
of  tolls  in  Ireland,  he  certainly  could  not 
help  remarking  that  it  must  be  a  feeling 
of   recent    growth,    seeing  that  it  could 
have  had  no  existence  in  February,  1835. 
Comparing  the  two  measures,  therefore — 
the  measure  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
•Friend  (the  Attorney-General  for  Ireland), 
and  the  measure  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord    opposite    (Lord   F.    Egerton) — he 
begged  to  ask  the  House  what  possible 
ground  there  was  for  preferring  the  rash 
and   rapid   measure   of  total  destruction 
reconmiended  by  the  latter  ?  With  regard 
to  the  administration  of  justice,  there  was 
scarcely   a   difference  between   the   plan 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  that  pro- 
posed  by    the    Government;    but   upon 
other  points  he  conceived  there  were  very 
material  differences.     With  regard  to  cor- 
porate property,  he  conceived  the  proposal 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  to  be  of  a  highly 
dangerous   description.     With  respect  to 
the  paving  and  watching,  he  thought  it 
better  to  allow  it  to  continue  a  municipal 
charge,  to  be  left  at  the  discretion  of  the 
inhabitants,  to  be  acted  on  according   to 
their  several  wants  and   local   interests. 
When  he  looked  back  to  the  professions  of 
hon.  Gentlemen   opposite   last    year,    in 
accordance  with  the  declarations  made  in 
another  place  during  the  conference  on 
the   English   Corporation  Bill,  -**  That  it 
was  advisable  to  have  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions for  the  preservation  or   peace  and 
good  order  in  communities  and  towns,"  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  amend- 
ment before  them  was  a  clumsy  and  com- 
mon expedient  for  effecting  the  purpose  of 
their   parly.      Its  character,  rash,    revo- 


lutionary,  and    destructive,  presented  a 
strange  anomaly  with  those  usually  pro- 
posed by  them,  and  afifotded  no  proper 
clue  to  the  real  principle  contained  in  it. 
They  had  had  but  a  faint  outline  of  that 
principle  afforded  them  in  the  speech  of 
the  Noble  Lord  who  introduced  the  mea- 
sure ;    but    it   was  laid  down   fully  and 
broadly  in  that;  of  the  noble  Lord   who 
spoke  last,  that  the  reason  why  we  might 
establish  municipal  corporations  in  Eng- 
land yet  not  in.  Ireland  was,  that  here  the 
majority  of  the  people  are  Protestants  and 
that  there  they  are  Roman  Catholics.     He 
would  ask  for  what  other  purpose  than  to 
illustrate  this  exclusive  principle  more  fully 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cumberland  read  the  quotation    bearing 
on  the  question  of  Protestant  privileges  ? 
He    recollected,   that  when   the    Roman 
Catholic  Relief  Bill  was  going  through  the 
Upper  House,  some  noble  Lord  inquired, 
whether  it  was  meant  to  admit  Catholics 
to  the  high  and  honourable  offices  of  Prime 
Minister,  Secretary  of  State,  and  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control ;  and  that  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  replied,  that  it  was 
not  intended  any   longer  to  make  any 
invidious  distinctions    between   the   two 
religions,  but  to  leave  every  legal,  civil, 
and  military  office  and  emolument  under 
the  Constitution  open  to  Catholic  as  well 
as  to  Protestant.     And  now  it  was  said, 
notwithstandins:  the  Duke  of  Wellingrton's 
liberal  construction  of  their  capability  to 
attain  the  highest  dignities,  that  they  are 
not  fit  to  become  aldermen,  sheriffs,  and 
common-councilmen.     But  it  was  alleged 
against   the   Catholics    of  Ireland,    that 
Father  Kehoe  had  declared  that  "  the 
Catholic  religion  would  triumph  at  last, 
and  the  Protestant  ultimately  fall.**    Now, 
supposing  this  true  of  Father   Kehoe — 
although  the  reports  of  his  speech  varied 
very  much — what  did  it  amount  to  against 
the  other  Catholics  of  Ireland  ?     It  was 
undoubtedly  harsh  language,  but  nothing 
new  to  claim  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Mr.  O'Connell,  Dr.  Drurogoole,  and  the 
orators  of  the  Catholic  Association,  had 
used  much  the  same  while  the  Relief  Bill 
was  in  agitation;  and  it  was  then  said,  as 
now,  "  O,  will  you  ^jrant  Emancipation  to 
these  men?**     Yet  did  such  considerations 
ever  stop  Lord  Grey  or  Fox — he  begged 
pardon.     Fox  was  before  that   time — or 
any  i)f  the  "jreal  promoters  of  the  Catholic 
Relief  Bill  ?     No.     They  urged  the  ques- 
tion on  its  merits,  independent  of  inci* 
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dental  considerations,  well  knowing  that 
when  a  people  are  excited  inflammatory 
expressions  will  break  from  them,  and 
that  the  best  way  of  stopping  it  is  by 
cutting  away  the  just  grounds  of  com- 
plaint, when  the  bad  language  would 
cease,  as  a  matter  of  course.  And  he 
would  ask,  why  not  adopt  the  same  liberal 
and  consistent  course  of  legislation  now  ? 
We  had  adopted  it  in  the  one  case,  and 
why  not  in  the  other  ?  Would  it  be  se- 
riously said,  that  Catholics  ought  to  be 
excluded  from  all  participation  in  Munici- 
pal Corporations  as  tainted  with  treason 
and  rebellion  ?  Would  they  offer  such  a 
justification  to  the  wealthy  and  respectable 
Catholic  inhabitants  of  Cork,  Kilkenny, 
Limerick,  and  that  stronghold  of  Protest- 
antism, Londonderry  ?  Would  they  oblige 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  to  feel  and  to 
exclaim — "  You  do  not  confide  in  us  as 
good  subjects  notwithstanding  you  have 
passed  the  Relief  Bill?"  Then,  indeed, 
that  Act  would  become  a  dead  letter,  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  formerly  pre- 
dicted in  a  similar  position  of  the  argu- 
ment. He  was  for  carrying  the  principle 
of  equality  without  regard  to  sectarian 
differences  in  all  esses  as  they  arose,  fn 
this  spirit  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  rebuke 
which  his  noble  Friend  gave  to  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  questioned  him  on  the 
religion  of  the  individual  who  had  received 
legal  appointments  in  Ireland  lately.  It 
was  the  business  of  Government  to  make 
no  distinction  of  the  kind,  and  they  would 
persevere  in  the  exercise  of  impartial  justice 
in  all  such  cases,  unmoved  by  the  advice 
or  "  the  instruction  "  they  had  received — 
in  the  poetical  language  in  which  they 
were  reminded  that  they  were  the  slaves 
and  tools  of  he  knew  not  what,  besides  a 
particular  party  in  Ireland.  He  knew, 
indeed,  that  the  quotation  of  his  noble 
Friend  had  no  relation  to  the  conduct  of 
Ministers  on  the  measure  before  the  House. 
With  respect  to  their  policy  on  the  subject 
of  the  present  Catholic  claims,  he  thought 
it  still  the  best  policy  to  conciliate.  It  had 
been  said,  by  way  of  taunt  and  provocation 
to  retrace  his  steps,  that  Mr.  O'Connell 
exercised  the  governing  power  in  Ireland ; 
but  what  was  that  to  him  so  long  as  he 
approved  the  exercise  ?  He  would  be  but 
a  bad  politician  if  he  allowed  himself  to  be 
turned  from  a  good  course  by  the  imputa- 
tion of  having  roccived  powerful  assis- 
tance by  the  way.  lie  cared  little  for 
obloquy  as  long  as  he  believed  the  mea- 


sures he  adopted  were  good,  and  he  would 
be  ready  to  bear  all  the  abuse  and  vitupe- 
ration that  could  be  heaped  on  him  if  he 
could  effectively  do  away  with  the  evils 
and  anomalies  that  embarrassed  the  con- 
dition of  the  municipalities  of  Ireland. 
He  believed  much  that  was  uttered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  was  perfectly 
true,  and  especially,  that  if  just  and  equal 
laws  were  instituted  for  the  people  of 
Ireland,  there  never  would  be  any  occa- 
sion to  dread  a  separation  between  the 
two  countries,  but  that  both  would  remain 
firmly  united  in  the  cause  of  liberty,  and 
might  hope  to  enjoy  a  degree  of  prosperity 
uninterrupted  by  rankling  feelings  of  jea- 
lousy or  a  sectarian  spirit  of  discord.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  conjure  them  to 
trust  to  the  principles  of  liberality  and 
justice  in  theirdealings  with  their  Catholic 
fellow-subjects,  and  not  to  distrust  the 
ability  of  their  own  professors  to  maintain 
the  principles  they  taught,  without  the  aid 
of  social  injustice.  If,  on  the  contrary, 
they  neglected  his  counsels,  and  sought  to 
perpetuate  an  ungenerous  mastery  by 
force  and  violence,  he  warned  them  that 
they  would  only  arrive  through  a  long  and 
painful  course  of  enmity  and  strife  at  a 
separation — a  national  calamity  of  the 
greatest  magnitude  to  both  countries, 
which,  by  the  adoption  of  a  course  of  wise 
and  generous  policy  iu  the  present  season- 
able opportuhity,  they  might  for  ever 
avert. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  rose  and  said — Before 
I  address  myself  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down,  I  beg  to  be 
permitted  to  offer  some  remarks  in  reply 
to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  city  of  Dublin,  who  left 
the  House  on  the  conclusion  of  his  speech, 
and  has  just  now  returned.  And  I  would 
beg  leave  to  assure  the  House  that  I  have 
no  wish  to  provoke  a  contest  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  the  course 
I  shall  pursue.  I  can  promise  the  House 
that  I  shall  not  be  tempted  to  indulge  in 
any  of  that  offensive  vituperation  which  in 
his  attacks  upon  me  (even  while  absent) 
the  hon.  Member  has  so  liberally  meted 
out.  I  never  felt  annoyed  at  these  dis- 
plays, and,  thereforcj  have  really  no  suffi- 
cient provocation  to  retaliate.  He  has 
said  to-night  that  I  misrepresented  a 
speech  of  his  (on  the  last  ni^^ht  I  had  an 
opportunity  of  addressing  the  House  on 
this  subject)  in  my  quotation  of  a  parti- 
cular passage  which  I  then  read,  and 
E2 


103  Municipal  Reform  {COMMONS}     (Ireland)^Adj.  Debate.     104 


which  he  said  I  had  copied  from  a  news- 
paper  unfriendly   to   him.      I  explained 
that  I  had  taken  it  from  the  Mirror  of 
Parliament,     The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman denied  it,  and  insisted  that  it  was 
taken  from  a  hostile  newspaper.     In  that 
respect,   however,  he  was  wrong,  and  I 
shall  prove  it  by  reading  to  the  House  the 
exact  words  (the  ipsissima  verba)  from  the 
copy  of  the   Mirror  now  before  me.     I 
had  mislaid  the  extract  I  had  made  at  the 
time,   and,    having   found    it,    will    now 
trouble  the  House  to  permit  me  to  read  it 
again.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  read  as 
follows  from  the  Mirror: — **  England  has 
received  an  instalment  of  Corporate  Re- 
form, and  well  she  has  availed  herself  of 
it  already.     The  sword  is  fastened  in  your 
vitals,  and  you  feel  it  festering  there.    You 
regret  the  triumphs  the  Reformers  have 
gained  in  the  municipal  councils.     You 
know  that  there  is  not  one  of  these  coun- 
cils that  will  not  be  converted  into  a  nor- 
mal  school   for  teaching  the  science  of 
political  agitation."    The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  charged  me  [the  right  hon.  Baronet 
continued]     and    others,    including    my 
right  hon.  Colleague,  the  late  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  with  having  been  guilty  of  the 
commission  of  a  deliberate  insult  to  Ire- 
land.    1,  Sir,  feel  this  taunt  the  less,  and 
have  this  for  my  consolation,   that  there 
has  not  been  a  single  man  of  any  party 
connected  with  the  affairs  of  Ireland  since 
the  period  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  first 
took  an  active  part  in  the  politics  of  that 
country  who  has  not  earned  for  himself 
similar  vituperation,  and  been  called  the 
enemy  of  Ireland.     We  have  one  and  all 
been  called  the  enemies  of  Ireland.     The 
lion,  and  learned  Member  has  charged  me, 
in  common  with  every  other  individual 
who  has  ever  filled   the  office  of  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  with  having  offered 
an    intentional    insult    to    his    country. 
Against  such  a  charge  I  do  not  deem  it 
necessary  to  say  one  word,  as  the  same 
accusation   from   the  same  quarter,   has 
been  levelled  at  every  man  who  has  ren. 
dered  himself  obnoxious  to  the  political 
views  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
In  all  this,  there  is  nothing  new ;  but  I 
must  observe  that  it  was  somewhat  new 
to  mc  to  hear  such  a  charge  absolutely 
cheered  by  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
And  you,  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown — 
wiio  echoed  the  chorus  of  applause  with 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
acou{»ution  was  received  by  his  friends — 


how  long  have  you  escaped  from  a  similar 
charge  preferred  against  you  and  your 
connexions?      Why,    Sir,    what — when 
speaking  of  Earl  Grey's  Government,  from 
the  first  moment  of  the  noble  Lord's  ac- 
cession to  power  to  his  ultimate  retirement 
from   it — speaking  of   that   Government 
and  of  its  disposition  towards  Ireland — 
what  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
say  ?     He  said — "  I  now  come  to  com- 
plaints and  grievances  of  the  popular  party 
in  Ireland.     The  Irish  complain.     Why? 
Because  of  the  misconduct  of  the  reform- 
ing Administration,  called,  for  shortness, 
'  Whigs,'   towards   their  country.     They 
allege — and  they  allege  truly — that  since 
Lord  Grey  came  into  office,  to  the  present 
moment" — which,  the  House  will  observe, 
was  after  Lord  Grey's  retirement  from 
office ;  so  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's observations  embraced  the  whole 
period  of  his  Government—"  nothing  has 
been  done  for  Ireland — no  one  advantage 
has  been  gained  by  the  Irish  people.   Their 
enemies  have  been  promoted  and  rewarded 
— their  friends  calumniated   and   perse- 
cuted.    Never  was  there  known  a  more 
uncongenial  or  more  hostile  Administra- 
tion in  Ireland,  than  that  which  has  sub- 
sisted since  Lord  Grey  came  into  office, 
and  still  subsists.     All  the  power — all  the 
authority — all  the  influence  of  State  has 
been  placed  in  Orange  hands;  and  the 
exclusion  of  the  popular  party  has  been 
nearly  as  complete,  and  much  more  in- 
sulting than  it  was  in  the  worst  days  of 
Goulburn  and  Peel.     Their  enemies  and 
yours  have  been   the  exclusive   subjects 
selected   for  everything  valuable   in   the 
country ;  and  we  are  more  insulted  by  the 
Orange  instruments  of  power,  than  ever 
we  were  in  the  times  of  the  most  rank  and 
dogged  Tories."     1  hope,  therefore,  after 
reading  these  passages  to  the  House,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  charge 
against  me,  of  a  desire  to  insult  Ireland, 
will  not  be  taken  for  granted,  unless  it  be 
supported  by  more  substantial  facts  than 
any  he   has  yet   brought  forward.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says,  "  Ire- 
land ought  to  be  contented  with  nothing 
but  equal  laws."    Sir,  we  admit  that  pro- 
position; we  say  that  Ireland  ought  to 
have  justice  done  to  her:  we  say,  that 
without  equal   laws  she  never  can,  and 
never  ought  to  be  content.     Yes,  Ireland 
ought  to  have  crpial  laws,  which  should 
practically   secure  every   British   subject 
from  oppression ;    which  should    entitle 
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every  man,  whether  Protestant  or  Roman 
Catholic,  to  the  same  freedom  of  opinion, 
and  the  same  freedom  of  aciion.  But  at 
the  same  time  we  say,  that  if,  under  the 
pretence  of  establishing  a  perfect  analogy 
and  identity  of  law  between  the  two  coun- 
tries (between  the  circumstances  and  the 
state  of  society  respectively  existing,  and 
in  which  there  is  no  identity  or  analogy ;) 
if  the  Government  introduce  measures 
which  cannot  practically  contribute  to  the 
administration  of  equal  justice  and  the 
security  of  equal  privileges,  then  we  say 
you  will  fall  into  the  very  error  against 
which  Roman  Catholics  have  protested : 
and  whatever  may  be  your  theories  of 
equal  government,  and  your  speculative 
enactments,  you  will  only  produce,  prac. 
tically,  those  unjust  and  unequal  laws 
against  which  the  noble  Lord  has  pro- 
tested. Let  us  have,  then,  some  dcHni- 
tion  of  what  it  is  in  which  that  justice 
consists.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  has  said,  that  identity  of  corpo- 
rate institutions  constitutes  justice  to  Ire- 
land. But  has  not  he  expressly  avowed 
an  opinion  with  respect  to  future  claims, 
equally  founded,  as  he  insists,  upon  the 
plea  of  justice — and  the  grant  of  which, 
having  gained  this  step,  he  will  hereafter 
seek  to  obtain — using  the  present  conces- 
sion as  a  means  for  extorting  what  re- 
mains ?  I  admit  that  the  fear  of  ultimate 
consequences — the  fear  of  having  other 
things  extorted  upon  the  strength  of  it — 
furnishes  no  conclusive  reason  against 
granting  this  speciGc  concession,  if  it  be 
founded  injustice.  If  this  be  a  just  de- 
mand— if  the  refusal  of  it  would  bestow 
unequal  privileges,  or  work  out  an  un- 
equal distribution  of  justice — then,  I  say, 
it  would  be  better  to  run  the  risk  of  any 
ultimate  consequences  than,  by  a  refusal, 
to  give  ground  to  a  well-founded  feeling 
of  dissatisfaction.  I  avow  that  I  believe 
the  principle  of  our  rule  in  Ireland  must 
be  the  equality  of  civil  privileges,  and  a 
perfect  and  impartial  administration  of 
justice;  1  say  that  there  is  a  prima  facie 
case  for  establishing  an  identity  of  insti- 
tutions between  the  two  countries.  We 
must  wish  that  the  institutions  of  the  two 
countries  should  be  assimilated ;  but  this 
wish  should  be  subordinate  to  the  con- 
sideration of  whether  or  not  the  proposed 
measure,  which  is  only  a  means  to  an  end 
— the  end  contemplated  being  the  impar- 
tial administratioa  of  justice,  would  attain 


the  end  ?  Let  us,  then,  throw  away 
abstract  matter  of  discussion  and  argu- 
ment ;  and  if,  upon  cool  deliberation  and 
inquiry,  we  Bnd  that  this  concession  would 
be  productive  of  consequences  incompa- 
tible with  the  administration  of  justice 
and  the  security  and  tranquillity  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  empire  at  large,  let  us  pause 
before  we  agree  to  it,  when  the  grant 
might  be  followed  by  a  declaration  of  an 
intention  to  extort  other  desired  measures 
by  force — measures  as  revolting  to  the 
feelings  of  the  Legislature  as  the  threat- 
ened repeal  of  the  Union?  Different 
opinions  seem  to  prevail  as  to  what  jus- 
tice really  is  amongst  hon.  Members  at 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  is  con- 
tinually changing  his  ideas  on  the  subject. 
He  now  says,  that  justice  to  Ireland  con- 
sists in  identity  of  municipal  institutions. 
Not  long  since,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  declared  that  there  could  be 
no  justice  unless  there  was  an  alteration 
in  the  present  constitution  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  At  another  time,  he  said  that 
justice  never  could  be  had  until  the  house- 
hold suffrage  was  made  universal.  On 
other  occasions  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  held  it  to  be  inconsistent 
with  justice  that  the  proprietor  of  an 
estate  in  England  should  bo  allowed  to 
hold  an  estate  in  Ireland.  Why,  if — 
—  when  upon  the  pretenceof  doing  justice 
to  Ireland,  I  am  to  be  called  upon  to  make 
concessions  of  this  kind, — I  see  before  me 
only  a  shadowy  phantom,  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  calls  justice;  but 
which  constantly  eludes  my  grasp,  and 
which  is  the  more  formidable,  because  it 
is  undefinablc — and  it  assumes  no  shape 
but  the  one  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
gentleman  claims  the  exclusive  privilege, 
year  after  year  of  giving  it — if  1  have, 
constantly  flitting  across  me,  a  phantom  of 
this  description ;  is  it  not  fit  that  I  should 
pause  and  consider  well  the  step  I  am 
about  to  take,  before  I  plunge  into  the 
depths  in  which  it  may  precipitate  me.*^ — 
Much  has  been  said  about  analogy ;  but  I 
say  that  analogy  is  no  rule,  in  such  a  case 
as  this.  If  you  are  convinced  that  the 
concession  to  Ireland  of  institutions  ana- 
logous to  those  of  this  country,  will  not 
produce  an  analogous  enjoyment  of  rights 
under  them ;  that  the  power  intended  to 
be  made  subservient  to  the  administration 
of  justice  will  be  rendered,  on  the  contrary, 
dangerous  to  the  tranquillity  of  that  coua* 
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try,  then  I  say,  we  are  bound  to  rcsUl  ihe 
niolion  ;  and  1  say,  at  once,  with  thiU  con- 
viction on  my  mind,  I  would  rather  resist 
it  at  once^  and  take  the  consequences 
which  are  menaced  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemai^,  than,  by  advancing  tiic  first 
step  in  awarding  this  dangerous  conces- 
sion, which  is  miscalled  justice^  place  in 
his  hands  an  instrument  which  he  would 
only  wield  to  extort  still  further  demands. 
1  now  come  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  1  inquire  whether  his  plan  or  ours  be 
more  consistent  with  the  principles  of  jus- 
tice. I  shall  proceed  to  analyze  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord.     The  single  argument 
upon  which  it  rests  is  this, — that  having 
given   corporate   reform  to  England  and 
Scotland,  he  asks,  "  why  dare  you  refuse 
it  to  Ireland  V*     He  seems  to  say  to  the 
House,  **  You  shall  not  be  at  liberty  to 
consider  the  relative  circumstances  of  the 
two  countries;*'  he  contends  that  Ireland 
ought  to  have  the  institutions  which  the 
Government  by  this  Bill  recommend,  and 
that  the   point    is,    therefore,   concluded. 
Sir,  the  noble  Lord  commenced  his  speech 
by   rej)eating   his   pious   horror  at  those 
*'  Destructives"  who  contemplate  the  de- 
struction of  the  Constitution,  and  by  ex- 
pressing his   reverence   and    respect    for 
existing  institutions.     The  noble  Lord  ap- 
peared so  anxious  to  pursue  such  a  con- 
sistent course  of  uniformity  respecting  the 
institutions  of  the  country,   not  only  as 
concerned  the  institutions  now  existing, 
but  even  those  which  are  extinct,  that  I  at 
first  was  rather  disposed  to  imagine  that 
he  was  about  to  lend  me  his  powerful  aid 
towards   re-establishing   and  re-enriching 
the  D)onastic  institutions  of  the  land  ;  for 
he  quoted  a  passage  from  that  great  poli- 
tical character,  Mr.  Burke,  directed,  as  I 
at  first  thought,  against  the  sudden  and 
violent  extinction  of  monastic  institutions 
at   the   period  of  the   Reformation,   but 
which  was  really  directed  against  the  ex- 
tiuction  of  ihe   monastic   institutions   of 
France ;  and  the  noble  Lord  argued  that, 
because  we  are  willing  to  vote  for  the  ex ^ 
tioction  of  corporate  authorities  in  Ireland, 
we  are  acting  in  direct  violation  of  the 
precepts  of  Mr.  Burke.     I   am  surprised 
that  there  is  not  more  uniformity  of  senti-> 
ment  on  the  part  of  the  Members  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  with  reg^ard  to  the 
precise  operation  of  their  own  Bill,  for  the 
Noble  Lord,  the  Secretary-at-\Var  (Lord 
Howick),  said,  that  the  two  measures — 
thai  proposed  by  US|  and  their  owa-<-worQ 


as  nearly  as  possible  identical.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  more  enamoured  of  his  own 
measure  (1  suppose),  on  account  of  its  re- 
semblance to  ours,  observed,  that  however 
the  features  of  the  one  might  differ  from 
those  of  the  other,  they  evidently  came 
from  the  same  parent  stock.  They  ap- 
peared so  much  alike  that  none  could 
mistake  their  common  parental  lineage: -«- 

— "  Facies  non"  dttabus  "  una 

Nee  (Uverea  taiuen,  4ualeiu  tlecet  esso  soronim.*' 

•*  But,"  said  the  noble  Lord,  "  the  chief 
feature  of  resemblance  between  these  illus- 
trious sisters  is  this, — that  they  do  both 
provide  for  the  complete  and  entire  ex- 
tinction and  annihilation  of  the  old  corpo- 
rate system  in  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord 
finds  that  he  is  not  a  destructive ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  having  raised  the  ancient 
fortresses,  he  is  about  to  erect — though 
not  out  of  the  old  materials,  but  out  of 
materials  uf  his  own  creating,  or  collect- 
ing— new  fortresses,  which  I  believe,  will 
be  the  sanctuaries  of  e(}ual  injustice  with 
the  old  ones.  The  noble  Lord  has  aban- 
doned every  argument  which  he  at  first 
advanced.  He  first  said,  that  he  would 
administer  equal  privileges  to  Ireland  and 
to  England.  But  before  the  noble  Lord 
had  concluded  that  one  part  of  his  speechi 
it  was  apparent  that  he  was  afraid  to  esta- 
blish an  analogous  principle  in  his  dealings 
with  both  countries.  I  will  first  take  the 
subject  of  the  administration  of  justice. 
Tiie  objection  which  I  suggested  to  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  upon  that  head  was,  that  to 
subject  judicial  officers  to  popular  control, 
by  popular  election,  would  inevitably  per- 
vert and  warp  the  due  administration  of 
justice.  And  so  strongly  did  the  noble 
Lords  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  feel 
the  force  of  this  observation,  and  so  greatly 
did  they  distrust  the  plan  they  had  them- 
selves prof)osed,  that  it  appeared  they  were 
unanimously  ready  to  abandon  that  part 
of  their  plan ;  and  they  now  think  it  would 
be  better  for  the  Crown  than  for  towo- 
councils  to  appoint  those  judicial  oflicers; 
But  they  allow  the  town-couucils  in  Eng- 
land, when  the  towns  are  counties  of  them- 
selves, to  elect  the  Sheriffs.  Having  esta- 
blished one  rule  in  England,  why — unless 
there  really  be  a  material  variety— an  es- 
sential diHTerence,  between  the  respective 
circumstances  of  the  two  countries,  justi- 
fying the  adoption  of  a  different  course  of 
legislation  towards  each, — why  does  the 
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Lord  •Lieutenant  to  assume  I  bat  power  in 
Ireland?    And  here  the  House  must  allow 
me  to  refer  to  the  speech  made  by  the 
ri^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
0*Logblen)  on  the  first  night  of  the  de- 
bate.   The   right    hon.  Gentleman    then 
charged  me  with  a  misconstruction  of  the 
Bill.    The  charge  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  this : — that  I  led  the  House  to 
believe  that  it  was  intended  to  have  all 
the  sheriffs  and  clerks  of  the  peace  ap- 
pointed by  the  corporate  town -councils, 
instead  of  their  being  nominated,  as  the 
Bill  enacted y  by  the  Crown.     If  such  was 
naturally  the  construction  which  the  House 
applied  to  my  speech,  I  must  confess  that, 
as  a  body,  the  House  must  be  much  more 
ignorant  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  than 
I  supposed   it  to  be;   for  I  took  it  for 
granted  that  every  Gentleman  knows  that, 
in  towns  corporate — not  being  counties  of 
cities  or  towns — there  is  no  such  ofHccr  as 
a    Sheriff.      The  right   hon.   Gentleman 
himself  has  said  thiit  there  arc  only  eleven 
towns  and  cities  in  Ireland  where  there  are 
sheriffs.    Now,  there  are  fifty -four  Corpo- 
rations provided  for  in  this  Bill ;  there  are 
only  eleven  towns,  being  counties  of  cities, 
in  which   there  could,   by  any  po<:sibility, 
be   either  sheriff  or  clerk  of  the  peace 
elected  by  the  town-council.     My  objec- 
tion  is  to  their    being   elective   officers, 
who,  particularly  after  a  contested  election, 
shall  have  functions  connected  with  the 
adminstration  of  justice.     But,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  states   that   there 
arc  only  eleven  towns  having  Sheriffs,  and 
charges  me  with  a  breach  of  candour  in 
not  explaining  that  fact,  I  beg  to  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has  also 
forgotten,  in  the  heat  of  argument,  to  state 
the  population  of  those  towns.     In  those 
towns   there  are   comprehended    no  less 
than  638,000  inhabitants;  and  this  fact 
is,  I  think,  a  strong  argument  to  shew  the 
very  important  nature  of  the  jurisdiction  in 
question.     I  apprehend  that  the  danger  of 
Corporations  appointing  justices  does  not 
consist  in  the  number  of  towns  wherein 
that  power  may  be  exercised,  but  in  the 
sphere  in  which  those  towns  exercise  an 
influence.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
charged  me  with   stating  that  the  func- 
tions of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  would 
be  usurped  by  these  municipal  bodies.     I 
had  quoted  a  passage  from  the  Report, 
stating  that  if  the  functions  of  Chambers 
of  Commerce  in  large  towns  were  to  be 
traosferred  from  merchants  to  municipal 


bodies,  great  injury  would  be  inflicted  on 
their  commerce.     It  is  true  that  no  para- 
graph conceived,  in  precise  terms,  to  that 
extent,  is  in  the  Bill;  but  I  believe,  never- 
theless, that  the  Bill  will  give  to  the  mu- 
nicipal authorities  a  control  over  commer- 
cial affairs  which  will  be  very  injurious, 
and  which  is  not  allowed  them  in  Eng- 
land ;  for,  the  Bill  before  you  provides 
that  the  body  corporate  shall  be  visitors  of 
all  Boards  within,  and  connected  with,  the 
borough.     The  Corporation   will  have   a 
powerof  interfering  with  the  erection  even 
of  a  bridge,  and  can  inspect  the  accounts 
in  such  a  case,  for,  I  believe,  a  period  of 
three  months.     Such  an  authority  to  call 
upon  a  Chamber  of  Commerce  for  its  ac- 
counts, would  be  most  injurious  to  com- 
merce in  England,  and  it  would  beequalty 
so  in  Ireland.     1  was,  therefore,  not  fairly 
liable  to  any  attack  for  referring  to  th(s 
point.     But  I  will  resume  the  argument 
with  respect  to  the  administration  of  jus- 
lice.     The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary-at- 
War,  has  admitted  that  there  ought  to  be 
some  distinction  between  the  provisions  of 
the  Municipal  Bill  for  Ireland   and   the 
provisions  in  the  Bill  for  England — with 
respect  to  the  administration  of  justice.  It 
is  admitted  that  this  will  form  a  fair  sub- 
ject for  consideration  in  Committee.    Yoii 
have  consented  that  in  Ireland  the  Sheriff 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  Cro.wn,  whereas 
in  England,  he  is  appointed  by  the  town- 
council.      [Lord   John  Russell:  the   ap- 
pointment must  be  approved  by  the  Crown.] 
— It  must;  but  I  contended,  on  a  former 
occasion — and  I  think  successfully — that 
it  would  be  better  to  vest  the  nonn'nation 
directly  in  the  Crown.     Upon  that  head  it 
is  impossible  to  disguise  the  truth.     Let 
hon.  Members  read  the  evidence  taken  on 
the  subject  in  1825.    In  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  you  will   find   a  body  of 
convincing  testimony,  shewing  that  popular 
election  will  give  no  control — I  will  not 
say  against  the  perversion  of  justice — but 
it  will  not  give  any  security  or  confidence 
that  that  justice  will  be  properly  adminis- 
tered.    The  same  argument  applies  to  the 
clerks  of  the  peace  in  the  towns  in  Ireland : 
and  why  should  not  the  same  argument 
equally  apply  to  the  mayor?     Mr.  Bar- 
rington  before  the  Committee  in  1825,  was 
asked — **  Have  you  been  able  to  observe 
any  distinction  between  the  character  of 
Magistrates  acting  under  charters  in  towns, 
and  Magistrates  acting  in  counties  at  large? 
—He  answered,  I  have,  certainly.    The 
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magistrates  acting  under  charters  are  not 
under  the  control  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant, 
and  therefore  there  is  no  responsibility." 
— That  was  Mr.  Barrington's  opinion  in 
1825.    Mr.  Barrington  did  not  say  that 
the  election  of  a  mayor,  by  the  popular 
▼oice  of  a  predominant  party,  would  be  a 
security  for  the  due  administration  of  jus- 
tice.    He  said  that,  because  the  Magis- 
trates of  counties  were  under  the  imme- 
diate  control    of   the   Lord  Chancellor, 
therefore  justice  was  better  administered. 
Why,  then,  should  the  mayor  be  a  popu- 
lar justice,  chosen  annually?  Why  should 
the  mayor,  after  a  severe  contest,  be  in- 
vested with  judicial  power  uncontrolled  ? 
Upon  this  point,  also,  hou.  Gentlemen 
opposite  must  give  way  ;  for  they  cannot 
resist  the  force  of  argument,  and  the  evi- 
dence of  practical  authority,  which  will  be 
brought  against  them,  on  this  head,  from 
their  own  reports.    The  fact  is  fully  esta- 
blished, that  town-councils  in  Ireland  can 
not  be  safely  intrusted  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice.    Then,  Sir,  with  respect 
to  the  police,  which  is  the  next  most  im- 
portant topic.     I  have  shown,  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  the  Government  themselves 
distrusted  the  local  authorities  with  re- 
spect to  the  control  of  the  police.     It  has 
transferred  the  nomination  of  the  police 
from  the  Magistrates  to  the  Crown.  Now, 
this  is  what  I  complain  of.     When  Gen- 
tlemen  opposite  were   reminded    of  the 
principle  of  centralization,  they  said  it  was 
much  to  be  deprecated;  and  they  asked, 
"  Will  not  you  trust  the  people  with  the 
administration  of  their  own  afiairs?     They 
use  that  argument  with  regard  to  a  body 
popularly  elected,   and   probably  elected 
by  those  whose  political  opinions  are  in 
conformity  with  their  own ;  but  with  re- 
gard to  those  whose  political  opinions  are 
not  in  conformity  with   their  own,   they 
adopt  a  difierent  mode  of  reasoning.   Cen- 
tralization is  good  with  respect  to  the  no- 
mination of  constables  ;  but  as  to  town- 
councils,  centralization  is  to  be  deprecated, 
and  local  knowledge  and  experience  are  to 
be  preferably  trusted.     But  you  do  not 
apply  that  principle  to  the  Irish  Magis- 
trates.  So  it  is,  again,  with  respect  to  the 
mode  of  legislation.   The  difference  of  the 
situation  of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  from  its 
situation  in  England,  was  allowed  by  this 
House  to  be  a  circumstance  justifying  a 
difference  in  the  legislation  to  be  pursued 
upon  their  respective  affairs.     But  when  I 
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difference  of  circumstances  call  for  some 
different  mode  of  legislation  with  respect 
to  municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland,  from 
that  we  have  pursued  with  respect  to  such 
Corporations  in  this  country  ?''—  then  the 
argument  which  was  heretofore  used  by 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  with  regard 
to  the  Church  is  abandoned ;  and  they  re- 
ply that  **  Any  intention  to  refuse  to  Ire- 
land equal  and  analogous  institutions  with 
those  of  England,  would  justify  the  Irish 
people  in  attempting  to  repeal  the  Union.*^ 
What  principle  of  reciprocity,  or  of  fair- 
ness is  there   in   such  reasoning?     The 
Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer    has    at- 
tempted to  shew  that  the  municipal  police 
of  Ireland  are  mere  Dogberries,  like  the 
old  watchmen  of  the  metropolis,  having 
no  power,  no  efficiency.     If  so,  why  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wish  for  their 
continuance  ?     Is  this  one  of  the  institu- 
tions of  England,  which  ought  to  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland  ?     Is  there  no  danger  to 
be  apprehended  from  allowing  a  political 
body  to  have,  at  its  command,  a  consta- 
bulary force  unlimited  in  its  extent.   I  ask 
the  noble  Lord  to  read  the  section  of  his 
own  Bill,  and  he  will  there  find  that  the 
proposed  corporate  system  is  neither  more 
nor  less  than  this,  that  an  indefinite  num- 
ber of  towns  (for  though  the  Bill  says 
fifty-four,  the  number  is  still  indefinite) 
shall  have  salaried  officers,  and  a  watch 
committee,  having  under   it  a  separate 
armed  force,  paid  by  the  municipal  au- 
thorities, and    authorized  to   patrol   the 
towns  and  their  neighbourhoods.    Why, 
then,  do  you  destroy  the  unity  of  your 
system   by  depriving  the  Magistrates  of 
the  power  of  recommending  these  consta- 
bles ?    There  might  be  two  neighbouring 
towns  having  councils  differing  in  political 
opinions,   each   possessing  the  power  of 
appointing  an  indefinite  number  of  con- 
stables,  and  each  having  different    by- 
laws.    I^t  us   suppose  Protestant  prin- 
ciples to  prevail  in  one  town,  and  prin- 
ciples of  an   opposite  character   in  the 
other:  do  hon.  Gentlemen  think  that  it 
would  conduce  to  the  peace  of  Ireland, 
that  they  should  have  these  separate  func- 
tionaries enforcing    their    separate   bye- 
laws?     Will  it  be  for  the  good  of  tlie 
country  to  have  a  Magistrate,  popularly 
elected,  trying  offences  in  each  town  ? 
The  argument  against  this  part  of  the 
measure  is  as  conclusive  as  that  with  re- 
spect to  the  appointment  of  justices.    It 
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equally  at  variance  ivith  your  own  prin- 
ciples and  with  common  sense.     Then 
comes    the    administration  of   property. 
The  main   and   prominent  argument  in 
support  of  the  Bill  has  been,  that  we 
must  first,  and  without  delay,  apply  civil 
institutions  to  Ireland  analogous  to  those 
which  have  been  established  in  England ; 
and  my  objection  to  the  appointment  of 
Commissioners  for   the  management   of 
corporate  property,  is  one  on  which  the 
noble  Lord,  if  I  rightly  understood  him, 
mainly  relied.     I  should,  therefore,  be 
sorry  to  evade  the  argument  which  has 
been  most  relied  upon,  and  which   has 
made  the  roost  impression.     The  noble 
Lord  has  asked  whether  the  Commissioners 
are  to  be  permanent  or  temporary  ?    Sir, 
I  apprehend  that  the  appointment  of  Com- 
missioners is  rendered  necessary  upon  these 
grounds.   We  admit  that  the  towns,  where 
the  Corporations  possess  any  surplus  pro- 
perty, have  the  right  to  apply  that  pro- 
perty to  some  local  purpose,  and  that 
every  facility  should  be  given   them  to 
recover  such  property.    But  in  many  towns 
there  are  no  local  authorities  to  whom  the 
charge  of  that  property  could  be  given. 
In   the  towns  where  the   provisions    of 
9  Geo.  4th.  have  been  enforced,  there  are 
such  authorities ;  but  in  those  towns  where 
they  have  not  been  enforced,  it  becomes 
necessary  to  provide  a  temporary  and  ad 
interim  arrangement,  for  taking  charge  of 
the  surplus  property ;  but  it  should  be  a 
provisional  arrangement  only.    It  has  this 
advantage ;  it  would  enable  you  to  obtain 
a  short  delay,  in  order  that  you  might 
take  a  more  general  and  comprehensive 
view  of  the  future  application  of  corporate 
property  in  Ireland.     But  what  does  the 
Bill  propose  ?    To  vest  all  the  property  in 
the  town-councils  permanently,  without 
reserving  to  the  Crown  any  control  over 
them.     Your  Bill,  also,  would  vest  in  the 
new  town-councils,  the   right   of   tolls. 
Now,  we  say  that  it  would  be  an  improve- 
ment to  suspend  this  privilege  in  the  coun- 
cils, until  the  extent  of  their  just  or  expe- 
dient control  over  them  could  be  defined. 
There  is  no  matter  more  important  than 
the  regulation  of    tolls    in   Ireland.     I 
am  of  opinion  that  a  provision  should  be 
made  for  their  total  extinction.    Let  us 
see  what  was  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin,  in  1825,  before   a 
Committee  on  the  State  of  Ireland.    Being 
asked  whether  he  could  refer  to  any  addi- 
tional instances  of  corporation  abuseSi  he 


answered  — ''  That  the  Corporations  of 
Ireland  continued  to  exact  the  tolls,  al- 
though they  had  no  longer  a  title  to  them. 
The  tolls  were  formerly  granted,  and  con- 
firmed by  succeeding  Kings,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  repairing  bridges,  keeping  up  for- 
tifications, and  other  local  establishments, 
civil  and  military.  The  former  have  gone 
to  decay,  and  the  latter  are  supported  by 
presentment — still  they  levy  the  tolls.  Is 
it  possible  to  resume  the  amounts  which 
the  tolls  now  bring  in,  under  the  different 
Corporations? — Yes,  so  far  as  the  leases 
define  them,  I  believe  it  is,  but  not  to  an 
extent  equal  to  what  the  lessees  now 
receive."  Yet,  as  tolls  may  continue — 
but  not  to  their  present  amount — which, 
I  ask,  would  be  the  better  course — to 
wait,  before  you  appropriate  the  tolls,  and 
see  what  kind  of  engagements  for  their 
management  can  be  entered  into — or  at 
once  to  allow  the  town-councils  to  succeed 
to  the  right  of  collecting  them  ?  Now,  I 
say,  unhesitatingly,  it  would  be  more  pru- 
dent to  appoint  Commissioners  for  the 
temporary  administration  of  them.  There 
cannot  be  a  doubt,  apart  from  party  con- 
tests, that  the  plan  we  recommend  would 
be  more  conducive  to  the  satisfaction  and 
welfare  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  So  much 
for  the  tolls.  The  noble  Lord  seems 
shocked  at  the  mention  of  Commissioners 
— he  seems  absolutely  astounded  at  the 
name  of  them,  though  I  think  his  govern- 
ment should  be  less  so  than  any  other; — 
and  that  the  noble  Lord  should  pretend 
that  there  is  danger  in  the  Crown  ap- 
pointing Commissioners,  when  his  govern- 
ment has  been  conducted,  throughout,  by 
the  intervention  of  Commissioners- — is  to 
me  extraordinary  indeed.  Who  was  it  that 
appointed  Commissioners  to  take  charge 
of  the  poor-laws  ?  Who  was  it  that  pro- 
posed to  take  from  the  local  Magistracy 
the  whole  of  the  turnpike  trusts,  by  the 
very  Bill  now  passing  through  the  House, 
and  to  vest  the  trusts  in  Commission- 
ers appointed  by  the  Crown?  For  the 
Noble  Lord  who  has  swallowed  the 
windmill  of  the  poor-laws,  and  is  about 
to  swallow  the  windmill  of  the  turnpike 
trusts,  to  be  choked  by  a  pound  of  this 
fresh  Irish  butter, — for  him,  after  consoli- 
dating turnpike  trusts  under  the  super- 
intendence of  a  Commission — to  be  horri- 
fied at  a  Commission  for  administering 
the  management  of  tolls — is  indeed  strain- 
ing at  a  gnat  and  swallowing  a  camel. 
But  it  has  boea  saidi  that  it  would  be  an 
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insult  to  the  people  of  Ireland  not  to  give 
them  corporate  power.  Why,  Sir,  is  tliere 
any  man  among  us  who,  on  going  home 
to-night,  would  feel  conscious  of  civil  or 
political  degradation  and  inferiority,  be- 
cause be  is  living  in  the  borough  of 
•Marylebone,  or  the  city  of  Westminster, 
and  cannot  be  saluted  to-morrow  morn- 
ing^  by  the  sight  of  the  liOrd  Mayor  and 
town-council  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cashel  has  gone  so  far  as  to 
argue  that  the  government  by  municipal 
bodies  is  a  natural  right.  If  be  had 
applied  his  argument  to  trial  by  jury,  or 
any  other  of  the  great  palladia  of  British 
liberty,  there  might  be  some  foundation 
for  it;  but  can  he  say  that  it  is  a  natural 
right  for  communities  to  have  municipal 
bodies,— from  which  the  people  of  West- 
minster, and  Marylebone,  and  Birming- 
ham, are  at  this  moment  excluded?  If 
it  be  a  natural  right,  it  is  a  right  which 
every  great  town  in  the  empire  which  has 
hitherto  flourished  without  Corporations 
ought  to  enjoy.  The  Crown  has  the 
power  to  grant  charters;  and  yet  since 
the  Engliifh  Municipal  Bill,  giving  that 
power,  has  been  passed,  it  has  not  been 
in  any  single  instance  exercised.  Have 
these  towns  been  wise  enough  to  wait  and 
see  the  result  of  tbe  experiment  of  the 
new  Corporations  ?  Hat  the  Crown  been 
wise  enoug^h  to  do  so?  If  we  have  so 
acted  in  England,  why  do  we  rash  with 
such  precipitation  to  establish  Corpora- 
tions ill  Ireland?  If  England  can  wait, 
why  is  it  an  insult  and  **  degradation"  to 
Ireland  to  ask  her  to  wait  also?  The 
object  of  this  Bill  is  stated  to  be  **  the 
good  regulation  and  quiet  government  of 
these  towns  in  Ireland."  Do  yoo  believe 
that,  in  the  present  state  of  that  country, 
to  have  annual  elections  of  town-council- 
lors precisely  on  the  same  principle  that 
political  elections  are  conducted,  will  pro- 
duce the  **  good  regulation  and  quiet 
government"  of  those  towns  ?  The  stru|(- 
gle  of  political  parties  will  be  constantly 
kept  up;  and  the  corporate  bodies  will  be 
ao  constituted  as  to  be  capable  of  being 
influeneed  by  individuals  representing 
their  sentiiBentSy  and  of  being  perverted 
to  party  purposes,  whenever  occasion 
may  arise  for  those  individaals  to  exert 
the  inflnence  so  acquired  for  the  pro- 
motion of  their  own  objects.  Is  this  mere 
oonjectore  ?  Why,  this  day's  post  brings 
an  account  of  the  institution  of  a  club  in 
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pose  of  controlling  the  new  system  of 
municipal  government  which  is  about  to 
be  introduced.  This  is  a  specimen  of  tbe 
probable  working  of  that  system,  to  the 
control  of  which  Protestant  property  and 
Protestant  privileges  are  about  to  be  con- 
signed. Truly,  indeed,  has  it  been  said 
that  *'  coming  events  cast  their  shadows 
before  them," — and  it  is  a  shadow  under 
the  chilling  influence  of  wbich  impartial 
justice,  and  the  enjoyment  of  civil  rights, 
must  wither  from  the  land.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  the  evidence  I  speak  of,  to  the 
effect  already  produced  by  tbe  anticipa- 
tion of  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  into 
Ireland.  It  is  an  account  of  the  estal>- 
lishment  of  what  has  been  termed — ^  Tbe 
Central  Independent  Club  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,"  which  originated  in  a  meeting 
held  in  the  Royal  Exchange,  Dublin,  on 
the  13th  of  February,  1836.  The  object 
of  the  club  is  explained  in  a  circular 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and  which  says 
that  its  institution  is  imperatively  de- 
manded by  tbe  efforts  wbicb  the  old 
corporators  are  making  to  perpetuate  their 
rule.  ["  Hear,  hear"]  —Well,  if  that  cheer 
from  the  hon.  Members  is  called  for  by 
**  the  efforts  of  tbe  old  corporators,"  strip 
*'  the  old  Corporations"  of  their  authority. 
When  hon.  Members  opposite  give  soch 
unequivocal  proof  of  ibeir  apprehensions 
of  the  danger  that  may  arise  from  Ute 
continued  existence  of  the  old  corporators, 
the  cheer  by  wbich  they  express  it  is  but 
a  noisy  argument  in  favour  of  the  propo- 
sition of  my  noble  Friend.  That  cheer  is 
an  admission  of  the  inconvenience  that 
must  inevitably  arise  from  these  Corpora- 
tions becoming  the  arena  for  those  con- 
tentions of  faction,  in  which  the  dispote 
will  be  for  victory  at  the  sacrifice  of 
justice.  That  cheer  establishes  that  fact: 
and  I  can  assure  hon.  Gentlemen  that  the 
only  way  to  prevent  such  a  result,  is  to 
extinguish  Corporations,  and  intrust  to 
tlie  Lord-Lieutenant  those  powers  which 
are  necessary  to  secure  the  impartial  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  I  shall  again 
refer  to  the  circular  from  Dublin,  to  which 
I  have  just  adverted.  It  goes  on  to  say, 
that  to  the  want  of  organization  may  be 
attributed  the  fact  of  their  not  having 
already  obtained  the  advantages  of  corpo- 
rate reform.  A  house  has  been  taken 
where  offices  shall  be  established,  and  a 
legal  staff  stationed,  to  afford  every  facility 
to  the  citizens  to  obtain  the  municipal 
fraiichiae»  the  very  momant  tbe  Bill  of  tbe 
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Attorney -General  shall  become  the  law  of 
the  land.  By  this  means  it  is  foretold, 
by  the  same  authority,  that  the  club  will 
be  able  to  secure  *'  all  offices  of  dignity 
and  influence."  So  then  it  appears  that 
the  new  offices  about  to  be  created  are  to 
be  subjected  not  to  the  choice  of  the 
citizens  but  to  the  dictation  of  this  club ! 
It  appears,  further,  that  this  club  is  to  be 
guided  by  certain  rules.  The  seventh 
rule  directs  the  collection  of  subscriptions 
(not  the  least  important  function  of  such 
^  body).  The  fifth  rule  directs  the  for- 
uiatioD  of  sub-committees  and  parochial 
clubs ;  the  sixth  relates  to  the  receiving 
of  notices.  The  thirteenth  general  rule 
ts,  that  two  gentlemen  from  each  parish 
shall  be  elected  by  ballot,  and  that  those 
so  elected  shall  constitute  a  general  com- 
mijttee.  So  that  the  prospect  of  "  quiet 
gaveroment'*  held  out  under  the  Bill  is 
the  succession  of  these  annual  parish  elec- 
tions. Do  his  Majesty's  Ministers  mean 
to  tell  me,  in  the  face  of  this  intimation 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  municipal 
body  is  to  be  appointed,  that  the  effect 
(though  it  may  be  the  object)  of  their  Bill, 
will  be  to  provide  for  the  good  and  quiet 
government  of  the  enfranchised  town  i  I 
insist  upon  it  that  the  establishment  of 
this  club  dominion,  under  the  delusive 
pretext  of  applying  analogous  institutions 
to  the  two  countries,  will  subject  Ireland 
to  innumerable  evils  ;  to  the  operation  of 
the  most  pernicious  species  of  exclusive 
influence;  to  an  undue  and  partial  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  which  is  the  prin- 
cipal alleged  grievance  under  the  old 
system,  f  am  ready  to  contend  with  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  for  the  administration 
of  equal  and  impartial  justice.  ]  am  most 
ready  to  admit  that  I  do  not  believe  that 
Ireland  can  be  safely  governed  on  any 
other  principle.  But  while  J  admit  this, 
I  shall  repeat,  that  it  is  of  far  more  im- 
portance that  the  really  equal  and  impar-> 
tial  administration  of  justice  should  be 
established  in  that  country,  than  that  the 
shadow  should  be  introduced  without  the 
suhfttance,  in  a  plausible  attempt  to  imi-> 
tate  the  example  of  English  institutions. 
Allusions  have  been  made  to  my  former 
conduct,  and  we  have  been  told  if  we  do 
Dot  grant  this  measure  we  should  go  back 
and  repeal  the  Act  of  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation. I  do  not  see  that  connexion.  I 
am  very  far  from  regretting  the  course 
which  I  have  taken  in  assialing  to  effect 
tbo  f  emoyal  of  Catholic  disabilities.  Not- 


withstanding the  experience  I  have  since 
acquired,  and  the  disappointment  I  have 
since  sustained,  yet  I  am  still  of  opinion 
that  in  1829  the  time  had  arrived  when  it 
was  no  longer  safe  to  withhold  the  claims 
of  his  Majesty's  Catholic  subjects  in  Ire- 
land. I  stated  at  that  time,  that  though 
by  no  means  so  sanguine  as  many  others 
were  of  the  effect  that  would  be  produced 
by  the  Emancipation  Bill,  yet,  consider- 
ing all  the  circumstances  by  which  the 
question  was  then  surrounded,  the  close 
divisions  in  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
growing  feeling  amongst  the  people  of 
England  in  favour  of  Emancipation,  and 
the  divisions  in  the  opinions  of  those  in 
Ireland  who  had  been  opposed  to  it, — 
considering  all  these  things,  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  recommend  the  complete  removal 
of  the  Roman  Catholic,  disabilities.  The 
course  I  am  now  adopting  in  recommend- 
ing the  abolition  of  the  Corporations  is 
quite  consistent  with  the  principle  upon 
which  I  then  acted.  Its  effect  will  be,  to 
remove  a  great  source  of  exclusivencss, 
which  all  agree  in  regarding  as  highly 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  and  the  happi- 
ness of  Ireland.  As  the  Roman  Catholics 
then  complained  of  exclusion  from  offices, 
so,  I  contend,  will  the  Protestants  com- 
plain of  their  exclusion  from  what  they 
are  entitled  to — not  from  their  numbers, 
but  from  their  wealth,  their  influence,  and 
their  intelligence.  As  in  the  case  of 
Emancipation,  my  willingness  was  publicly 
avowed  to  encounter  any  risk  that  might 
be  incurred,  rather  than  perpetuate  the 
danger  I  saw  existing, — by  longer  with- 
holding the  claims  of  the  Catholics,  so  at 
present,  when  the  question  is  not  one  of 
civil  equality,  but  one  which  involves  the 
predominance  of  one  sect  over  another-^I 
am  quite  ready,  in  accordance  with  the 
same  principle,  to  come  forward  and  re- 
sist any  measure,  however  plausible,  which 
is  likely  to  diminish  the  security  of  the 
Protestant  Establishment,  and  exclude 
Protestants  from  the  Corporations  alto- 
gether. I  know  not  whether  the  Protes- 
tant mind  of  this  country  will  be  satisfied 
with  a  measure  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Corporations  of  Ireland ;  but  this  I  know, 
and  supported  by  the  conscientiousness 
of  the  motives  by  which  I  am  actuated,  I 
say  it  fearlessly, — that  the  measure  which 
I  advocate  is  conformable  to  justice  and 
reason,  and  calculated  to  pfomote  good 
and  quiet  government,  to  soften  down 
religious  aterbtty,  and  to  seeure  m  im- 
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partial  administration  of  the  laws.  Rather, 
therefore,  than  consent  to  a  measure  of 
an  opposite  tendency ,  which  would  intro- 
duce those  corporate  institutions  into 
towns — where  they  must  give  rise  to  par- 
tiality and  excluslveuess,  weaken  the  just 
and  salutary  effect  of  the  civil  power,  and 
form  so  many  nmlei  of  assemblies  more 
dangerous  than  themselves, — 1  shall  pre- 
fer the  lesser  evil,  and  incur  the  lesser 
hazard,  of  .rejecting  it  altogether. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment 
of  Lord  Francis  Egerton — Ayes  243  ; 
Noes  307— Majority  64. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  pro 
forma,  and  resumed.  The  Committee  to 
sit  again. 
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Barham,  J. 
Beaumont,  T.  W. 
Benett,  Joiin 
Berkeley*  lion.  G.  C. 
Chapman*  M.  Im 
Clements,  Lord 
Edwards,  Colonel 
Fitzsimon,  N. 
Grey,  Colonel 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Kerry,  Earl  of 
Moseley,  Sir  O. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 


Parker,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Ponsonhy,  Hon.  W. 
Power,  James 
Roche,  D. 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Speirs,  Captain 
Sullivan,  R. 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
W^ighuon,  W.  B. 
Talfourd,  T.  Noon 


•Dare,  R.  W.  IL 
*  Davenport,  J. 
Entwistle,  John 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Fleetwood)  U. 
•Forbes,  lird 
Forster,  C. 
•Hanmer,  IL 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
•Herbert,  lion.  S. 
Ingham,  Robert 
Johnstone,  Sir  J.  V. 


Kavanaghy  T.. 
Kerr,  D. 
Kirt,P. 

Matbew,  Captain 
Pelham,  John  C. 
•Penruddocky  jf.  IL 
Spry,  S.  T. 
Stewart,  John 
Tapps,  G.  W. 
Vaughan,  S.  R. 
Vy  vyan,  Sir  R. 
Wclby,  G.  E. 


SUPPOSED  TO   HE   AGAINST  THE    INSTRUCTION, 


Belfast,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Blackburne,  J. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R.  W. 
Bulwer,  II.  L. 
Burdett,  Sir  F. 
Burdon,  W.  W. 
♦Carter,  J.  B. 
Cookes,T.  II. 
Dcnnistoun,  Alex. 
Dobbin,  Leonard 
Evans,  G. 
Heathcote,  Sir  G.  J. 


Jervis,  J- 
Knox,  Hon.  J. 
Lee,  J.  L. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Maxwell,  J. 
O'Brien,  C. 
Ponsonby,  .T.  G.  B, 
*Ramsden,  J.  C. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
•Tracey,  C.  IL 
Tynte,  C.  J.  K, 


ABSENT — SUPPOSED  TO   BE    rAVOURABI.E   TO  THE 

INSTRUCTION. 

•Bateson,  Sir  R.   •         Copeland,  W. 


HOUSE  OF  LOtlDS, 
Thursday,  March  10,  1835. 

Mifrtms.]  PeUtkms  prewntod.  By  Lord  Smibav*,  tram. 
Stroud,  for  Relief  to  the  Diiienten.--.By  Ixnd  Ltha- 
RURST,  from  the  Delitort  Confined  in  the  Prisoot  of 
London  and  Middlcaex,  against  InoprisoDment  for  DebC— - 
By  the  Earl  of  Rodsn,  from  SL  Clement's  Danes,  for  the 
Better  Ofasanrance  of  the  Sabbath.^— By  Lords  LT>r». 
HnBarandWYKVotp,  from  two  Plaoei,— ibr  Relief  to 
the  Agricultural  Interest— By  Lord  Holland,  fram  two 
Diocnting  Congregations,  for  Relief  to  the  Dissenters. — 
By  the  Duke  of  Rutlakd,  from  Castle  Dermot,  agaliwt 
Tithes  in  Ireland.— By  the  Duke  of  LBinam.  fhim 
a  Parish  in  Dublin,  for  granting  Municipal  Reform  to 
Ireland.— By  LiMrd  DAoac,  from  Hitddn,  for  Rallac 
Cottages  for  tlie  Relief  of  tlie  Poor.*-By  the  Earla  at 
RfPoN  and  WiMCHii^BA,  Lord  LvNDHimsT,  and  the 
Bishops  of  GL0UCK9TBB,  Exktkh,  andLiMcoLN,  from  • 
Number  of  Plaoes— for  Alterations  In  tha  Xedeaintiaa 
CourU'  Bill 

CiiuRcii  Reform. — Report  op  the 
Commissioners.]  Viscount  Melbourne 
had  it  in  command  from  his  Majesty  to 
lay  upon  their  Lordships' Table  the  Second 
Report  from  his  Majesty's  Commissioners 
appointed  to  consider  the  state  of  the 
Established  Church  in  England  and  Wales 
with  reference  to  Ecclesiastical  Duties 
and  Revenues.  In  performing  this  duty 
it  gave  him  great  satisfaction  to  have  to 
state  that  this  Report  had  been  unani* 
mously  agreed  to — that  it  bore  the  signa- 
ture of  all  the  Commissioners  named  io  the 
Commission — and  that  in  the  long  discus- 
sions which  the  variety  and  magnitude  of 
the  subjects  of  which  it  treated  necessarily 

•  Were  absent  from  indisposition. 
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demanded,  be  believed  he  should  be  cor- 
rect in  saying  there  prevailed  no  real  dif- 
ference or  discrepancy  of  opinion  upon 
that  Commission.     Considering  the  mag- 
nitude of  this  subject,    considering    its 
great  importance,     and    considering  the 
great  public  interest  which  it  naturally 
excited,  it  might  not  be  improper  for  him 
to  open  to  their  Lordships  the  recommend- 
ations which  the  Commissioners  had  agreed 
to  make.     He  should  probably  do  it  in  a 
manner  extremely  imperfect,  but,  at  the 
same  time,   he  had    the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  he  spoke  in  the  presence  of 
those  who  were  more  conversant  both  with 
the  principle  and  the  details  involved  in 
the  Report  than  he  could  possibly  be,  and 
who  would,  therefore,  be  able  to  supply 
any  omission  or  deficiency  that  might  be 
found  in  the  very  brief  statement  he  should 
make.    Their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
this  was  the  Second  Report  presented  to 
their  Lordships  upon  this  subject.    The 
first  Report  emanated  from  the  Commis- 
sion which  was  appointed  under  the  late 
Administration.    The  Commission  related 
to  a  variety  of  subjects,  which  were  com- 
prised   under    three    heads; — Territory, 
Church  Revenue,  and  Church  Patronage. 
None  of  the  recommendations  contained 
in  this  Report  related  to  patronage.     Ec- 
clesiastical Patronage,  and  patronage  in 
general,  was  a  question  of  great  intricacy 
and  difficulty,  which  the  Commissioners 
had  distinctly  reserved  for  the  subject  of 
another  Report.  With  respect  to  territory, 
their  Lordships  were  aware  that  the  last 
Report  recommended  a  new  arrangement 
of  the  dioceses  in  England  and  Wales, 
which,  without    making    too  great  and 
sweeping  an  alteration,  or  an  entirely  new 
division  of  the  country,  appeared  to  the 
Commissioners  at  least  well  calculated  to 
remedy  the  great  inequality  which  at  pre- 
sent prevailed,  and  which  imposed  upon 
some  prelates  an  extent  of  territory,  and, 
consequently,  an  extent  of  duty,  which  it 
was  hardly  possible  for  human  strength 
and   human   intellect    to   perform,   while 
other  prelates  were  restricted  within  much 
smaller  proportions,  having  a  smaller  po- 
pulation, and  comparatively  a  much  nar- 
rower circle  to  operate  in.     In  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  former  Report,  with  re- 
spect to  this  subject,  the  present  Report 
entirely  concurred,  and,  in  Tact,  suggested 
but  one  very  material  alteration,  and  that 
was  with  respect  to  the  dioceses  of  Bristol 
and  Llandaffy  an  union  of  which  dioceses 


w&s  recommended  in  the  former  Report. 
But  there  were  objections  to  that  union , 
which  appeared  to  the  present  Commis- 
sioners so  strong,   that  they  bad  recom- 
mended an   alteration  in  respect  to  that 
part  of  the  Report.     They  proposed  that 
the  citv  and  suburbs  of  Bristol  should  be 
united  with  the  diocese  of  Bath  and  Wells, 
and  that  the  remaining  part  of  the  diocese, 
which  was  in  the  county  of  Gloucester, 
should  be  added  to  the  diocese  of  Glou* 
cester,  thus  merging  the  diocese  of  Bristol 
in  the  two  neighbouring  dioceses.     That 
arrangement  would  make  some  alteration 
necessary  with  respect  to  those  parts  of 
the  diocese  of  St.  David's,  which  were  in 
the  counties  of  Glamorgan,    Monmouth, 
and  Brecon,  but  to  these  particulars  be 
need  not  then  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion.   There  was  also  a  recommendation, 
that  the  Bishopric  of  Sod  or  and   Man 
might,  without  inconvenience,  be  united 
to  the  Bishopric  of  Carlisle.    The  Com-^ 
missioners  next  came  to  the  head  of  re- 
venue of  the  different  sees.    The  co&rse  of 
proceeding  had  been  to  recommend  such 
reductions  as  appeared  proper,  from  the 
incomes  of  the  larger  and  more  opulent 
sees,  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a  fund, 
out  of  which  the  revenue  of  those  bishop« 
rics,  which  were  less  amply  provided  for, 
might  be  increased.     But  this  was  done, 
not  with  a  view  of  introducing  a  system 
of  perfect  equality  among  the  Bishops  of 
the  Church — a  system  which,  in  his  opin- 
ion, was   most  contrary  to   the  best  in- 
terests and    integrity  of  the  Church,  in- 
consistent with   the  form  of  government 
under  which  we  lived,  and  to  the  state  of 
society  in  which  we  were  placed — but  for 
the  purpose  of  reducing  that  which  ap- 
peared to  be  a  gross  inequality  in  the  re- 
venue of  the  different  branches  of  the 
establishment,  with  a  view,  on  the  one 
hand,  that  no  income  should  be  liable  to 
the  imputation  of  being  overgrown  and 
enormous,   nor,  on  the  other  band,  be 
subjected  to  the  charge  of  penury,  and  re- 
stricted   in    its    pecuniary    resources — a 
situation  in  which  it  was  perfectly  well 
known  many  Prelates  were  now  placed. 
The  present  estimated  annual  value  of  the 
Archiepiscopal    See  of   Canterbury   was 
17,000/.,  which  it  was  proposed  should  be 
reduced  to  15,000/.     The  revenue  of  the 
Bishop    of     London    was    estimated    at 
12,200/.,  which  was  proposed  to  be  re- 
duced  to  10,000/.    The  revenue  of  the 
Bishop  of  Durham  was  17,800/.,  which 
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the  Commisaioners  proposed  to  set  at 
8»000/.  The  revenue  of  the  Bishop  of 
Winchester  was  10,700/.,  which  was  pro- 
posed to  be  reduced  to  7,200/.  The  re- 
venue of  the  Bishop  of  Ely  was  11,500., 
which  it  was  proposed  should  hereafter  be 
set  at  6,500/.  The  revenue  of  the  Bishop 
of  Worcester  was  6,500/.,  to  be  reduced 
to  5,000/.  The  revenue  of  the  Bishop  of 
St.  Asaph  was  5,200/.,  and  the  revenue 
of  the  Bishop  of  Bangor  3,800/.,  each  of 
which  were  to  be  set  at  5,200.  The  re- 
duction proposed  would  give  a  surplus 
fund  of  28,600/.  a-year.  To  which,  if 
there  be  added  the  revenue  of  the  see  of 
Bristol,  amounting  to  2,300/.,  which,  as  he 
had  said,  was  to  be  merged  in  the  adjoin- 
ing Bishoprics — the  total  sum  thus  saved, 
would  be  30,800/.;  which  being  divided 
among  the  thirteen  Bishoprics,  which  re- 
quire additions  to  their  present  revenue, 
and  the  two  new  Sees  which  were  recom- 
mended by  the  former  Report  to  be  insti- 
tuted, would  provide  an  income  varying 
from  4,000/.  to  5,000/.  per  annum,  to  be 
appropriated  according  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  different  Dioceses.  The 
apportionment  had  not  yet  been  settled. 
With  respect  to  the  Sees  of  York,  Bath 
and  Wells,  Norwich,  and  Salisbury,  it  was 
not  proposed  to  make  any  alteration  in 
them.  Their  Lordships  would  see,  that  a 
greater  defalcation  of  Revenue  was  made 
from  the  Bishopric  of  Durham  than  from 
any  other ;  and  the  reason  of  that  was, 
the  recommendation  of  the  Commissioners 
— a  recommendation  from  which  he 
thought  their  Lordships  could  not  dissent 
— that  the  temporal  and  secular  juris- 
diction hitherto  vested  in  the  Bishop  of 
Durham,  should  be  hereafter  separated 
from  his  ecclesiastical  functions.  With 
those  civil  and  secular  functions  would 
necessarily  go  a  great  portion  of  the  ex- 
pense hitherto  attending  that  Bishopric— 
8  ch,  for  instance,  as  the  reception  of  the 
Judges,  and  others  of  a  similar  nature. 
It  was  also  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners,  that  the  Bishop  of  Dur- 
ham should  hereafter  be  relieved  from  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  the  Castle  of 
Durham,  and  that  he  should  only  have  a 
residence  at  Bishop  Auckland,  and  the 
Castle  of  Durham  should  be  appropriated 
to  the  use  of  the  University  that  had 
lately  been  established  in  that  part  of  the 
country.  The  same  arrangement  with 
respect  to  the  separation  of  the  Civil 
Offices  from  the  Ecclesiastical  Functions, 


as  had  been  recommended  with  regard  to 
the  Bishopric  of  Durham,  had  also  been 
recommended  with  respect  to  the  Arch- 
bishopric  of  York,  and  the  Bishopric  of 
Ely,  when  an  opportunity  should  arise  for 
carrying  those  arrangements  into  effect. 
Thus  much  for  the  Report  with  respect  to 
Revenue.  The  next  important  subject  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  Commissioners 
was  directed,  by  the  terms  of  the  Com- 
mission under  which  they  acted,  was  the 
state  of  the  Collegiate  and  Cathedral 
Churches  in  England  and  Wales;  and 
looking  to  those  great  Institutions,  and  to 
the  property  which  they  possessed,  it  was 
natural  for  them  to  advert  to  that  which 
their  Lordships  were  well  acquainted  with 
— namely,  the  extremely  reduced  state  of 
a  great  number  of  the  Benefices  in  this 
country,  and  the  extreme  disproportion  of 
the  income  of  many  of  the  clergy,  with 
the  station  they  ought  to  hold  in  the 
country,  united  with  the  duties  they  had 
to  perform.  This  state  of  things  had  a 
most  unfortunate  effect  upon  the  character 
of  the  clergy,  and,  consequently,  on  the 
Establishment  to  which  they  belonged.  It 
exposed  them  to  ridicule  and  contempt, 
and  also  to  temptations  which  they  other- 
wise would  not  be  exposed  to;  not  only 
making  them  less  objects  of  respect  to 
others,  but  very  often,  he  was  afraid,  in- 
ducing them  less  to  respect  themselves 
than  they  should  do.  But  he  did  not 
know  that  he  could  do  better  on  this  sub- 
ject than  read  the  paragraph  of  the  Re- 
port relating  to  it,  which  appeared  to  be 
drawn  up  with  great  precision  and  clear- 
ness. "  In  order  to  give  increased  efficiency 
and  usefulness  to  the  Established  Church, 
it  is  obviously  necessary  that  we  should 
attempt  the  accomplishment  of  two  ot>* 
jects,  which  are  indispensable  to  the  com« 
plete  attainment  of  that  end.  One  is,  to 
improve  the  condition  of  those  benefices, 
the  population  of  which  is  of  considerable 
amount,  but  which  are  now  so  scantily 
endowed,  as  not  to  yield  a  competent 
maintenance  for  a  clergyman ;  thie  other 
is,  to  add  to  the  numbers  of  clergymen 
and  churches,  and  so  to  make  a  more 
adequate  provision  for  the  religious  in- 
struction of  a  rapidly  increased  and  in- 
creasing population."  This  was  followed 
in  the  Report  by  many  details,  to  show 
the  state  of  the  benefices,  and  the  extreme 
poverty  of  their  revenues,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  the  great  and  increasing 
amount  of  their  population,  and  the  extreme 
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borden  of  the  duties  the  incumbents  had 
to  perform.  The  Report  then  went  on  to 
state  tlie  circumstances  of  the  collegiate 
and  cathedral  churches,  some  being  on 
the  old  foundationt  or  those  instituted  be- 
fore the  time  of  Henry  VI 11.;  and  others 
on  the  new  foundation,  or  those  instituted 
about  the  time  of  the  Reformation ;  and, 
principally,  he  believed,  under  that  mo- 
narch. In  the  cathedrals,  on  the  old 
I'oondation,  there  were  minor  canons,  not 
residentiary,  and  who  had  no  duties  to 
perform,  except  occasionally  preaching  a 
sermon  or  two,  when  they  were  bound  to 
visit  the  places  in  which  they  held  their 
preferment.  Those  places  of  preferment 
which  were  not  residentiary,  the  Commis- 
sioners recommended  should  be  suppressed 
altogether,  of  course,  after  the  termination 
of  the  lives  of  the  present  holders,  and  the 
proceeds  of  those  preferments  to  be  thrown 
into  the  fund  to  be  formed  for  the  pur- 
poses which  he  had  already  stated.  It  was 
proposed  to  abolish  them,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  some  which  were  of  small  value, 
and  which  it  might  be  desirable  should  be 
preserved  as  titles  of  dignity,  and  as  a 
means  of  rewarding  distinguished  merit  in 
the  Church.  Then,  with  respect  both  to 
the  old  and  new  foundations,  the  Com- 
missioners recommended  that,  for  the 
future,  the  chapters  of  the  cathedrals  and 
collegiate  churches  should  consist  of  a 
Dean  and  four  Canons,  as  at  present,  ac- 
tuallv  existing  in  the  Cathedrals  of  York, 
Chichester,  and  Carlisle ;  that  one,  at 
least,  of  these  Canonries,  where  they 
might  be  in  the  patronage  of  the  Bishop, 
should  bo  made  available  towards  a  better 
provision  for  the  oftice  of  Archdeacon,  for 
the  purpose  of  rewarding  an  officer  whose 
duties  were  most  useful,  necessary,  and 
extensive,  and  who  had  hitherto  been 
left  with  a  very  inadequate  remuneration. 
It  was  also  recommended  that,  until  the 
existing  chapter  should  be  reduced  to 
the  proposed  number,  no  new  election  or 
appointment  should  take  place.  It  was  also 
recommended,  "That  the  term  of  residence 
of  each  Dean  hereafter  to  be  appointed 
should  be  nine  months,  and  of  each 
Canon  three  months.  It  was  obvious  that 
it  would  become  necessary  to  make  some 
alterations  in  those  statutes  of  the  re- 
spective chapters  by  which  the  turns  and 
periods  of  residence  were  regulated."  He 
begged  to  call  the  attention  of  thoir  Lord- 
ships to  a  further  recommendation,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  guard  against  even 
V0L.XXXIL{2;^} 


those  canonries,  limited  as  they  would  be 
in  number,  from  being  at  all  liable  to  the 
imputation  of  being  sinecures,  and  to  show 
that  the  Commissioners  were  of  opinion 
that  it  was  as  advisable  and  as  necessary 
to  do  away  with  them  in  the  Church  as  it 
had  been  to  do  them  away  in  the  State. 
The  Commissioners  state,  that  *'  With  re- 
spect to  some  of  the  better  endowed 
canonries,  which  will  remain  in  four  or 
five  of  the  cathedrals,  we  are  of  opinion 
that  they  may  be  advantageously  con- 
nected with  the  parochial  charge  of  popu- 
lous districts.  The  method  of  effecting 
this  we  reserve  for  our  future  considera- 
tion ;  it  being  necessary  to  examine  care- 
fully the  case  of  each  cathedral,  with 
reference  to  its  revenues  and  local  circum- 
stances." Their  Lordships  would  at  once 
perceive  that  it  was  impossible  to  lay  down 
any  general  rule  on  this  subject ;  because 
every  cathedral  in  which  these  endow- 
ments existed  must  be  considered  with 
respect  to  their  local  circumstances.  Their 
Lordships  were  well  aware  of  the  course 
which  was  taken  by  the  late  Administra- 
tion with  respect  to  the  prebendal  stall  at 
Westminster,  and  which  was  annexed  to 
the  populous  adjoining  parish  of  St.  Mar- 
garet. There  being  another  prebendal 
stall  vacant  in  that  cathedral,  it  was  in- 
tended to  connect  that  stall  with  the  other 
populous  parish  in  which  their  Lordsliips 
were  then  sitting— the  parish  of  St.  John. 
He  had  received  his  IVIajesty's  commands 
to  apply  that  stall  in  the  way  he  had  iust 
mentioned,  and  no  man  in  the  kingaom 
would  more  gladly  carry  into  effect  than 
he  would  a  recommendation  of  so  salutary, 
useful,  and  efficient  a  nature.  There  was 
another  recommendation  of  considerable 
importance,  which  he  was  desirous  to  read 
to  their  Lordships:— '' As  it  is  desirable 
that  dignities  in  cathedral  and  collegiate 
churches  should  be  bestowed  upon  those 
only  whose  qualifications  have  been  proved 
by  a  certain  period  of  service  in  the  mi- 
nistry of  the  Church;  we  further  recom- 
mend that  no  person  be  hereafter  capable 
of  receiving  tne  appointment  of  Dean, 
Archdeacon,  or  Canon,  until  he  shall  have 
been  six  years  complete  in  priest's  orders." 
He  ought  to  state  to  their  lordships,  that 
there  were  very  many  establishments  under 
peculiar  circumstances  in  different  parts 
of  the  country,  which  required  them  to 
be  excepted  from  the  general  rule  laid 
down  in  tltc  Report,  and  which  would 
stand  upon  their  own  particular  grounds. 
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These  exceptions  their  Lordships  would 
be  able  to  gather  from  the  Report  itself. 
With  respect  to  the  minor  Canons,  Vicars 
Choral,  and  other  officers  of  chapters,  it 
was  proposed  that  only  so  many  should 
be  retained  as  were  sufficient  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  cathedrals,  and  that  they 
should  have  such  salaries  as  might  pre- 
clude the  necessity  of  their  being  paid  by 
patronage,  many  often  holding  benefices, 
together  with  their  offices  in  the  cathe- 
dral. It  was  also  recommended  that  all 
sinecure  rectories  in  the  patronage  of 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  should  be  sup- 
pressed, and  that  the  resources  arising 
from  them  should  be  applied  towards  aug- 
menting the  existing  provision  for  the 
Cure  of  souls;  due  regard  being  had,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  the  wants  of  those 
dioceses  in  which  the  sinecure  rectories 
were  situate.  It  was  impossible  to  say 
precisely  what  the  amount  to  be  obtained 
from  these  resources  might  be.  They 
were  not,  of  course,  immediately  available, 
but  depended  entirely  upon  the  livcs^of 
the  present  holders.  The  amount  had 
been  calculated  at  not  less  than  130,000/. 
per  annum ;  and  though  he  was  afraid 
that  would  not  be  found  adequate  to  the 
great  object  they  had  in  view,  yet  such  a 
sum  could  not  be  considered  as  an  utterly 
inconsiderable  fund  for  that  purpose.  These 
were  the  recommendations  with  respect  to 
the  collegiate  churches  and  cathedrals. 
The  next  subjects  treated  of  by  the  Com- 
missioners had  often  been  debated  in 
their  Lordships*  House,  and  upon  which 
it  would  therefore  be  perfectly  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  trouble  their  Lordships  at 
any  length.  •  These  subjects  were  non- 
residence  and  pluralities.  The  same  evil 
which  had  met  the  Commissioners  before, 
met  *them  again  upon  this  subject — the 
great  poverty  of  many  of  the  benefices  in 
this  country.  This  circumstance  disabled 
the  Commissioners  from  doing  what  they 
were  inclined  to  do— that  was,  to  recom- 
mend the  immediate  discontinuance  of  all 
pluralities.  But  they  were  of  opinion  that 
means  should  be  taken  to  diminish  them 
as  mucli  as  possible.  Tlie  Commissioners 
stated  that — 

"  Tn  determining  the  principles  upon  which 
the  holding  of  benefices  in  plurality  should  in 
future  he  regulated,  we  have  liad  respect  partly 
to  distance,  and  partly  to  value.  With  resptct 
to  distance,  wc  are  of  opiuion  that  if  an  in- 
cumbent he  permitted  to  hold  two  boneficcs, 
distant  from  each  other  not  more  than  ten 
miles,  he  will  be  nblc,  without  inconvenience; 


to  exercise  an  occasional  superintendence  and 
control  over  the  benefice  upon  which  he  does 
not  reside ;  the  regular  duties  of  which  wiU 
be  performed  by  bis  curate.  With  respect  to 
value,  we  recommend  that  no  benefice  of 
greater  annual  value  than  500/.  should  be  held 
in  plurality  with  any  other  benefice,  except  in 
cases  where  the  small  value  or  large  population 
of  some  neighbouring  benefice  may  render  it 
advisable  tliat  it  should  be  held  by  the  incum- 
bent of  a  better  endowed  living.  In  such  cases 
we  recommend  that,  upon  a  statement  made 
by  tlie  Bishop  of  the  diocese  to  the  Archbishop, 
and  transmitted  with  the  sanction  of  his  ap- 
proval to  the  Privy  Council,  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  your  Majesty  in  Council  to  allow  such  plu- 
rality. We  recommend  that  no  more  than 
two  preferments  of  any  description  be  held  by 
the  same  person,  except  in  the  case  of  an 
Archdeacon,  who  may  be  permitted  to  hold 
one  benefice  wiih  cure  of  souls,  and  one 
canonry."  We  are  of  opinion  that  the  opera- 
tion of  a  law  embodying  these  provisions  will, 
at  no  very  distant  period,  have  so  far  reduced 
the  number  of  pluralities,  as  to  leave  no  just 
ground  of  complaint  on  that  score.*' 

V/ith  respect  to  non-residence,  the 
Commissioners  did  not  mean  to  depart 
from  the  principle  of  law  as  it  at  present 
stood  ;  but  they  did  propose  to  make  fur- 
ther provision  for  the  enforcement  of  resi- 
dence, by  diminishing  the  number  of  ex- 
emptions, and  the  grounds  of  licence  of 
non-residence,  which  the  law  now  allowed, 
by  limiting  the  period  of  legal  absence  in 
certain  cases ;  and  by  giving  additional 
powers  to  the  Bishops  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  and  payment  of  curates,  and 
the  repairs  and  erection  of  glebe-houses. 
A  Bill  had  been  prepared  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  suggestions  of  the  Commission- 
ers, and  would  be  speedily  submitted  to 
their  Lordships  for  their  consideration « 
and  he  trusted  their  adoption.  In  laying 
this  Report  on  the  Table  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  he  begged  leave  to  declare  his 
entire  approval  of  all  its  suggestions,  and 
he  should  lay  it  before  their  Lordships  as 
recommending  a  measure  at  once  tem- 
perate and  efficacious,  as  being  at  once 
reforming  and  conservative,  calculated  to 
preserve  the  character  and  efficiency  of  the 
Church,  while,  at  the  same  time,  it  would 
remove  any  stumbling  blocks  in  the 
way  of  its  success,  by  avoiding  those 
matters  which  might  have  rendered  it  an 
object  of  attack.  He  recommended  it, 
therefore,  to  their  Lordshi|>s,  as  being 
calculated  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  the 
Church  for  those  holy  purposes  for  which 
It  was  ostublishcd.  lie  begged,  in  concla- 
sion  to  l.^y  the  Report  oji  the  Table. 
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Thef  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  ex- 
pressed his  gratification  at  hearing  the 
speech  of  ihe  noble  Viscount  at  the  head 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  in  which  the 
noble  Viscount  had  expressed  his  approba- 
tion of  the  Report,  and  his  determination 
to  carry  it  into  effect.  While  the  Govern- 
ment undertook  such  a  measure  as  this, 
which  he  believed  would  be  in  its  result 
highly  beneficial  to  the  Church,  he  felt 
assured  of  its  success,  but  without  that 
support  it  would  be  impossible  to  legis- 
late with  effect.  He  had  long  been 
aware  of  the  necessity  of  taking  some 
strong  and  vigorous  measure  for  the  cor- 
rection of  the  abuses  that  had  crept  into 
the  Church,  and  for  the  removal  of  those 
anomalies  which  for  a  long  period  had 
lessened  its  efficiency.  The  moment  he 
was  placed  in  the  responsible  situation, 
however  unworthily  so,  which  he  now  held, 
he  turned  his  attention  to  this  point,  and 
being  fully  aware  that  nothing  conld  be 
done  without  the  concurrence  of  Govern- 
ment, the  first  step  he  took  was  to  confer 
with  the  noble  Duke  at  that  time  at  the 
head  of  his  Majesty's  Government  upon 
this  subject.  That  noble  Duke  expressed 
his  satisfaction  at  the  communication  ;  he 
was  anxious  that  some  measures  should  be 
taken,  and  expressed  his  readiness  to 
concur  in  whatever  the  heads  of  the 
Church  should  think  proper  to  recommend. 
In  consequence  of  this  declaration  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Duke,  and  after  much 
consultation  with  the  Bishops,  he  had  a 
Bill  in  a  state  of  great  preparation  at  the 
time  that  noble  Duke  ceased  to  be  Mi- 
nister, which  circumstance  put  a  stop  to 
the  proceedings.  As  soon  as  his  successor. 
Earl  Grey,  became  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nister, he  took  the  same  steps,  and  ap- 
plied to  that  noble  Earl  with  the  same 
view,  and  he  met  with  the  same  reception. 
His  Lordship  declared  his  conviction  of 
the  necessity  of  taking  some  efficient 
measure  with  respect  to  the  Church,  and 
his  readiness  to  concur  in  such  measure. 
They  had  very  long  and  confidential  com- 
munications upon  the  subject,  and  the 
noble  Earl  did  him  the  justice  to  say, 
when  unjustly  accused  in  that  House  of 
being  an  enemy  to  reform,  that  he  had 
had  communications  with  him,  and  was 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  general  views 
lie  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury)  took 
upon  the  question.  Rut  from  the  begin- 
ning of  his  Lordship*s  Administration,  it 
was  well  known  that  there  were   political 


questions  which  occasioned  great  excite- 
ment in  the  country.     While  that  excite- 
ment prevailed,  and  while  those  questions 
excited    particular  hostility    against    the 
Church,  he  did  not  think  himself  author- 
ised to    propose  to  the  noble  Earl    any 
comprehensive  measure  upon  ecclesiastical 
affuirs ;  and  his  reason  was,  that  he  believed 
such  was  the  noble  Earl's  judgment  that 
if  he  had  done  so  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  said,  "This  is  not  the  time;  we  must 
wait  for  quieter  times,  and  not  take  the 
affairs  of  the  Church  before  Parliament  at 
a   period    when   the   public    mind   is    so 
strongly  excited  against  the  Establishment." 
This  would  have   been  the  reasoning  of 
the  noble  Earl.     It  was,  indeed,  a  subject 
that  required,  above  all  others,  the  most 
dispassionate   and    careful   consideration. 
The  noble  Viscount  had  alluded   to  the 
Commission  appointed  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  been  for  a  short  time  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  and  he  must 
observe  that  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
once  saw  the  necessity  of  proceeding  to  take 
into  consideration  the  affairs  of  the  Church , 
and  communicated  with  him  almost  imme- 
diately he  came  into  office  upon  the  subject. 
The  result  of  the  conference  with  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  the  issuing  of  the  Com- 
mission, from  which  a  second  Report  had 
this  evening  been  laid  on  the  table.  When 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  retired  from  office 
the  proceedings  of  the  Commissioners  were 
for  some  time  suspended,  but  as  soon  as 
the  noble  Viscount  had  settled  the  affairs 
of  his  new  Administration  he  did  him  the 
honour   to  consult  with  him,    the  noble 
Viscount  declaring  his  readiness  to  con- 
tinue   the    Commission    with    only  such 
change  as  was  rendered  necessary  by  ap- 
pointing an  additional  number  of  persons 
on  the  Commission.     The  noble  Viscount 
also  professed  his  desire  that  the  Commis. 
sioners  should  proceed  on  the  same  views 
and  principles  on   which   they  had   been 
originally  formed.   They  had  continued  to 
receive    the    same    assistance    from    his 
Majesty's  Ministers  since  the  new  Members, 
who  from  the  high  offices  they  held  were 
necessarily  joined  in  the   commission,   as 
they  formerly  received  from  preceding  Go- 
vernments.    The  Commissioners  had  fre- 
quently been   honoured  by  the  attendance 
of  the  noble  Viscount ;  and  others  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  also  attended  when- 
ever   occasion     required  ;    and    gave  all 
the     assistance     in     their     power.       He 
was   happy  to   concur   in    the  sintcment 
12 
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of  the  noble  Viscount,  that  unanimity 
prevailed  in  their  proceedings ;  and  that 
whenever  there  was  any  difference  of  opin- 
ion on  any  material  point,  it  was  settled 
not  by  a  reluctant  or  unwilling  compro- 
mise or  concession  on  either  side,  but 
after  a  full  consideration  of  the  facts,  and 
discussion  of  the  reasons  upon  which  the 
matter  turned.  lie  did  not  believe,  that 
there  ever  was  a  Commission  of  so  many 
persons,  having  questions  of  so  much  im- 
portance to  consider,  among  whom  so 
Jittlc  difference  of  opinion  prevailed.  In 
fact,  he  might  declare,  that  the  Report  was 
the  result  of  complete  unanimity.  He 
must,  however,  do  himself  the  justice  to 
state,  that  had  he  not  been  assured  that 
this  Commission  was  what  the  noble  Vis- 
count had  declared  it  to  be — formed  on 
Conservative  principles,  he  never  would 
liave  been  a  member  of  it.  When  he  said 
Conservative  principles,  he  meant,  that 
liad  it  involved  the  dissolution  of  our  eccle- 
siastical Establishment,  he  should  in- 
stantly have  thought  it  his  duty  to  retire 
from  it.  The  condition  on  which  he  con- 
sented to  remain  a  member  was,  that  it 
should  preserve  the  episcopal  establish- 
ment of  the  Church  in  its  integrity.  Had 
it  been  proposed  to  have  a  smaller  number 
of  Bishops  than  were  necessary  for  the 
efficient  discharge  of  the  episcopal  func- 
tions, he  should  never  have  given  his  con- 
sent to  the  Report.  But  concurring  in 
many  of  the  objections  that  were  made  by 
persons  who  were  the  real  friends  of  the 
Church  against  Bishops  holding  livings  in 
commejuittmy  and  seeing,  at  the  same  time, 
the  necessity  of  improving  the  incomes  of 
the  poorer  Bishops,  be  could  find  no  other 
means  of  effecting  the  purpose,  than  by 
adopting  the  plan  of  taking  from  the 
larger  sees  some  portion  of  those  revenues 
which  in  latter  times  had  greatly  increased, 
and  tran«ferring  it  to  the  smaller.  By 
the  proposed  diminution  in  the  extent 
of  the  territories  of  the  greater  Bishop- 
rics, an  advantage  would  be  gained  which 
would  entirely  overbalance  the  inconve- 
niences that,  in  a  certain  degree,  might 
result  from  the  alteration.  With  respect 
to  cathedral  and  collegiate  chapters,  it  was 
his  opinion  that  Uiosc  great  establishments 
should  be  continued,  for  the  maintenance 
of  Divine  service,  commensurate  in  some 
doirrt^  to  the  s^andeur  and  magnitude  of 
I  he  building.  The  appointments  in  the  ca- 
thedrals were  most  use ful  to  the  Church, 
as  ihey  presented  the  roenns  of  rewording 


clergymen  of  distinguished  merit.  On 
these  and  other  accounts  they  ought  to 
be  liberally  supported  ;  but,  after  this  was 
duly  provided  for,  they  still  might  afibrd 
a  very  considerable  surplus  for  the  use  of 
populous  parishes,  more  especially  in  the 
metropolis^  and  in  the  northern  and  mid- 
land counties,  where  the  population  had 
greatly  increased,  and  where,  from  the 
want  of  sufficient  spiritual  assistance,  the 
efficiency  of  the  Church  of  England  had 
been  very  materially  diminished.  On  the 
same  general  principle  he  approved  of  the 
suppressiouof  allsinecure  rectories  in  public 
patronage.  The  revenues  of  these  prefer- 
ments might  be  very  advantageously  applied 
to  the  remuneration  of  the  clergymen 
who  were  engaged  in  performing  the 
duties  of  the  churches  respectively  belong- 
ing to  them,  and  that  which  was  more 
than  sufficient  for  this  purpose  might  go 
to  the  general  fund.  The  equalization  of 
Bishoprics  has  never  come  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Commissioners.  Had 
such  a  measure  been  proposed,  it  would 
have  been  immediately  rejected.  Upon 
the  subject  of  residence  there  could  be 
very  little  difference  of  opinion.  The  true 
principle  was,  that  every  clergyman  should 
reside  on  his  benefice.  It  was,  however, 
impossible  to  carry  this  principle  into  full 
effect  in  the  present  state  of  the  Church  ; 
but  as  nearly  as  possible,  the  rule  of 
placinga  resident  minister  wherever  there  is 
a  sufficient  congregation  ought  to  be  ad- 
hered to.  The  general  feeling  against 
pluralities  was  founded  in  reason,  and  he 
admitted  the  necessity  of  some  consider- 
able restriction  on  the  present  practice. 
In  a  Bill  which  he  introduced  some  time 
ago,  he  proposed  that  two  livings  should 
not  be  held  by  the  same  person  if  they 
were  thirty  miles  asunder.  That  Bill  did 
not  pass;  and  the  Commissioners  had 
agreed  to  limit  the  holding  of  two  livings 
to  a  less  distance.  In  respect  to  thb 
point,  it  was  possible  that  they  might  have 
gone  too  hr.  He  would  say  a  few  words 
upon  the  objects  which  the  Commissioners 
had  kept  in  view  in  all  their  proceedings. 
Their  great  desire  had  been  to  encourage 
and  facilitate  the  diffusion  and  mainte- 
nance of  pure  religion  throughout  the 
country.  He  entirely  disclaimed  any 
other  motive  for  his  condnctthan  a  sincere 
anxiety  for  the  good  of  the  Church. 
Neither  he  nor  his  fellow-Commissioners 
had  been  actuated  by  any  ilcsire  of  {>o- 
pularity.     They  had  lookal  to  no   tern- 
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neither 
BOtigilit  to  fix  wavering  fnends,  nor  to 
conciliate  implacable  adversaries.  He 
Irtnted  that  what  had  been  done  would 
be  acceptable  to  the  rriciida  of  the  Church 
— that  ii  would  satiufy  ibc  enemies  of  the 
Establishment  he  bad  no  hope.  iL  was  his 
lull  persuasion,  however,  tbat  if  the  le- 
conimendHtiooB  of  the  Commissioners  were 
carried  into  execution  ibey  would  prove 
most  beneficial  to  the  Church,  and  increase 
its  strength  and  efficiency.  A  great  deal 
had  already  been  done  towards  effecting 
that  object,  and  satisfying  reasonable  and 
considerate  minds.  It  was  vain  to  talk 
of  security  in  these  times  ;  but  he  felt  th: 
if  these  recommendations  were  followed 
up,  the  Church  Establishment  would  be 
placed  in  a  condition  to  resist  the  attacks 
of  its  enemies.  The  clergy  would  pro- 
ceed in  their  vocation  without  being  au- 
noyedbythoseanxietics  which  had  ,he  would 
not  say  interfered  with  the  discharge 
their  duties,  but  which  nndoubtcdly  iiad 
greatly  disturbed  their  minds.  There  were 
some  other  subjects  which,  though  not 
embraced  in  tlie  Report,  required  imme- 
diate measures  to  be  introduced  and 
of  the  most  important  of  these  was, 
provision  for  the  improvement  of  clerical 
education.  He  must  add,  that  the  <;lergy 
of  the  present  day,  whether  in  learnii 
in  attention  to  their  pastoral  duties,  had 
never  been  exceeded  by  those  of  any  oih 
age  or  country.  But  it  would  be  impossible 
to  say,  under  any  circumstances,  that 
there  would  not  be  room  for  improi 
nient.  It  was  dcsiralile  that  Candida 
fur  holy  orders  should  be  well  grounded  in 
divinity  before  they  eiueicd  the  Chm 
iind  not  to  have  to  ac(|uirc  a  knowledge  of 
theology  nflerwards.  lie  was  also  of  opin- 
ion that  some  more  efficient  means  should 
exist  for  correcting  the  scandal  arising 
from  the  improper  conduct  of  some  un- 
worthy members  in  the  ministry.  It 
could  nut  excite  surprise  that  in  a  body 
consisting  of  about  18,000  persons,  many  of 
Ihem  yoang  men,  there  should  be  found 
some  whose  conduct  was  a  scandal  to  their 
profession.  Some  such  there  unfortunately 
were;  and  it  was  to  be  regretted  that,  in  the 
prcsetit  state  of  the  law,  the  heads  of  the 
Church  had  not  sufticient  power  to  punish 
such  delinquency.     It  was  cstreraely  de- 
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;  before  the 


connected  with  the  Report  n 
House.  He  would  close  his  reuiarKS  wim 
the  expression  of  a  hope  that  even  those 
who  might  differ  in  some  respects  from 
the  view  taken  by  the  Commissioners, 
and  think  either  that  they  had  gone  too 
far,  or  had  nst  gone  far  enough,  would  at 
least  admit  that  the  measures  which  they 
had  proposed  would  be  attended  with  ad- 
vanUigejto  the  Church,  by  increasing  its 
powers  of  usefulness,  and  averting  the 
dangers  which  threaten  its  existence. 
Report  to  be  printed. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  Marck  10,    1836. 

:Ea.]    Bills.    Head  1  Kcoml  lime :— On  the  Motii 
KAHDV.Bnlicrv  it  Klccttnu!  Scamcii'i  Fund, 
m   pmcntcd.    I3y   Mcbh.   Wii.»n,   Joheh, 


r  I'Lkus.— agaliut  Uic  Ailditiunal  Duty  ou  SpJTLl 
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TiMjiEii.  Duties. —  ALTRiiiNr.  Evi- 
dence,] Mr.  George  F.  Young  rose  to 
make  his  promised  Motion  upon  the  subject 
of  evidence  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Br  id  port  before  a  Select  Committee,  u|ion 
the  subject  of  the  Timber  Duties.  He 
assured  the  House  that  hehad  never  before 
risen  in  his  place  to  address  that  House 
under  circumstances  of  such  difficulty  or 
with  greater  reluctance,  alibough,  he  was 
happy  to  say,  that  his  conscience  acquitted 
hiin  of  all  personal  or  party  motive  in 
making  this  necessary  allusion  to  an  hon. 
Mcmljer's  evidence,  for  whom  lie  enter- 
tained much  respect.  He  shoidd  obtain, 
he  believed,  credit  with  the  hon.  Member 
and  with  the  House  for  an  anxiety  on  his 
part  to-night  to  abstain  from  any  observa- 
tion or  expressions  of  an  irritating  charac- 
ter on  this  subject,  although  it  was  a  mat- 
ter of  direct  personal  reference  to  himself. 
It  was  not  necessary  he  should  now  insist 
upon  the  importance  to  this  country,  in  a 
commercial  and  political  point  of  view,  of 
theexerciseofa  due  vigilance  over  the  inter- 
ests of  the  timber  trade.  In  pursuance  of 
that  object  a  Commiilec  had  been  granted 
during  the  existence  of  a  former  Govern- 
ment,with  power  to  examine  evidence  upon 
this  subject.  Constituted  as  thatCommittce 
was,  he  should  have  opposed  it.  The  ex- 
pectations of  the  well-wishers  of  the  trade 
had,  with  him,  been  disappointed  in  the 
persons  selected  to  perform  the  duties  of 
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llie  Committer  so  appointed.  Tnslead  of 
their  beiii^i;;  all  persons,  as  they  ought  to 
be,  unprejudiced  and  un[)ledged  to  any 
opinions  on  the  subject  of  this  trade,  he 
must  complain  that  there  were  nine  Mem- 
bers for  sea-port  towns  who  had  expressed 
their  opinions  beforehand  to  their  consti- 
tuents upon  the  subject  of  the  trade,  and 
tea  Members  of  it,  Members  for  inland 
places,  similarly  pledged,  with  one  indi- 
vidual  

Mr.  Ewart  rose  to  order.  The  selection 
of  such  a  Committee  was  not  a  proper  sub- 
ject for  the  consideration  of  the  House 
upon  this  occasion. 

The  Speaker  thought  the  hon.  Member 
should  proceed. 

Mr.  Young  sM,  that  he  thought  he  was 
quite  justified,  whilst  stating  that  an  al- 
legation of  unfairness  in   the  decision  of 
the  Committee  had  been  publicly  made,  to 
attempt  to  trace  its  cause  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Committee  itself.     Out  of  the 
thirty-two  Members  who  were  appointed 
on  that  Committee,  twenty  were   pledged 
by  their  speeches  or  avowed  opinions  to  a 
particular  opinion,  four  were   neutral. — 
lie  could  have  wished  to  have  seen  more 
impartiality  and  fairness  on  the  part  of  the 
Committee,  as  far  as  the  numerical  strength 
of  the  witnesses  examined  on  both  sides  of 
the  question  was  concerned,  for  there  were 
only  twelve  persons  called  before  them  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  colonies,  whilst  no 
loss  than  eighteen   were  allowed   to  give 
evidence  on  behalf  of  the  Baltic  and  Nor- 
way timber  trade.     Many  important  wit- 
nesses,   who   attended  on  behalf  of  the 
colonial  interests,  were  altogether  refused 
attention   by   the   Committee;    and   one 
gentleman,  who  had  come  from  Ireland, 
and  who  was  the  deputed  representative 
of  a  large   body  of  timber-merchants  in 
that  country,    was    compelled   to   return 
without  having   undergone   examination. 
After  these  witnesses  had  been  examined, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  rose  up  in 
the  Committee  and  demanded  to  be  heard 
by  them.     Now,  considering  that  although 
each    hon.    Member  who  composed  the 
Committee  had  a  right  to  support  the  par- 
ticular views  and  opinions  which  he  might 
entertain  upon  this  subject,  yet  as  the  hon. 
Member  for   Bridport  had   distinguished 
himself  very  much  in  advocating  his  own 
Side  of  the  question,  and  had  taken  a  very 
active  part,  as  well  as  shown  very  strong 
partialities  on  behalf  of  his  own  views,  he 
bad  certainly  felt  himself  called  upon  in 


fairness  to  oppose  the  admission  of  the  hon. 
Member's  evidence.     His  opposition,  how- 
ever, was  overruled,  and,  in  consequence, 
the  examination  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
proceeded  with,    and   upon  the  evidence 
which  was  given  by  him  was  grounded  the 
motion    about    to    be    submitted   to  the 
House.     The  inquiry  itself  had,  as  was 
well  known,  excited  great  interest  amongst 
the  public,  and  the  publication  of  the  evi- 
dence was  looked  forward  to  with  equal 
interest  on  the  part  of  the  public,  in  order 
that  it  might  be  ascertained,  by  its  exa- 
mination, upon  what  grounds   the  Com- 
mittee had  come  to  their  unexpected,  and 
he  might  almost  say,  hasty  resolutions. — 
These    resolutions   were  reported  to   the 
House  in  the  month  of  August ;  at  the 
close  of  the  Session  the  evidence  was  still 
unprinted.     In  the  month  of  October  he 
wrote  to  the  right  hon.   Gentleman,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  express- 
ing the  anxious  desire  which  his  constitu- 
ents felt  to  have  the  evidence  laid  before 
them,  and    requesting   to   know  when  it 
might  be  expected  to  be  ready.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  very  courteously  re- 
plied to  him,  informing  him  that  he  was 
ignorant  of  the  cause  of  the  delay  which 
had  occurred,  and  promising  to  hasten  the 
publication  of  the  evidence  as  much  as  was 
m  his  power.     In  the  month  of  Deceml)er 
he  again  wrote  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  subject,  who,  in  his   reply,  dated 
December  17,  stated  that  the  delay  was 
occasioned  by  some  intricate  calculations 
and  tables  to  be  furnished   by   the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport,  but  that  these  being 
completed,  the  evidence  would  be  published 
in  a  few  days.     It  was  not,  however,  com- 
pleted in  a  short  time,  for  it  was  not  until 
the  month  of  February,  in  fact,  until  the 
meeting  of  the  House,  that   they  got  the 
evidence   taken    before    that  Committee, 
which  had  furnished  its  report  to  the  House 
in  tlie  month  of  August.     Thus  the  oppor- 
tunity of  investigating  that  evidence,  upon 
which  it  was   most  probable  the   House 
would,  during  the  present  Session,  proceed 
to   deal   with   the  timber  duty  question, 
was  lost  to  those  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic,  who  were  most  interested  in  the 
matter,  and   who,  being  deprived  of  it, 
lost  thereby  the  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  opinions  upon  it.    This  consideration 
brought  him  at  once  to  the  case,  which  it 
was  now  his  duty  to  lay  before  the  House. 
On  looking    over  the  evidence    printed 
under  the  nan^e  of  the  boot  Member  fo^ 
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Bridport,  his  mind  misgave  Iilm,  and 
he  said  to  himself — **  Surely  this  can- 
not be  the  evidence  given  by  the  lion. 
Member  at  the  Table  of  the  Commit- 
tee.** He  accordingly  went  to  the 
Journal-office,  and  procured  a  transcript 
of  the  short-hand  writer's  notes,  as  cor- 
rected by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport. 
On  examining  these  notes,  and  comparing 
them  with  the  hon.  Member's  evidence,  as 
printed,  he  found  the  roost  extraordinary 
discrepancies  between  the  two ;  but  before 
he  took  any  public  steps  in  the  matter,  he 
went  to  the  hon.  Member,  and  asked  him 
if  he  could  afford  any  explanation  of 
those  discrepancies.  The  hon.  Member 
replied,  that  they  were  mere  verbal  alter- 
ations, and  that  he  might  take  what  steps 
he  pleased  with  respect  to  the  matter; 
which  answer,  of  course,  left  him  no  alter- 
native but  that  of  laying  the  facts  before 
the  House.  In  a  case  like  the  present, 
it  was  difficult  to  define,  or  to  draw  a  line 
of  demarcation  as  to  the  extent  to  which 
witnesses  ought  to  be  restrained  in  cor- 
recting their  evidence.  He  was  disposed 
to  give  them  a  great  latitude  in  this 
respect,  and  he  should  not  ask  the  House 
to  look  narrowly  at  verbal  alterations,  or 
at  any  alterations  in  minor  points.  That 
such  was  not  the  case  in  this  instance,  he 
was  prepared  to  prove,  and  he  might 
state,  that  two  of  the  witnesses  who  sup- 
ported the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  had  been  allowed  to  correct  their 
evidence,  but  not  to  alter  or  add  to  it.  Let 
him  now  proceed  to  show  the  House, 
whether  the  same  observation  could  be 
applied  to  the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport.  If  the  House  would 
examine  the  two  documents — namely,  the 
short-hand  wriler*s  notes,  and  the  evidence 
as  printed,  the  diflference  between  them  it 
would  at  once  be  seen  was  enormous.  He 
had  gone  through  the  first  sixty-one  pages 
of  the  short- hand  writer's  notes,  which  con- 
sisted of  129  pages  altogether,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  these  sixty-one  pages  might  be 
taken  as  a  fair  average  of  the  whole,  as 
he  did  not  suppose  they  contained  more 
alterations  than  the  remainder  of  the  evi- 
dence. Well,  these  sixty-one  pages  con- 
tained 5,000  words  altogether;  of  these 
3,332  wordshad  been  struck  out  by  the  pen 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  leaving 
1,668  words  in  the  printed  evidence  as 
originally  spoken  by  him  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Now,  how  had  the  hon.  Member 
corrected  his  evidence?    He  bad  iotro- 


I  duced  no  less  than  6,940  words  in  lieu  of 
the  3,332  struck  out  by  him — making  in 
the  wiiole  8,608  words,  of  which  nearly 
7,000  were  not  uttered  by  him  before  the 
Committee.  He  submitted  the  fact  in 
this  form  to  the  House,  as  it  was  the  most 
convenient,  and  afforded  the  best  oppor- 
tunity for  them  to  judge  of  the  extent  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  carried  his 
alterations ;  and  he  certainly  looked  upon 
the  question  to  be  one  of  very  great  nn- 
portance  to  the  subject  of  inquiry  before 
the  Committee,  as  it  involved  very  serious 
interests ;  nor  did  he  despair  of  showing 
that  the  alterations  were  of  moment.  The 
first  question  to  which  he  was  disposed  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  was,  whe- ' 
ther  it  was  allowable  in  any  person  to 
alter  the  mode  in  which  his  evidence  was 
given,  so  as  to  make  it  assume  an  argu- 
mentative form,  which  it  did  not  origi- 
nally possess  before  the  Committee ;  for 
this  would  naturally  lead  people  to  be- 
lieve that  such  evidence  had  been  of  much 
more  weight  and  importance  than  it  really 
was.  The  hon.  Member  then  proceeded 
to  give  specimens  of  the  alterations  to' 
which  he  had  referred,  and  observed  that 
he  did  not  complain  of  the  statements 
themselves ;  but  only  of  the  fact  that  they 
had  not  been  made  before  the  Committee, 
but  had  been  interpolated  upon  the  actual 
evidence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport. 
The  next  point  upon  which  he  had  to 
complain  was,  that  by  the  alterations  thus 
made,  the  arguments  adduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  support  of  his  views  on  the 
Timber  Duties  had  been  considerably 
strengthened ;  and  in  order  to  enable  the 
House  to  judge  of  this  fact,  he  should  end 
by  moving,  that  the  short-hand  writer's 
notes  be  printed.  The  third  point  to 
which  he  must  draw  their  attention  was 
the  circumstance  that  the  hon.  Member, 
who  certainly  must  be  looked  upon  as  one 
of  the  most  important  witnesses  on  his 
side  of  the  question,  had,  by  the  course 
which  he  thus  adopted,  altogether  escaped 
that  cross-examination  to  which  he  would 
have  been  subjected,  had  he  made  the 
same  statements  before  the  Committee  as 
were  now  contained  in  the  printed  evidence, 
and  he  would  have  very  probably  been 
met  and  contradicted  in  some  of  his  most 
material  statements  ;  he  more  particularly 
referred  to  what  the  evidence  contained 
as  having  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
upon  the  subject  of  the  tariff  on  Baltic 
and  Norway  deals,  which,  had  he  stated 
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at  tbe  table  of  tbe  Committee,  wcniM  most 
assuredly  have  been  questioned.  He 
would y  however,  not  weary  the  House  by 
going  any  further  into  the  details  of  these 
alterations,  it  was  suflBcient  that  they 
could  be  proved  to  have  been  made,  and 
he  wonld  now  further  explsun  that  his 
allegations  did  not  refer  to  the  corrections 
made  in  the  papers  and  tables  handed  in 
by  the  hon.  Member  at  the  Committee, 
and  which  he  then  expressly  observed 
were  not  correct,  owing  to  the  haste  in 
which  they  were  prepared.  Tbe  observa- 
tions which  he  had  made,  referred  to  the 
text  of  the  printed  evidence,  and  to  that 
only ;  and  if  be  had  succeeded  in  showing 
that  alterations  of  that  magnitude  had 
been  made,  let  him  ask  in  what  manner  it 
became  the  House  to  act  on  the  occasion  ? 
He  would  not  assert,  that  the  present  was 
an  unprecedented  occurrence ;  but  he  had 
searched  the  Records  of  that  House,  and  < 
had  found  no  traces  of  any  precedent,  and  < 
roost  certainly  the  present  was  the  first  | 
time  that  any  question  relating  to  such  ! 
alterations  had  been  brought  before  the  ; 
House.  Tlie  interest  which  he  took  in 
the  whole  question  of  the  Timber  Duties 
rendered  him  very  desirous  of  seeing  the 
evidence  actually  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport, 
printed  in  juxta-position  with  that  con- 
tained in  the  volume  laid  before  the  House. 
He  could  have  desired,  as  no  doubt  other 
Members  of  that  House  did,  that  tlie  evi- 
dence  had  not  been  altered.  But  as  the 
hon.  Member,  who  had  been  examined  at 
the  eleventh  hour,  had  altered  his  state- 
ments, he  asked,  in  justice  to  his  own 
views  and  opinions,  that  the  House  should 
be  put  in  possession  of  the  short-hand 
writer*s  notes,  and  thus  be  enabled  to 
judge  of  what  the  hon.  Member  really  did 
say.  The  next  consideration  which  he 
had  to  submit  to  the  House  was,  the 
degree  of  value  which,  by  their  declining 
to  notice  the  present  case,  would  in  future 
attach,  cither  within  those  walls  or  in 
the  public  at  large,  to  tbe  printed  minutes 
of  evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittees. AVhy  should  the  farce  of  taking 
and  printing  evidence  be  gone  through,  if 
such  circumstances  as  the  present  were 
permitted  to  pass  unnoticed  ?  Why  not 
ratlier  suffer  each  person  to  send  in  a 
treatise  on  the  subject  for  examination? 
If  a  case  like  this  were  to  pass,  and  no 
definite  regulation  were  laid  down  as  to 

tbe  correction  or  alteration  of  etidencci 


what  value,  might  he  ask,  woald  in  fotore 
attach  either  to  Repoits  from  Select  Com- 
mittees  or  printed  minutes  of  evidence? 
The  case  was,  however,  now  io  the  hands 
of  the  House ;  he  had  been  actuated  by 
no  personal  motives  in  bringing  it  forward, 
and  he  should  rest  contented  inth  the 
decision  of  the  House,  whatever  tbat 
might  be.  He  begged,  therefore,  to  move 
that  the  evidence  given  by  Henry  War- 
burton,  esq.,  a  Member  of  the  House, 
before  the  Select  Committee,  on  tlie  Tim- 
ber Duties,  be  printed  verbathn  from  tbe 
short-hand  writer's  notes,  with  the  same 
evidence  from  the  published  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  placed  in  parallel 
columns  opposite  each  question  aod  an- 
swer. 

Mr.  WarhuTton  said,  that  during  the 
ten  years  he  had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  Parliament,  he  had  alistained  from 
occupying  its  attention  with  anythiog 
personal  to  himself,  because  he  constdered 
the  public  business  of  so  much  more  im- 
portance than  anything  that  afifected  bim ; 
but  after  the  motion  which  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth,  he 
could  not  forbear  from  stating  to  the 
House  what  his  conduct  had  been  on  the 
subject.  He  did  not  know  that  the  hoo. 
Member  had  acted  quite  fairly  in  attempt- 
ing to  couple  his  name  with  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Timber  Duties  Committee  and 
its  appointment  by  the  Government,  and 
by  striving  to  create  a  prejudice  against 
him  in  the  minds  of  those  Members  who 
were  opposed  to  tliat  Government,  bj 
endeavouring  to  connect  his  conduct  with 
the  conduct  of  his  Majesty^s  Minister. 
He  did  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
considering  how  personal  this  motion 
must  be,  ought  religiously  to  have  ab> 
stained  from  creating  any  prejudice  of 
this  kind  in  the  minds  of  those  who  bad 
to  entertain  this  question.  This  was  the 
second  attempt  the  hon.  Member  b;yi 
made,  to  use  a  vulgar  phrase,  to  bark  bis 
evidence.  The  first  attempt  was  in  the 
Committee.  At  an  early  period  of  the 
inquiry,  he  (Mr.  Warburtonjhad  informed 
the  Chairman,  that  he  was  ready  to  give 
evidence  before  the  Committee,  and  be 
left  the  Chairman  to  fix  the  time  and 
opportunity  for  giving  it.  At  the  close  of 
the  inquiry,  it  vras  proposed  that  he 
should  be  examined.  To  this  the  boo. 
Member  and  his  friends  objected,  contend- 
ing that  the  witnesses  ought  to  be  ex- 
amined firat|OQC  on  one  side  aadtlicooM 
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on  the  other ;  and  they  were  for  having 
them  marshalled  like  the  black  and  white 
men  on  a  chess-board,  as  if  witnesses 
were  not  to  be  valued  by  their  weight  but 
by  their  number;  and,  therefore,  his  (Mr. 
Warburton's)  evidence  was  to  be  excluded. 
He  informed  the  Committee,  that  he  was 
not  anxious  to  deliver  his  opinion  on  the 
subject;  but  being  in  possession  of  his- 
torical details  for  the  last  eighty  years, 
collected  from  authentic  documents,  the 
owners  of  which  were  connected  with  the 
timber  trade,  he  wished  to  lay  them  before 
the  Committee.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  and  his  friends,  brought  forward 
a  motion,  that  his  (Mr.  Warburton's)  evi- 
dence should  not  be  received.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was,  however,  unsuccessful  in 
his  endeavours  to  procure  abortion,  and 
now  he  tried  to  strangle  the  babe  in  its 
cradle.  He  would  now  come  to  the 
changes  he  had  made  in  giving  his  evi- 
dence. Having  stated  to  the  Committee 
that  he  had  matters  of  fact  and  history  to 
lay  before  them,  he  adhered  to  his  pur- 
pose of  communicating  them  only ;  but 
some  hon.  Members  of  the  Committee, 
who  sometimes  showed  more  zeal  than 
discretion,  knowing  his  opinion  to  be  op- 
posed to  theirs,  when  they  thought,  they 
had  some  fact  which  favoured  their  theory, 
endeavoured  to  break  a  lance  with  him  ; 
and,  therefore,  the  House  would  6nd  that 
sometimes,  when  he  was  driven  into  a 
corner,  he  had  been  obliged,  when  ques- 
tions were  asked  on  some  matters  of 
opinion,  to  answer  them.  For  instance, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester  had  a 
favourite  theory,  that  the  continuance  of 
a  trade  was  no  proof  that  the  trade  was 
not  a  losing  one.  He  had  some  ques- 
tions put  to  him  on  this  point,  which  he 
answered ;  and  he  mentioned  this  to  show, 
that  he  was  obliged  sometimes  to  give 
evidence  on  matters  of  opinion.  The 
House  would,  however,  find  that  the 
points  on  which  his  evidence  on  matters 
of  opinion  was  given  were  limited  to  very 
few.  With  reference  to  those,  he  had 
said,  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  fill 
up  the  details  at  that  time.  One  of  these 
points  was,  that  whilst  there  was  war  on 
the  continent,  and  the  ports  were  open, 
prices  were  not  lowerea ;  another,  that 
freight  was  the  most  varying  of  all  the  ele- 
ments constituting  price.  It  so  happened 
that  he  was  then  asked  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the   Member   for  Cumberland, 

and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  West* 


moreland,  to  supply  the  prices  of  the  whole 
market  for  the  last  eighty-one  years ;  he 
had  undertaken  the  task,  being  also  re- 
quested by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee ;  and,  to  complete  it,  it  had  taken  up 
three  months  and  a-half  of  his  time,  at 
twelve  hours  a-day.  Having  undertaken, 
then,  to  supply  the  details,  he  had  thrown 
a  few  flowers  over  the  barren  path  along 
which  he  travelled ;  and,  because  he  had 
done  so,  were  the  hon.  Members  opposite 
to  treat  him  like  a  school-boy,  and  to  say, 
**  You  are  tied  to  your  lesson,  and  if  you 
deviate  from  it  you  shall  be  flogged  ?"  He 
read  part  of  his  evidence  from  tables  which 
were  then  incomplete,  and  which  he  was 
then  engaged  in  making.  Allowing  that 
there  was  very  great  delay  in  publishing 
the  Report;  still,  if  he  could  not  com- 
plete what  he  had  undertaken  to  do  with- 
out the  sacrifice  of  a  great  part  of  the 
long  vacation,  surely  it  was  too  much  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  say,  "  You  are  the 
guilty  cause,  and  it  is  attributable  to  you 
that  persons  on  the  other  side  of  the  At- 
lantic have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
reading  the  evidence."  He  did  claim  the 
liberty  of  making  remarks  on  that  table, 
which  had  cost  him  so  much  labour  and 
so  much  time.  All  that  he  had  done  was, 
he  had  supplied  all  the  details  on  the 
points  which  he  had  raised  in  the  Com- 
mittee himself,  and  he  claimed  to  himself 
a  degree  of  forbearance  in  not  raising  any 
questions  of  opinion  on  those  details  which 
were  not  raised  in  the  Committee.  He 
had  ventured  to  strike  out  some  words  in 
questions,  because  they  did  not  seem  to 
him  to  be  connected  with  the  subject 
which  was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee.  For  instance,  he  was  asked, 
"  Is  not  timber  an  article  which,  like  wine 
or  other  things,  improved  by  keeping?*' 
Now,  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the  words 
"  other  things"  were  not  strictly  con- 
nected with  the  subject ;  and,  therefore, 
he  took  the  liberty  of  striking  them  out. 
He  had  now  stated  the  whole  of  his  de- 
fence. He  had  told  the  Committee,  that 
he  could  not  supply  all  the  details  then; 
he  had  undertaken,  at  their  request,  to 
prepare  them ;  and  if  he  had  sinned,  let 
the  Committee  bear  together  with  him 
that  sin.  No  new  points  of  opinion  were 
raised  by  him  in  the  published  Report 
which  were  not  raised  by  him  in  the  course 
of  his  evidence  before  the  Committee,  and 
the  7,000  interpolated  words  which  were 
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the  consequences  of  his  undertaking  the 
completion  of  the  Table.  Upon  the 
whole,  he  really  ought  to  be  much  obliged 
to  the  bon.  Member  for  unintentionally 
conferring  a  favour  on  hira^for  though  the 
hon.  Member  wished  to  throw  discredit 
on  bis  evidence;  yet,  just  as  libels  were 
spread  by  their  authors  being  prosecuted, 
he  had  no  doubt  that,  thanks  to  this 
Motion,  where  he  should  have  had  but 
one  reader,  he  should  now  have  one  hun* 
dred. 

Mr,  Robinson  did  not  know  what  effect 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port  might  have  had  upon  the  House,  but 
it  appeared  to  him  that  he  had  not  an- 
swered in  the  slightest  degree  the  allega- 
tions of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tynemouth.  The  hon.  Member  might 
have  been  content  to  meet  the  charges 
which  had  been  brought  against  himself 
instead  of  going  out  of  his  way  to  attack 
others.  The  hon.  Member  had  said,  that 
a  great  labour  had  been  imposed  upon  him 
by  the  Committee,  and  then  he  asked  the 
House  whether  he  could  help  delaying 
the  Report.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Robinson) 
denied  that  either  the  House  or  the  Com- 
mittee imposed  on  him  any  such  labour  at 
all.  The  hon.  Member  told  the  right  hon. 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  he 
had  evidence  to  give  before  the  Committee; 
but  that  evidence  was  proposed  to  be 
given  when  many  of  the  members  of  the 
Committee  had  left  town,  and  when  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
views  were  not  able  to  produce  evidence 
in  controversion  of  the  evidence  given  by 
the  hon.  Member.  When  they  found 
that  a  majority  was  against  them  in  favour 
of  hearing  the  hon.  Member's  evidence, 
they  proposed  that  some  one  else  should 
be  heard  on  their  side;  but  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  allow  it.  The  hon. 
Memlier  for  Tynemouth  said,  that  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  tables  being  com- 
pleted ;  but  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
complained  of,  and  what  he  (Mr.  Robin^ 
son)  complained  of,  and  what  the  House 
bad  to  deal  with,  was,  that  alterations  had 
been  made  in  the  substance  of  the  evi- 
dence. This  question  might  be  treated  as 
a  party  question,  but  let  them,  if  such  altera  • 
lions  were  to  be  made  with  impunity,  look 
to  the  effects  which  they  would  produce  in 
impugning  the  integrity  of  the  Reportof  the 
Committee.  If  the  House  was  willing  that 
gentlemen  should  write  treatises  and  send 
uem  for  the  consideratioo  of  the  Housei 


let  all  parties  stand  on  an  equal  footing ; 
but  he  maintained  that  at  present  the  pub- 
lic had  no  security  whatever  for  a  correct 
report  of  the  evidence  given  before  Com- 
mittees of  that  House.  He  contended 
that  the  right  hon.  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  ought  to  have  intimated  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  might  make  his 
tables  at  his  leisure,  but  he  should  not 
have  delayed  the  publication  of  the  evi- 
dence. The  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  did 
not  object,  was,  that  the  evidence  in  the 
report,  and  the  evidence  as  taken  by  the 
short-hand-writer,  should  be  placed  in 
juxtaposition,  and  till  that  was  done  he 
thought  hon.  Members  ought  to  suspend 
their  opinions  on  the  subject.  He  would 
remark,  that  other  witnesses  were  told  by 
the  Chairman  that  they  were  not  at  liberty 
to  do  more  than  correct  any  verbal  inac- 
curacies in  the  short-hand-writer's  report* 
and  the  question  was  whether  a  witness, 
because  he  was  a  Member  of  that  House, 
should  be  allowed  to  make  alterations  in 
his  evidence,  and  keep  the  report  in  his 
hands  three  months  and  a-half  ?  He  had 
even  done  more  than  alter  his  own  evi- 
dence, he  had  absolutely  altered  some  of 
the  questions.  He  acquitted  the  hon. 
Member  of  every  thing  except  irregularity ; 
but  he  knew  how  great  an  advocate  he  was 
for  free  trade,  and  how  much  his  zeal 
might  influence  him. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  having 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport,  he  would  state  the  facts  of  the 
case  as  far  as  they  were  known  to  him, 
for  before  the  evidence  closed  he  had  left 
London.  He  could  state,  if  any  statement 
of  his  was  necessary  in  confirmation  of 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport,  whose  honour  had  been  un- 
impcached  during  the  ten  years  he  had 
known  him  a  Member  of  that  House,  what 
took  place  with  regard  to  that  portion  of 
the  suggestion  made  by  him  with  respect 
to  the  tables.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  having  made  known  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  was  in  possession  of  details, 
resting  on  authentic  documents,  of  the 
state  of  the  timber  trade  for  the  last  eighty 
years,  he  was  asked  to  communicate  them, 
but  he  said  that  they  would  be  compara- 
tively useless  except  in  a  tabular  form,  and 
to  prepare  tables  at  that  period  of  the 
session  was  impossible.  It  was  then  sug- 
gested by  himself  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Westmoreland,  that  »•  the 
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boQ.   Member   was  to   be  examined »  he 
should  be  at  liberty  to  complete  his  tables 
afterwards.     The  question  then  narrowed 
itself  into  one  of  irregularity;  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  put  it  no  higher. 
He  did  think  it  important  that  published 
e?idence  should  be  strictly  authenticated 
and  printed  as  it  was  given ;   that,  he 
believed,  was  the  rule,  as  far  as  he  knew. 
If  any  alteration  was  shown  to  the  Chair- 
man which  did  not  touch  the  substance  of 
the  evidence,  he  might  permit  it  to  stand, 
but  if  it  touched  the  substance,  the  Com- 
mittee alone  could  permit  it.     Allowing  it 
to  be  an  irregularity,  it  arose  from  the 
permission  given  by  the  Committee  under 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  in 
order  that  the  tables  might  be  filled  up. 
This  was  a  departure  from  the  general 
rule,  and  was  not  he  was  bound  to  admit, 
strictly  regular.     He  could  not  altogether 
exculpate  his    hon.    Friend    for    having 
altered  any  of  the  questions  which  were 
put ;  it  was  only  a  matter  of  discretion, 
but  it  was  a  pity  to  do  so,  although  every 
one  would  acquit  him  of  having  done  so 
from  sinister  motives.     But  then  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  this  motion  was  to  be 
pressed.     He  thought  that  sufficient  had 
been  done  in  bringing  it  forward,  and  that 
it  would  be  of  use  in  keeping  the  reports 
accurate  in  future,  and  no  one  could  say 
that  the  irregularity  affected  the  accuracy 
of  the  report  or  the  hon.  Member's  honour. 
Mr.  Poulett   Tiiomson  would  tell  the 
House,  so  far  as  he  was  acquainted  with 
the  subject,  what  had  occurred.     In  vin- 
dication of  himself,  particularly  after  the 
sort  of  charge  which  had  been  brought 
against  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wor- 
cester,   with   respect  to   his  conduct  as 
Chairman,  he  must  say,  that  till  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tyuemouth   mentioned   the 
subject,  and  be  saw  tlie  bun.  Member's 
notice  on  Tuesday,  he  was  utterly  ignorant 
of  any  alteration  being  made,  and  his  at- 
tention, as  Chairman,  was  never  called  to 
it,  nor  did  he  ever  hear  a  syllable  on  the 
subject.     He  could  most  completely  con- 
firm every  part  of  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport.     His  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bridport,  when  he 
appeared  before  the  Committee,  brought 
with  him  papers  from  which  he  read  cer- 
tain portions  of  his  evidence,  and  he  re- 
ferred to  other  documents,  which  the  hon. 
Member  informed  the  Committee  were  not 
in   a  state  of  preparation  fit  to  be  laid 

before  tbem»  and  Uiat  it  wai  necessary 


that  he  should  have  the  documents  before 
he  completed  his  evidence.     So  far  as  his 
(Mr.  Poulett  Thomson's)  recollection  car« 
ried  him  back,  it  was  most  distinct  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  did  on  this 
point  state  that  he  must  be  permitted  to 
fill  up  all  the  chasms  which  might  occur 
in'  h»  evidence,  and  that,  so  far  from  the 
case  being  such  as  bad  been  stated  by  the 
hon.   Member  for   Worcester,    his  (Mr. 
Poulett  Thomson's)  recollection  was,  that 
the  hon.   Member   for  Bridport  was  not 
only   permitted,  but  authorized    by   the 
Committee  to  do  so.     There  was  another 
point  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Worcester  in   respect  to  which  his  (Mr. 
Poulett  Thomson's)  recollection  did  not 
agree.     The  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
had  stated,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port had  not  been  authorized  to  correct 
his  evidence,  inasmuch  as  it  was  consi- 
dered wholly  satisfactory  to  the  Commit- 
tee.   Now,  he  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson)  re- 
membered that  a  considerable  difference 
of  opinion  prevailed  in  the  Committee  as 
to  the  propriety  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  at  all  giving  evidence,  as  it  might 
involve  matter  of  opinions  to  which  he  had 
arrived;  but  he   also   remembered,   that 
after  his  evidence  had  been  given,  there  was 
in  the  Committee  an  expression  of  opinion 
that  the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  referred  to  facts,  and  not  to  mere 
matters  of  opinion.     With  regard  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wor- 
cester, that  he,  and  those  who  entertained 
similar  views  with  himself  on  the  subject 
of  the  Timber-duties,  had  not  been  af- 
forded an   opportunity  of  answering  the 
evidence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport, 
he  could  only  say,  that  such  an  opportunity 
was  given  them,  but  they  did  not  think 
proper  to  call  another  witness.     Now,  to 
what   afler  all  did  this  charge  amount? 
He   (Mr.   Poulett  Thomson)  contended, 
that  there  could  be  no  charge  of  impro^ 
priety  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport,  because  whatever  he  did  was 
authorized,  not  by  him  as  Chairman,  but 
by  the  Committee  itself,  all  its  members 
being  present  at  the  time.     It  was  true 
it  was  not  communicated  to   the  hon. 
Member  in  an  authentic  form  by  him,  as 
Chairman,  but  it  was  communicated  to  tb^ 
hon.  Member  publicly  before  the  Commit- 
tee.    If  the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  valuable,  it  could  only  be  so  when 
correct ;  and  if  it  were  capable  of  disproof, 
the  boot  Member  would  nave  an  opportu* 
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nity  of  so  dealing  with  it  when  the  subject 
of  the  Timber-duties  came  regularly  be- 
fore the  House.     He  thought  the  House 
would  do  wrong  if  it  consented  to  publish 
the  evidence  in  the  manner  suggested  by 
the  present  motion,  for  it  could  answer 
no  good  purpose,  while  it  would  cast,  a 
slur  and  reproach  upon  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Bridport.     But  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tynemouth  had  also  attacked 
both  the  nomination  and  the  conduct  of 
the  Committee.     If  the  hon.  Member  had 
really  any  charge  to  make  as  to  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  Committee  or  its  conduct, 
why  had  he  not  brought  it  forward  at  the 
time  the  Committee  was  sitting,  or,  at  all 
events,  during  the  last  Session — why  had 
he  allowed  the  Committee  to  terminate  its 
labours  without  bringing  forward  his  com- 
plaints ?     With  regard  to  the  nomination 
of  the  Committee,  the  hon.  Member  had 
given  notice  of  a  motion  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  additional  members ;   and  after 
bringing  that  motion  forward  last  session, 
he  came  to  a  compromise  and  withdrew  it, 
so  that  in  this  respect  he  ought  not  to 
complain.    On  what  ground  of  either  fair- 
ness or  justice,  then,  could  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, after  ten  months  had  elapsed,  come 
down  and  complain  of  that  Committee? 
In  respect,  however,  to  the  charge  brought 
against  the  Committee,  and  against  him, 
as  Chairman,  he  would  appeal  to  the  hon. 
members  of  the  Committee,  and  especially 
to  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Sandon), 
whether  the  conduct  of  the  Committee  had 
not  been  correct  and  proper,  and  whether 
there    bad  been  anything  like  partiality 
in  his  conduct  in     the    chair?     It    was 
true  he  had  a  difficult  task  to  pursue,  on 
a  subject  with   respect  to  which  parties 
were  strong  in  one  opinion,  while  others 
were  equally  warm  in  another  and  a  dif- 
ferent view;  but   the   best  proof  of  the 
proceedings  being  impartial  towards  both, 
was  afforded  in  the  fact  that  at  the  close 
of  its  labours  he  had  been  told  by  many 
bon.  Members  that  they  had  got  through 
a  most  difficult  task  with  great  good  hu- 
mour and  with  greater  success  than  they 
had  anticipated  at  the  outset.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Tynemouth  had  said,  that  he 
was  bound  to  see  the  evidence  printed  as 
delivered,  and  had  also  urged  as  a  charge 
against  him  the  delay  which  had  taken 
place  in  supplying  the  report  of  the  evi- 
dence.     Now,  he  had  inquired  into  the 
cause  of  the  delay,  and  had  received  for 
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Committee  to  be  put  into  the  evidence 
had  not  reached  the  printer^s  hands.     He 
had  then  applied  to  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Bridport,  who  fairly  told  him 
that  the  labour  was  so  great  that  he  had 
not  yet  finished  all  he  had  to  do,  but  that 
he  would  lose  no  time.     He  had  again 
sent  to  his  hon.  Friend  on  his  return  to 
town ;  and  when  he  was  informed  by  that 
hon.  Gentleman  of  the  extent  of  labour  that 
he  had  undergone,  his  answer  to  his  hon. 
Friend  was,  that  he  wished  the  Committee 
had  known  that  the  business  would  have 
been  so  laborious,  because,  if  so,  he  would 
not  himself,  and  he  was  sure  the  Commit- 
tee would  not,  have  taken  upon  themselves 
to  impose  on  any  hon.  Gentleman  such  a 
task.   Was,  then,  this  onerous  task  now  to 
be  made  a  charge  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  was  his  conduct  to  be  inculpated, 
as  if  it   was  something  criminal  ?    The 
hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth  had  chosen 
to  state,  as  an  instance  of  unfairness  in 
his  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson's)  conduct  as 
Chairman,  that  he  had  prevented  other 
witnesses  from  altering  the  evidence  they 
had  given,  whilst  he  had  permitted  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport  to  do  so.    Now 
he  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson)  had  stated  to 
every  witness  that  he  might  look  over  his 
evidence,  but  was  not  to  make  material 
alterations.    But  he  contended,  that  there 
was  a  vast  difference  between  those  wit- 
nesses and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport, 
who  had  been  expressly  required  by  the 
Committee — authorized,  nay,  ordered  by 
them — to  append  the  documents  in  ques- 
tion.    If  there  was  an  objection  to  this 
course,   why  had   the  hon.  Member  not 
raised  it  at  the  time  ?  Did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port would  have  undertaken  a  three  months 
and  a-half  labour  if  he  had  not  been  de- 
sired by  the  Committee  ?    He  thought  the 
hon.  Member   for    Bridport  stood  most 
completely  exculpated,  and  he  could  not 
consent  to  a  motion  which,  while  it  an- 
swered no  good  purpose,  cast  a  slur  and 
a  stigma,  as  it  were,  upon  his  hon.  Friend. 
Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  said,  that  he 
had  been  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
and  thought  that  in  carrying  the  alterations 
to  the  extent  which  had  been  done  a  great 
irregularity  had   been  committed.       He 
thought  it  was  establishing  a  bad  prece- 
dent to  recognize  such  a  practice,  and 
therefore  the  House  was  much  indebted  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth  for  draw* 
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been  admitted  to  be  an  irregularity,  and 
this  notice  of  it  would  doubtless  be  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  a 
transaction.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
the  motion  would  not  be  pressed  to  a  divi- 
sion, especially  when  every  hon.  Mcn)ber 
who  had  spoken  had  disclaimed  attribut- 
ing any  dishonourable  motive  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport.  He  trusted  that 
the  explanation  which  had  been  afibrded 
would  be  thought  sufficient,  and  that  hi^ 
hon.  Friend  would  not  divide  the  House 
on  a  subject  of  so  personal  a  nature. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  it  ought  to  be  gene- 
rally understood  that  no  alterations  of  evi- 
dence, as  delivered,  would  be  permitted 
by  the  House.  This  was  necessary  to  give 
the  effect  they  ought  to  have  to  the  reports 
submitted  to  the  House  from  select  Com- 
mittees. If  the  present  case  stood  without 
excuse,  he  should  have  joined  in  censuring 
the  proceeding  as  an  irregularity  which 
oueht  not  to  be  permitted,  but  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bridport,  had  only 
done  that  which  had  been  requested  of 
bim  by  the  Committee.  That  was  ad- 
mitted, and  after  licence  and  authority 
thus  given,  and  more  especially  after  the 
explanation  afForded  to  the  House  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  it  would  be  very  hard  that 
anything  like  a  censure  should  be  passed 
upon  him  for  executing  with  so  much 
ability,  and  after  extensive  labours,  a  duty 
imposed  upon  him, — labours  for  which  he, 
for  one,  thanked  his  hou.  Friend.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth 
would  consent  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  concurred 
in  thinking  it  desirable  the  motion  should 
be  withdrawn.  If,  however,  it  went  to  a 
division,  he  must  vote  for  it,  because,  if  a 
material  alteration  had  (as  was  stated  by 
a  member  of  the  Committee)  been  made, 
it  was  only  just  and  right  that  the  evi- 
dence should  be  printed  in  the  manner 
proposed,  in  order  to  come  to  a  fair  con- 
clusion as  to  how  far  it  could  be  answered 
or  varied  by  cross-examination.  If,  how- 
ever, he  thought  the  motion  conveyed  the 
slightest  censure  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  for  having  improperly  altered  his 
evidence,  he  would  not  support  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth  had  himself 
acquitted  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport 
of  any  such  intention,  and  the  object  of 
the  motion  was  merely  to  prove  the  correct- 
ness of  the  evidence  as  now  printed,  and 
thereby  to  guide  the  House  on  the  discus- 
sion of  the  existing  timber  duties.     Tiie 


motion  attached  no  imputation  on  the 
character  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid« 
port,  which  was  above  suspicion. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  re- 
minded the  House  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport  had  not  acted  in  the  proceed- 
ing on  his  own  motion,  but  upon  the 
request  and  authority  of  the  Committee. 
As  a  matter  of  principle,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  evidence  ought  to  be  printed  as  given 
before  a  Committee;  but  when  a  Com- 
mittee of  its  own  accord  gave  instructions 
to  a  witness  to  complete  his  evidence* 
which,  as  in  this  case,  could  not  be  done 
pending  its  sitting,  then  he  must  say,  that 
animadversion  upon  such  a  course  was 
more  applicable  to  the  Committee  direct- 
ing it  than  to  any  other  party.  Believing, 
as  he  did  to  the  fullest, the  statement  which 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport,  supported  (if  it  needed  support) 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  James  Graham),  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  had 
cause  to  thank  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tynemouth  for  bringing  the  matter  for- 
ward, because  otherwise  the  important 
labours  of  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
been  unknown.  He  must  further  say,  that 
he  never  knew  such  an  instance  of  labour 
and  exertion  devoted  to  the  public  service 
of  the  country.  Nothing  could  be  more 
important  than  the  history  of  the  timber 
trade  for  the  last  eighty  years,  which  these 
labours  and  exertions  had  afforded  to 
the  House.  As  to  the  motion,  if  carried, 
it  would  convey  a  censure  not  intended 
either  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyne- 
mouth or  those  who  supported  him*  and 
he  therefore  trusted  he  would  take  the 
advice  thrown  out,  and  not  press  the 
question  to  a  division.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber pressed  the  question  he  should  roost 
cheerfully,  and  from  his  heart,  vote  against 
it,  affirming  thereby  the  proceedings  of 
the  Committee,  and  affirming  what  was 
still  more  valuable  and  important — namely, 
that  there  was  not  a  shadow  of  imputation 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport: 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  House  had 
every  reason  to  feel  grateful  to  his  hon* 
Friend  for  the  pains  and  labour  he  had 
devoted  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  Hardy  conceived  that  the  question 
was  not  merely  a  matter  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tyncmuutii  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport,  but  one  in  which 
the  public  was  interested  and  deeply  con- 
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cerned,  and  by  the  adoption  of  the  motion 
they  ought,  in  reference  to  a  great  and 
important  question,  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  on  what  part  of  the  evidence 
reliance  was  to  be  placed. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  was  at  all  times 
ready  to  bow  to  the  feelings  expressed  by 
a  majority  of  the  House,  but  he  must 
complain  that  he  had  been  placed  in  a 
most  unfair  position,  inasmuch  as  during 
the  conversation  which  had  taken  place 
all  the  eulogy  had  been  passed  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  and  all  the 
blame  had  been  attached  to  him.  He 
had  attended  the  Committee  daily,  and 
he  repeated  that  he  had  never  heard  a 
syllable  of  such  instructions  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  as  had  been  to-night 
stated,  except  that  the  hon.  Member  hav- 
ing said  that  he  had  not  had  time  to  pre- 
pare the  tables,  was  desired  to  furnish 
them  and  attach  them  to  his  evidence.  This 
statement  had  not  been  refuted,  nor  could 
it  be.  He  maintained,  that  if  the  evidence 
were  printed  as  he  suggested,  it  would 
appear  that  alterations  had  been  made 
both  as  to  facts  and  opinions.  He  stood 
Aloof  from  party,  and  therefore  could  not 
look  to  party  for  support,  but  he  never 
would  shrink  from  defending  with  inde- 
pendence any  conclusion  to  which,  after 
the  exercise  of  his  best  judgment,  he 
arrived.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  pre* 
fer  any  charge  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport,  and  he  should  not  be  indis- 
posed to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


CiiiTRCH  Reform^Report  of  the 
Church  Commissiokers.]  Lord  John 
J?n5se// appeared  at  the  Bar  with  the  Report 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  On 
its  being  brought  up,  the  noble  Lord,  in 
moving  that  it  be  printed,  stated  that,  in 
presenting  the  second  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  the. Church,  he  thought  it  proper, 
in  conformity  with  the  course  which  his 
noble  Friend  at  ihe  head  of  the  Adminis- 
tration had  adopted  in  the  other  House, 
to  state  shortly  the  general  subject  and 
nature  of  the  Report.  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  that  the  Com- 
mission was  appointed,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners were  named,  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Administration.  The 
persons  appointed  were  certain  of  the 
Archbishops  and  Bishops,  and  other  per- 


sons  more  immediately   connected  with 
the  Church,  and  three  or  four  persons 
holding  high  situations  in  the  Government. 
When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  went  out  of 
office,  he,  and  all  those  in  office  with  him, 
withdrew  from  the  Commission,  and,  with 
the    acquiescence    of  the  heads  of  the 
Church,  a  new  Commission  was  issued, 
which  included   the   name  of  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
and  other  persons  holding  similar  situa- 
tions under  this  Administration,  to  those 
which  were  held  by  the  members  of  the 
former  Administration,  forming  part    of 
the  Commission,  and  vacated  their  seats. 
Although,  therefore,  the  persons  in  the 
Commission  were  changed,  the  objects  of 
it  were  not  altered  ;  and  he  believed  that 
he  was  entitled  to  say,  that  the  discussions 
at  the  Board  of  Commissioners  had  always 
since  then  been  carried  on  in  the  most 
amicable  and  friendly  spirit,  with  the  view 
of  preparing  measnres  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Church  and   the   advantage  of  the 
country.    The  Commissioners  bad  been 
able  unanimously  to  agree  to  a  Report, 
involving  some  of  the  remaining  important 
points  not  touched  upon  in  the  former 
Report.    The  subject  of  inquiry,  as  origi- 
nally proposed,   was  divided  into  three 
heads.     The  first  was  respecting  the  terri- 
torial division  and  revenue  of  the  bishoprics. 
The  second  respected  the  revenues  of  the 
cathedrals  and  collegiate  churches,  with 
the  view  of  making  their  revenues  more 
conducive  to  the  services  of  the  establish- 
ment ;  and  the  last  subject  of  consideration 
had  reference  to  the  residence  of  the  clergy^ 
and  to  promote  the  due  performance  of 
their  proper  functions.     Now,  as  regarded 
the  first  branch  of  the  inquiry,  the  first 
Report  had  proposed,  in  the  first  place,  a 
different  territorial  distribution  of  the  dio- 
ceses, in  order  to  make  them  more  equal ; 
then  a'suppression  of  two  sees,  and  the  erec- 
tion of  two  others.    Thus  far  as  regarded 
the  duties.     As  regarded  the  revenues,  the 
Report  proposed  that  the  greater  part  of 
them  should  be  brought  within  a  scale  not 
exceeding    5,500/.,    and   not  less    than 
4,500/.;    and    that    none    but  the  two 
archbishoprics  of  Canterbury  and  York, 
and  the  bishoprics  of  London,   Durham, 
and  Winchester,  should  be  made  excep- 
tions to  the   rule.      The  only  material 
alteration  in  this  plan  proposed  to  be  made 
by  the  present  Report  was  that,  as  regarded 
the  territorial  distribution  of  the  sees,  that 
|)ortion  of  the  diocese  of  Bristol  which  it 
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were,  at  present,  divided  into  two  orders— 
those  of  the  old  foundation  and  those  of 
the  new  foundation.  Those  of  the  old 
foundation  were  those  which  were  founded 
before  the  reign  of  King  Henry  8th,  and 
they  had  this  peculiarity,  that  they  had 
not  only  separate  estates  affixed  to  each 
prebend,  but  that  there  were  also  in  each 
a  number — in  some  a  larger,  in  others  a 
smaller  —  of  prebendaries  and  person^ 
attached  to  the  cathedral,  but  with  no 
obligation  of  residence,  and  with  smaller 
or  larger  incomes,  and  no  duties  to  per- 
form. Those  of  the  new  foundation  were 
somewhat  more  systematic.  They  gene- 
rally had  an  estate  belonging  to  the  dean 
and  chapter,  giving  a  yearly  income,  the 
surplus  of  which,  after  deductingexpenses, 
such  as  for  repairs  of  cathedrals,  was  divided 
generally  into  two  portions,  one  portion 
for  the  dean,  and  the  other  for  the  other 
members  of  the  chapter.  The  manner  in 
which  the  Commissioners  proposed  to  deai 
with  these  establishments  was,  in  the  first 
place,  that  all  those  prebendaries  to  which 
the  condition  of  residence  did  not  attach, 
and  all  other  similar  offices,  should  be 
altogether  suppressed,  their  incomes  being 
merged  into  some  fund  for  the  benefit  of 
the  clergy,  and  for  the  extension  of 
the  instruction  afibrded  by  the  Church. 
And,  with  respect  to  the  collegiate  chap^ 
tcrs  in  general,  it  was  proposed  by  the 
Commissioners  not  to  abolish  them  alto- 
gether, but  to  leave  in  each  cathedral  a 
sufficient  number  of  dignitaries  duly  to 
perform  the  services  of  the  cathedral, 
adding  something  to  the  incomes  of  the 
more  distinguished.  It  was  proposed 
that  there  should  be  a  dean  and  four 
canons  to  each  cathedral,  and  that  all 
above  that  number  should  be  suspended. 
The  consequence  of  these  proposed  mea^ 
sures  would  be  that,  as  regarded  the 
chapters  on  the  old  foundation,  there 
would  be  three  hundred  and  sixty-eight 
prebendaries  abolished,  and  that,  as  re« 
garded  those  on  the  new  foundation,  the 
duties  would  be  better  regulated,  and  the 
service  of  the  cathedrals  better  pro- 
vided for.  From  these  difierent  mea- 
sures there  would  result  a  surplus 
revenue  of  130,000/.  per  annum,  including 
the  abolition  of  seventy  sinecure  rectories, 
thirty  of  which  were  in  the  gift  of  the 
Crown.  With  respect  to  the  canonries 
and  stalls  remaining,  it  was  considered 
that  one  of  them  might,  in  most  cases,  be 
made  useful  in  maintaining  an  office  of 


had  been  proposed  tcr  make  part  of  the 
see  of  Llandan,  should  now  be  united,  as 
far  as  regarded  the  city  of  Bristol,  with 
the  diocese  of  Bath  and  Wells ;  and,  as 
far  as  regarded  the  other  portions  of  it, 
that  it  should  be  united  to  the  see  of 
Gloucester.  It  was  also  proposed  to  unite 
the  see  of  Sodor  and  Man  to  that  of 
Carlisle.  Then,  with  respect  to  the  reve- 
nues of  the  several  bislioprics,  the  present 
Report  proposed  certain  diminutions. 
Taking  the  returns  as  presented  to  the 
Commissioners — which,  however,  might 
not  be  quite  accurate,  but  they  were  the 
only  ones  of  which  the  Commissioners  had 
been  able  to  avail  themselves — it  would 
appear  that  the  present  Report  proposed 
these  changes: — 

Sees.  Present  Income.  Reduced  to    Snrplui* 

Canterbnry      •      .    £17.000  .      £ir>.0OO  £2.000 

London      .     .      •        12,200  .         lO.OUO  .         2,200 

Durham     .      .      .        17.800                8,000  .        9,SQ0 

Winchester     .      •       J0.700  .         7.000  .        3,700 

Ely       ....        11.000  .          6.600  .         5,500 

Worcester       .      .          6»&00                5,000  ],500 
To  be  united. 

Ita'lS'*.  :  :    S:I!S>-    »^  •    •«» 

LeftTlng  s  total  surplus  of     .    £2S,500 

Now,  it  was  proposed  that  this  excess 
should  be  divided  among  thirteen  other 
sees,  so  as  to  increase  their  revenues  to 
between  3,000/.  and  4,000/.  per  annum. 
With  respect  to  the  sees  of  Bath  and 
Wells,  Norwich  and  Salisbury,  no  altera- 
tion was  proposed.  The  effect  of  the  new 
distribution  would  be  in  conformity  with 
the  suggestions  in  the  first  Report,  that 
there  would  no  longer  be  the  great  dispro- 
portion, so  much  complained  of,  between 
the  amount  of  the  revenues  enjoyed  by  the 
respective  bishops,  and  the  duties  performed 
by  them ;  with  the  additional  benefit,  that 
tne  evils  of  uniting  benefices  in  commendam 
to  the  bishoprics,  and  of  translation  from 
the  poorer  sees  to  the  richer,  would  be  got  rid 
of.  The  Report  stated,  that  the  whole  of  the 
episcopal  revenues  would  suffice  to  provide 
for  the  whole  number  of  bishoprics  now  pro* 
posed,  but  it  also  suggested  that  there 
should  be  some  measures  taken  in  order 
to  change  the  mode  of  granting  leases  for 
lives  and  terms  of  years ;  but  that  was  a 
subject  which  the  Commissioners  had 
found  to  be  attended  with  much  difi^culty, 
and  they  had  not  made  any  distinct  pro- 
position upon  it.  With  regard  to  the  next 
branch  of  the  inquiry  entered  into  by  the 
Commissioners — the  amount  and  present 
distribution  of  the  revenues  of  cathedral 
and  collegiate  chapters — the  Report  en- 
tered into  some  statements.   The  chapters 
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great  importance — one  of  which  was  par- 
ticularly conducive  to  the  performance  and 
due  inspection  of  the  affairs  of  the  Church, 
but  which  was  at  present  very  ill  remune- 
rated— ^he  referred  to  the  office  of  arch- 
deacon. It  was  proposed  (he  spoke  gene- 
rally, without  adverting  to  particular  cases) 
that  one  of  the  stalls  should  be  attached 
to  the  office  of  the  archdeacon.  In  some 
cases  it  might  be  advisable  to  attach  a  stall 
to  the  living  of  some  adjoining  populous 
parish  the  revenues  of  which  were  small. 
This  had  already  been  done  in  the  case  of 
Westminster,  wnere  one  of  the  stalls  which 
fell  vacant  during  the  Administration  of. 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  given  to  the 
incumbent  of  a  populous  parish  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  House.  There 
was  also  another  of  the  stalls  in  West- 
minster Abbey  which  it  was  now  proposed 
to  attach  to  the  parish  of  St.  John's,  West- 
minster. These  were  particular  instances. 
As  regarded  others  which  had  fallen  va- 
cant in  other  chapters,  it  had  also  been 
thought  adviseable  to  propose  that  they 
should  be  affixed  to  the  cures  of  large 
and  populous  parishes.  He  now  came  to 
the  last  and  most  important  branch  of  the 
inquiry — the  provision  for  due  residence  on 
the  part  of  the  parochial  clergy.  With  respect 
to  this,  it  was  proposed  that  the  number  of 
clergymen  to  be  exempted  from  continual 
residence  should  be  very  much  reduced — 
that  these  exemptions  should  be  confined 
to  the  chaplains  immediately  in  attendance 
on  the  Bishops,  and  on  the  Royal  Family, 
the  Heads  of  Universities,  and  the 
principal  masters  of  Westminster  and 
Eton  schools,  besides  some  others,  which 
he  need  not  now  name.  With  respect  to 
the  time  of  residence,  it  was  not  proposed 
that  any  very  material  alteration  should 
be  made,  except  that  deans  should  be 
obliged  to  reside  nine  months,  and  that  a 
canon  holding  a  benefice  should  not  be 
allowed  to  be  absent  from  it  m  ore  than 
four  months,  including  the  three  months 
during  which  he  would  be  in  attendance 
at  the  cathedral.  With  respect  to  plurali- 
ties, some  considerable  changes  were  pro- 
posed to  be  introduced  into  the  law  regu- 
lating these.  It  was  proposed  that  no 
person  should  hold  more  than  one  living, 
together  wiih  a  dignity,  and  that  no  one 
should  hold  two  livings,  the  distance  be- 
tween which  was  greater  than  ten  miles, 
or  when  one  should  yield  more  than  500/. 
per  annum.  This  rule,  it  was  proposed, 
should  be  absolute  as  regarded  the  dis- 


tance of  ten  miles ;  but,  with  respect  ta 
the  annual  income  of  500/.,  it  was  pro* 
posed  to  extend  it  to  meet  the  case  of  a 
clergyman  holding  rather  a  rich  benefice 
and  willing  to  hold  another  contiguous  to 
it,  the  population  of  which  might  be  very 
considerable  in  proportion  to  its  income, 
in  which  case  it  was  further  proposed  that 
the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  should  have 
power  to  grant  a  provisional  licence,  of 
which  an  immediate  report  should  be  made 
to  the  Archbishop,  by  whom  the  case  would 
be  laid  before  the  King  in  Council,  who 
would  have  the  alternative  of  disapproving 
of  the  proposed  licence.  Having  now  stated 
the  proposals  of  the  Commissioners  for  the 
better  arrangement  and  distribution  of 
the  duties  of  the  various  livings,  it  be- 
came necessary  to  say  in  what  way  it  was 
proposed  to  dispose  of  the  surplus  funds 
which  the  new  provisions  would  create, 
and  which  would  come  into  the  hands  of 
the  Commissioners,  or,  more  probably,  of 
some  permanent  Board  to  be  appointed  for 
the  purpose.  The  object  .wQuld  be  to 
dispose  of  this  amount  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  make  it  beneficial  to  the  church* 
Now,  it  would  be  evident  to  the  House, 
that  when  such  restrictions  in  the  holding 
of  a  plurality  of  livings  were  imposed,  it 
would  be  exceedingly  difficult  for  clergy- 
men, not  holding  more  than  one  of  the 
smaller  livings,  to  live  in  that  independent 
style  that  was  desirable  for  a  minister  of 
the  Church.  It  appeared  that  the  relative 
values  of  the  livings  were  as  follows : — Of 
benefices  under  150/.  per  annum  there  were 
3,528,  and  of  those  under  1 00/.  there  were 
1,926 ;  of  these  the  population  of  thirteen 
was  above  10,000— of  51  above  5,000-— of 
251  above  2,000,  and  in  1,125  the  popu- 
lation was  between  500  and  2,000  per- 
sons ;  making  1,440  benefices  having  more 
than  500  inhabitants,  with  less  than  150/. 
per  year.  Without  troubling  the  House 
with  the  calculations  which  brought  him  to 
the  result,  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  would 
state,  that  if  the  stipends  of  the  smal- 
ler livings  were  raised  to  100/.  per  annum, 
and  if  the  stipends  of  those  of  which  the 
population  was  more  than  500  were  raised 
from  100/.  to  150/.  more  than  160,000/. 
would  be  required  to  effect  the  arrange- 
ment ;  but  at  the  same  time  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  sum  to  be  derived 
from  the  suppressions  which  he  had  before 
stated  to  the  House  as  forming  part  of  the 
propositions  of  the  Commissioners,  would 
afford  ample  scope  for  its  being  carried 
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into  effect  On  the  other  hand,  there 
were  also  other  evident  means  of  applying 
any  surplus  which  might  afterwards  re- 
main, because,  if  the  disproportion  of  church 
accommodation  to  tlie  numbersof  the  popu- 
lation  in  the  several  parishes  were  taken  into 
account,  there  would  be  found  to  be  an  ample 
field  for  an  advantageous  expenditure  of 
the  amount.  Taking  London  alone,  there 
were  four  parishes,  containing  166,000 
inhabitants,  in  which  there  was  church 
room  fur  only  8,200,  less  than  one- 
twentieth.  There  were  184  parishes,  con- 
taining 1,137,000  inhabitants,  in  which 
there  was  church  accommodation  for  only 
1*25,000,  about  one-tenth  of  the  whole.  In 
certain  parishes  of  Lancashire,  there  was  a 
population  of  8 1 6,000,  and  only  church 
accommodation  for  97,700,  or  about  one- 
eighth  of  the  whole.  There  were  also 
various  other  instances  stated  in  the  Re- 
port, showing,  that  while  the  population 
had  very  much  increased,  the  cnurches 
and  church  room  had  not  increased  in 
proportion.  He  trusted  that  when  the 
Commissioners  came  to  consider  this  part 
of  the  subject,  respecting  which  they  nad 
not  as  yet  made  their  Report,  a  measure 
satisfactory  to  all  parties  would  be  sug- 
gested for  the  appropriation  of  this  surplus, 
and  that  it  would  be  directed  to  supplv 
religious  instruction  to  those  places  which 
were  in  absolute  want  of  it.  In  many 
districts  the  Dissenters  had  supplied  part 
of  the  deficiency  by  their  chapels,  but 
there  were  others  in  which  the  want  of  the 
means  of  religious  worship  was  still  very 
great.  It  was  undoubtealy  much  to  be 
regretted  that  such  a  want  should  exist, 
but  he  thought  that  Parliament  would  be 
convinced,  when  it  was  known  that  the 
highest  dignitaries  of  the  Clergy,  the 
Bishops,  and  other  elevated  members  of 
the  Church,  as  well  as  the  Crown,  were 
ready  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  Parlia- 
ment a  great  portion  of  patronage  and 
revenues  which  belonged  to  them.  When 
these  two  parties  gave  up  privileges  which 
they  had  enjoyed  from  time  immemorial — 
when  they  acted  in  this  praiseworthy  way, 
by  surrendering  up  not  only  their  patron- 
age, but  their  revenues  for  the  public 
good,  he  was  convinced,  he  said,  that  Par- 
liament would  be  unanimous  in  thinking 
that  no  better  application  could  be  made  of 
the  national  funds  than  providing,  where  ne- 
necessary  ,additionalreligiousinstructionfor 
the  people.  He  should  not  enter  further  into 
the  details  of  the  Report ;  but  when  it  wa;t 
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laid  before  the  House,  bon.  Gentlemen 
would  have  an  ample  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering those  details  and  the  several  al- 
terations which  the  Commissioners  pro- 
posed to  make.  He  need  hardly  observe 
that  the  members  of  the  Commission  were 
unanimous  in  recommending  this  Report, 
and  he  therefore  trusted  and  hope  d  that 
the  subject  to  which  it  referred  would  be 
discussed  in  the  same  amicable  spirit  by 
Parliament  that  it  bad  been  by  the  Com- 
missioners. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  that,  however 
much  he  respected  and  admired  some  of 
the  members  of  the  Commission,  the  Re- 
port of  which  the  noble  Lord  had  just 
brought  up — however  highly  he  esteemed 
the  right  rev.  Prelates  who  had  signed 
that  Report— he  could  not  conceal  from 
the  House  the  deep  regret  which  he  felt  at 
hearing  such  a  plan  proposed  for  adoption 
as  that  which  the  noble  Lord  just  an- 
nounced. For  his  part,  he  was  bound  to 
say,  that  he  would  not  be  a  party  to  the 
reception  of  a  Report,  the  tendency  of 
which  he  believed  in  his  conscience  would 
be  fatal  to  the  best  interests  of  the  Church 
of  which  he  was  a  member.  He  certainly 
should  not  differ  from  the  noble  Lord  with 
respect  to  the  appropriation  of  the  surplus 
which  this  Report  proposed  ;  but  he  must 
deny  the  right — taking  that  word  in  its 
largest  sense,  but  without  questioning  the 
legal  power — of  Parliament  to  deprive  one 
class  of  the  Clergy  of  any  portion  of  their 
revenues  for  the  purpose  of  distributing  it 
among  another.  At  all  events,  he  should 
be  no  party  to  any  such  arrangement.  If 
he  understood  the  noble  Lord  rightly,  it 
was  intended  that  the  incomes  of  the 
present  occupants  of  existing  sees,  livings, 
and  prebends,  should  not  be  disturbed ; 
and,  before  he  proceeded  further,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  was 
correct — whether  this  plan  meant  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  the  existing  sees,  livings, 
and  prebends?  [Lord  John  Russell  an- 
swered in  the  affirmative.]  Then  he  was 
to  understand  that  no  person  in  posses- 
sion of  a  see,  living,  stall,  or  prebend,  was 
to  be  affected  in  their  income  by  the  plan 
recommended  by  this  report  7  [Lord  John 
Russell :  Unless  with  their  own  consent.] 
Unless  with  their  own  consent.  His  opi- 
nion was,  that  no  such  Commission  ought 
ever  to  have  been  appointed  ;  nor  was  his 
view  of  the  matter  at  all  changed  because 
the  members  of  it  consisted  of  a  number  of 
eminent  Prelates  as  well  as  of  laymen.  He 
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did  not  think  that  the  property  of  the 
Church  was  a  subject  which  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  in  this  way;  and,  considering 
the  peculiar  constitution  of  that  House — 
considering  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
Members  of  it  did  not  belong  to  the  Esta- 
blished Religion — he  must  protest  against 
having  so  important  a  question  referred  to 
such  a  tribunal.  He  should  not  now  en- 
ter into  any  discussion  of  the  details  of 
tlie  plan,  because  he  knew  that  this  was 
not  the. proper  occasion  for  the  purpose  ; 
but  he  could  not,  at  the  same  time,  help 
slating  that,  however  he  might  approve  of 
the  object  to  which  the  surplus  was  pro- 
posed to  be  applied,  he  doubted  the  justice 
of  the  measure  itself,  as  much  as  he  dif- 
fered from  many  of  the  details  of  the  plan. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  done  not  only  themselves  but 
the  Church  great  credit  by  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  executed  the  inrjuiry  in- 
trusted to  them.  That  inquiry,  however, 
should  have  been  undertaken  by  the 
Church  itself  long  ago.  The  only  part  of 
the  plan  on  which  he  had  any  observation 
to  make  was  that  which  related  to  plu- 
ralities; and  no  man,  he  thought,  whose 
object  really  was  to  support  the  Church, 
could  deny  that  such  things  should  be 
done  away  with  as  speedily  as  possible. 
He  was  anxious  they  should  consider  how 
far  retaining  heads  of  colleges  and  schools 
with  livings  was  advisable.  He  thought 
that  it  was  not,  and,  as  there  was  a  sur- 
plus, it  would  be  better,  in  his  opinion,  to 
attach  incomes  to  such  offices  than  to  al- 
low the  parties  to  be  paid  for  duties  which 
they  did  not  perform.  This,  he  felt  per- 
suaded, would  remove  half  the  evils  con- 
sequent upon  the  system  of  pluralities. 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  that  they  would  do 
little  justice  to  this  most  important  subject 
if  they  were  to  enter  into  any  discussion  of 
it  on  that  occasion.  It  was  a  subject  far 
too  important  as  regarded  the  highest  in- 
terests  of  the  country,  and  the  Protestant 
religion,  to  be  dealt  with  until  they  had 
the  whole  of  the  details  of  the  plan  before 
them,  and  could  consider  in  what  way 
they  could  best  work  out  the  great  object 
of  the  Commission,  which  had  in  view  the 
extension  of  religious  instruction,  either 
entirely  or  partially,  throughout  every  dis- 
trict of  the  country.  With  this  feeling  he 
should  have  avoided  addressing  the  House 
at  the  present  moment,  if  it  had  not  been 
that  he  was  one  of  those  who  had  advised 
the  issuing  of  this  Commission,  and  that 
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it  might  therefore  appear,  if  be  remained 
silent,  that  he  had  departed  from  the  prin- 
ciples which  had  influenced  him  while  in 
office  to  concur  in  a  measure  for  the  adop- 
tion of  a  plan  for  extending  religious  in- 
struction. The  plan  now  proposed  had  been 
prepared  by  those  who  were  best  calculated 
to  form    a    right  judgment  on    such    a 
subject— by  the  members  of  the  Church 
itself,  aided  in  the  progress  of  iheir  inqui- 
ries by  those  who,  next  to  the  right  rev. 
Prelates,  were  most  bound  in  duty  to  up- 
hold the  religion  of  the  country — he  meant 
the   responsible  advisers   of  the  Crown. 
He  had   viewed  the  np|K>intment  of  the 
Commission  as  absolutely  essential  to  the 
welftre  of  the  increased  population  of  the 
country,  because  he  knew  the  difficulty  of 
obtaining  proper  religions  instruction    in 
many  parts  to  be  very  great.     In  all  direc- 
tions the  demand  for  religious  instruction 
was  very  pressing,  and  the  object  of  a|>- 
pointing  a  Commission  was  to  ascertain  how 
that  instruction  could  be  most  efficiently 
imparterl.    This  could  only  be  done  by  a 
general  revision  of  the  stale  of  the  Church, 
beginning  with    the    highest    dignitaries 
and  ending  with  the  parochial  Clergy,  and 
adapting  their  incomes  to  the  altered  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country.     He  should , 
therefore,  he  was  ready  to  confess,  go  into 
the  consideration  of  the  various  provisions 
of  the  plan  to  be  founded  on  this  Report 
with  a  sincere  desire  to  give  it  the  enect 
which  he  should  think  best  calculated  to 
produce  the  result  which  they  all  so  much 
desired ;  and  he  doubted  not  that  if  the 
matter   were    pursued    with    that  which 
should  be  the  wish  of  all  parties — a  deter* 
mi  nation  to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
Protestant  Religion — the  result  to  which 
they  must  come,  founded,  of  course,  on 
this  Report,  would  not  only  give  general 
satisfaction,  but  conduce  to  the  best  inter- 
ests of  the  Church  itself. 

Doctor  Lushing(on  expressed  the  satis- 
faction which  he  felt  at  hearing  such  a  plan 
as  that  which  these  Commissioners  had 
recommendnd.  So  far  from  taking  any 
exceptions  to  that  plan,  he  was  bound  to 
say,  that  it  exceeded  any  expectation  which 
he  had  formed  on  the  sul)ject,  and  all  he 
hoped  was,  that  the  scruples  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Oxford,  should 
not  disturb  the  unanimity  which  prevailed 
r(S|X'cling  the  reform  in  the  Church  now 
propoJ^ed.  Of  the  leading  principles  of 
this  plan  they  must  all  approve,  t)ecau3e 
every  «»ixprnce  of  the  ecclesiastical  reve- 
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naes  was  to  be  appropriated  to  the  use  of 
the  Churchy  and  the  sole  alteration  pro- 
posed to  be  made  was  in  the  distribution 
of  those  revenues.  A  greater  advantage 
could  not  be  bestowed  on  the  Church 
Establishment.  Whatever  the  sentiments 
were  which  he  entertained  respecting  the 
Church  of  another  country,  he  had  always 
held,  and  continued  to  hold,  that  the  Es- 
tablished Church  of  England  had  not  a 
sixpence  of  revenue  more  than  was  ade- 
quate to  the  furtherance  of  the  objects 
which  that  Church  had  in  view.  Now,  if 
he  understood  the  statement  of  his  noble 
Friend,  the  surplus  of  the  incomes  of  the 
Bishops,  which  were  considered  extrava- 
gant, was  to  be  applied  in  the  augmenta- 
tion of  smaller  sees,  the  emoluments  of 
which  were  utterly  inadequate  to  sustain 
those  Prelates  by  whom  the  duties  of  them 
were  discharged.  No  one  could  doubt 
that  the  incomes  of  the  Bishop  of  LlandafT 
and  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  were  insufficient 
to  maintain  the  dignity  of  their  stations, 
or  to  enable  those  light  rev.  Prelates  to 
diffuse  that  charity  which  never  appeared 
brighter  than  when  proceeding  from  such 
hands.  He  was  glad,  however,  that  they 
meant  to  uphold  the  three  great  Sees  at 
objects  of  ecclesiastical  ambition,  and  to 
render  the  emoluments  of  the  others  ade- 
quate to  the  duties  to  be  performed  ;  but 
he  must,  at  the  same  time,  express  his 
deep  regret,  that  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Oxford,  should  believe  that 
any  tribunal,  not  even  Parliament,  had  a 
right  to  deal  with  Church  property.  The 
next  part  of  the  plan  to  which  he  should 
advert  was  that  which  related  to  Deans 
and  Chapters.  He  did  not  wish  to  say, 
that  Deans  and  Chapters  had  produced 
no  good — that  they  had  not  contributed 
to  the  advantage  of  religion,  or  promoted 
the  literature  and  erudition  of  the  country ; 
but  he  did  mean  to  say,  that  the  benefits 
which  had  been  derived  from  them,  were 
by  no  means  commensurate  with  the  ex- 
tent of  the  revenue  which  they  received. 
lie  rejoiced  to  find,  that  the  Commissioners 
did  not  propose  to  desecrate  cathedrals 
and  abolish  sees,  but  that  both  were  to  be 
maintained  in  their  integrity,  although 
under  somewhat  different  circumstances. 
It  was  impossible  not  to  perceive  the  ad- 
vantage of  this  arrangement.  From  the 
first  hour  of  bis  being  an  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioner — from  the  first  moment  he 
entered  upon  the  consideration  of  the  state 
of  the  Church— he  urgvd  on  the  Arch- 


bishops and  Bishops  with  whom  he  was 
connected,  the  absolute  necessity  of  up- 
holding the  office  of  Archdeacon,  and 
giving  to  the  clergyman  holding  that  pre- 
ferment a  revenue  sufficient  to  enable  him 
to  j)crrorm  the  great  and  important  duties 
attached  to  the  office.  The  House  must 
be  aware  the  Archdeacon  was  frequently 
called  upon  to  make  a  circuit  or  tour 
among  the  parochial  clergy.  The  whole 
emoluments  of  the  Archdeacon  of  Lincoln 
he  knew  to  be  no  more  than  1 80/.  a-year ; 
and  as  they  must  all  admit,  that  such  an 
amount  was  wholly  inadequate  to  the 
duties  to  be  performed,  he  for  one  should 
be  glad  to  see  a  portion  of  the  surplus  ap- 
plied to  the  augmentation  of  the  incomes 
of  the  clergymen  who  filled  this  station. 
The  office  of  Archdeacon  was  a  highly 
important  one ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
right,  that  the  party  occupying  it  should 
have  no  excuse  for  not  discharging  the 
duties  of  it  properly.  The  last  point  to 
which  he  would  advert  was  that  which 
related  to  residence  and  pluralities.  No 
one,  he  believed,  who  had  considered  the 
subject  could,  for  a  moment,  doubt  that 
it  was  most  desirable,  as  far  as  practicable, 
to  enforce  residence,  and  do  away  with 
pluralities.  The  abolition  of  pluralities, 
however,  formed  a  question  of  some  diffi- 
culty, and  could  only  be  considered  with 
reference  to  the  existmg  state  of  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Church.  When  he  said  this, 
he  hoped  it  would  not  be  supposed  that 
he  was  not  the  advocate  for  the  abolition 
of  pluralities;  on  the  contrary,  he  was 
anxious  to  see  them  done  away  with  as 
speedily  as  possible,  but  not  before  proper 
inquiries  on  the  subject  had  been  made, 
and  effectual  means  taken  for  insuring  the 
adequate  cure  of  souls  in  every  case,  with- 
out the  necessity  of  annexing  to  livings 
the  incomes  of  which  were  small  other 
benefices,  in  order  that  qualified  persons 
might  be  induced  to  hold  them.  He  knew 
of  several  instances  in  which  such  livings 
had  been  rejected  ;  and  it  was,  therefore, 
important  that  some  plan  should  be 
devised  to  obviate  the  difficulty  before  they 
proceeded  to  abolish  pluralities.  He  could 
not  conclude  his  observations  without  con- 
gratulating the  House  and  the  country  on 
the  prospect  they  had  of  seeing  the  abuses 
of  the  Church  satisfactorily  remedied. 
The  measure  was  in  its  nature  so  remedial 
that  it  would  finally  lead  to  the  abolition 
of  pluralities;  and  so  convinced  was  he 
that  the  plan  announced  by  his  noble 
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Friend  would  tend  to  the  safety  and  pro- 
tection of  the  Church — would  secure  it 
against  the  attacks  to  which  otherwise  it 
was  likely  to  be  exposed — I  hat  it  should 
have  his  best  support,  because  ;  if  carried 
into  execution,  he  fully  believed  it  would 
not  only  ensure  the  prosperity  of  the 
Church,  but  establish  it  on  a  basis  the 
most  permanent  and  enduring. 

Mr.  Grcnville  Vernon  observed,  that  the 
subject  of  pluralities  was  one  respecting 
which  very  great  error  existed,  as  the  evil 
was  by  no  means  so  extensive  as  was 
generally  supposed.  The  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Oxford,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  seemed  to  attribute 
to  the  Church  a  power  which  did  not 
belong  to  it.  The  Church  had  no  power 
whatever  to  interfere  in  the  distribution  of 
lis  revenues,  and  this  he  had  reason  to 
know  from  a  proposition  which  a  venerable 
relative  of  his  had  made  on  the  subject  to 
the  head  of  a  former  Government.  He, 
however,  was  prepared  to  give  his  candid 
attention  to  the  plan  recommended  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  to  carry  out  their 
views  as  far  as  he  thought  they  ought  to 
be  carried  out. 

The  Report  was  agreed  to,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Spin  IT  Licences.]  Mr.  Divett  then 
rose,  pursuant  to  the  notice  which  he 
had  given,  to  move  for  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  so  much  of  the 
Act  of  4lh  and  5lh  William  4th,  cap.' 
75,  as  imposed  an  additional  duty  of 
fifty  per  cent,  on  Retail  Spirit  Licences. 
This  Act,  as  the  House  would  recollect, 
was  introduced  by  Lord  Althorp  during 
the  period  he  filled  the  office  of  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  nothing  could 
possibly  have  been  more  oppressive  than 
this  increase  of  taxation  had  proved.  The 
House  would  recollect  that  the  Bill  was 
brought  forward  at  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion, when  the  attendance  was  not  very 
numerous  ;  but  still,  had  hon.  Members 
been  in  the  least  degree  aware  of  the 
injustice  which  it  would  inflict  on  the 
licensed  victuallers  they  never  would  have 
consented  to  its  passing.  W  hen  he  brought 
forward  this  subject  last  year,  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, gave  him  a  promise,  that  he  would 
afford  some  relief  to  those  classes.  There 
wns  a  feeling  in  the  country,  that  upon 
this  point  his  right  hnn.  Frioiid  had  not 
kept  faiih  with  him.     However,  perhaps 


owing  to  the  state  of  the  revenue  at  that 
time,  and  to  the  pressure  of  other  interests, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  been  able  to 
give  more  relief  than  he  had  done.     He 
understood   that  his  motion   was  to   be 
opposed  by  the   Chancellor  of  the   Ex- 
chequer on  the  present  occasion,  upon  the 
ground  of  relief  having  been  afforded  last 
year,  and  also  that  the  Government  could 
not  afford  to  grant  the  amount  of  relief 
demanded.     He  (Mr.   Divett),  however, 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  appeal  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  that  House, 
and  to  ask  them  to  take  the  condition  of 
this  distressed  body  of  men  into  their  con- 
sideration, and  restore  them  to  that  state 
in  which  they  were  before  the  passing  of 
Lord  Althorp's  Bill.    The  hon.  Member 
went  into  some  details  with  a  view   of 
showing  that  the   relief  granted   to  the 
licensed  victuallers  was  very  insufHcient, 
and  that  it  was  so  apportioned  that  the 
most  oppressed  portion  received  the  least 
amount   of  relief.     With   respect  to   the 
4th  and  5th  of  William  4th,  there  was  a 
clause  in  that  Act  which  provided,   that 
where  a  dispute  arose  as  to  the  value  of  a 
house   the    person    dissatisfied   with   the 
valuation,  and  with  the  amount  of  rate 
charged,  should  be  at  liberty  to  obtain  a 
new  valuation  in  such  way  as  should  be 
pointed    out   by   the    Commissioners    of 
Excise,   and   that   the    duty   should    be 
charged  in  proportion  to  the  newly-ascer- 
tained value.     He  contended  that  this  Act 
gave  the  Commissioners  of  Excise  a  most 
inquisitorial   power  with   respect  to  this 
class  of  traders.     He  believed  that  the 
great   support  which    the   Bill  of   Lord 
Althorp  received  was  from  a  feeling  that 
it  would  tend  to  the  promotion  of  morality 
amongst  the  lower  classes,  by  checking  the 
sale  of  ardent  spirits.    This  tax,  however, 
fell  upon  the  licensed  victualler  who  sold 
small  quantities  of  spirits  for  the  ad  van* 
tnge  of  his  customers,  and  who  was  already 
oppressed    with    taxation.       Instead     of 
checking  the  sale  of  ardent  spirits,  the 
effect  of  the  Act  to  which  he  referred  was 
quite  the  contrary.     It  held  out  a  direct 
temptation   to   smuggling,   for   in   giving 
relief  to   houses  consuming  fifty  gallons, 
the  effect  was  this  :  the  retailer  produced 
the  forty  gallons  in  the  regular  way,  and 
saved  himself  the  expense  of  an  additional 
licence  duty  by  smuggling  all  that  he  con- 
sumed over  that  quantity.     In  spite  of  the 
activity  of  a  well-appointed  coust-guarj, 
he  understood  that,  owing  to  the  heavy 
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duty,  there  was  a  great  quantity  of  spirits 
smuggled  into  this  country  during  the 
winter  months,  and  a  great  quantity  found 
its  way  into  the  possession  of  persons  cir- 
cumstanced in  the  way  that  he  had  just 
mentioned.  With  respect  to  the  subject 
of  his  motion,  great  anxiety  was  felt 
throughout  the  country.  In  the  course  of 
the  last  Session  there  were  no  less  than 
200  petitions  presented  on  this  subject, 
and  the  present  Session  had  scarcely  com- 
menced when  similar  petitions  began  to 
pour  in  upon  them  from  all  quarters.  He 
hoped,  then,  that  his  motion  would  not  be 
met  by  any  declaration  that  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  Government  to  spare  this 
reduction.  But  even  were  that  the  case, 
it  would  be  much  better  to  substitute  an 
additional  fractional  duty  on  spirits  than 
to  continue  the  system  of  which  he  com- 
plained. After  some  further  observations, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
for  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  to 
take  into  their  immediate  consideration  so 
much  of  the  4ih  and  5th  of  William  4th, 
cap.  75,  as  imposes  an  additional  duty  of 
fifty  per  cent  on  retail  spirii  licences. 

Mr.  Ewart  considered    the   additional 
duty  imposed  on  spirit  licences  as  a  tax 
bad  in  principle  and  bad  in  character,  lie 
had   a  petition  signed  by  many  thousands 
of  his  constituents   in    Liverpool.     Ttiis 
petition  was  signed  by  many  of  the  most 
respectable  inhabitants,   not  at   all  con- 
nected with  the  licensed  victuallers ;  and 
the  petitioners  stated  very  strongly  their 
opinion  of  the  injustice  of  the  additional 
tax,  and  he  could  assure  the  House  their 
feeling  was  every  day  increasing.     If  his 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  abolish  this 
impost  they  would  have  to  encounter  great 
hostility.     It  was  only  an  Act  of  common 
justice  to  a   deserving    and    industrious 
class  if  the  House  agreed  to  the  motion 
of   his    hon.    Friend.       The     additional 
tax  on  spirit  licences  was  an  aggravation 
of  evil  on  a  class  already  too  much  op- 
pressed— and  he  was  convinced  it  could 
not  consistently  with  sound  principles  be 
advocated.     Drinking  of  ardent  spirits  had 
not  been  increased  by  it.    The  only  means 
of  accomplishing  such  an  object  would  be 
to  promote  education  and  do  all  that  was 
possible   to  improve   the  morals  of   the 
people.     If  the   Chancellor   of   the   Ex- 
chequer did  not  come  forward  during  the 
present  Session   to  relieve  those  who  now 
complained,  he  would  have  a  much  more 
arduous  task  to  perforin  pext   Sesiion. 


If  the  motion  did  not  succeed  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  it  must  eventually. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  task  of  opposing  this  proposition 
was  painful  to  him,  and  he  begged  to  add 
that   he  believed   the  hon.   Member   for 
Exeter  (Mr.  Divett)  was  actuated  by  no 
unkind  feeling  towards  the  Government  in 
bringing   the   motion   forward.     But    he 
entreated  the  House,  before  they  came  to 
a  vote  on  this  subject,  that  they  would  do 
him  the  favour  to  listen  to  the  few  obser- 
vations which  he  had  to  offer — that  they 
would  not  come  to  a  decision  on  the  ques- 
tion without  listening  to  the  facts.     He 
rejoiced  that  the  country  was  financially 
in   the  position  which  disabled  him  frora 
affirming  that   it  would   be  injurious  to 
public  credit  tp  acquiesce  in  the  proposi- 
tion ;  hebclieved,  and  he  derived  the  greatest 
pleasure  from  having  it  in  his  power  to 
state  the  fact,  that  the  revenue  would  be 
able  to  bear  this  reduction.  He,  therefore, 
did  not  oppose  the  proposition  on  financial 
grounds ;  but  he  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  actual   position 
in  which  this  matter  stood,  and  to   the 
circumstances  under  which  the  proposilion 
was  brought   under  the   consideration  of 
the  House.-    He  had  already  said,  that  at 
the  earliest  possible  period  after  the  close 
of  the   financial  year  in   April  next,   he 
would  bring  before  the  House  the  actual 
state  of  the  income  and  expenditure  of  the 
country,  and  he  trusted  its  condition  would 
be  flourishing  enough  to  enable  him   to 
propose  such  modifications  and  alterations 
of  some  of  the   branches  of  taxation    as 
appeared   to  himself  and  his   colleagues, 
and  as  would  appear  also  to  the  House, 
the    best   calculated    to   afibrd    practical 
relitf.     The   present   proposilion  did  not 
involve   the   question   of    a  loss   to   the 
revenue  of  120,000/.  a-year— he  did  not 
ask  the  House  to  consider  that ;  but  in 
apportioning   that  amount   of   relief,  he 
would  ask  the  House  not  to  decide  on  a 
mere    review   of  the    question   of   s|)irit 
licences,   but   to   weigh   one   proposition 
against  another,  and  then  inquire  of  them- 
selves, inquire  of  their  constituents,  and 
inquire  of  the  country,  whether,  if  they 
decided  in  favour  of  this  one  item  of  relief, 
they  would  give  general  satisfaction  ?     He 
begged  the  House  to  bear  in  mind,  that 
the  duty  on  spirit  licences  was  paid  by 
the  consumers  of  the  spirits.     That  was  an 
obvious  fact,  and  he  thought  the  proposi- 
tioQ  60  clear  that  be  did  not  at  all  expect 
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to  find  it  contradicted.  Not  imagining 
that  he  should  require  much  authority  hi 
support  of  his  views,  he  had  not  troubled 
himself  to  seek  any  but  in  the  soundest 
authorities  which  could  be  consulted  on 
such  subjects,  and  he  had  found  at  hand 
the  following  observation  : — **  Such  duties 
as  those  on  licences  to  retail  ale,  wine,  and 
spirituous  liquors,  though  intended  to  fall 
on  the  retailers,  are  paid  by  the  consu- 
mers." The  authority  from  which  he 
quoted  was  admitted  to  be  a  good  one  on 
such  questions,  being  no  less  eminent  an 
individual  than  the  author  of  the  "  Wealth 
of  Nations'*  lie  wished  to  bring  before 
the  attention  of  the  House  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  additional  duty 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  alluded  was 
imposed  by  his  noble  Friend  Earl  Spencer. 
And  here  he  must  remark  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter  went  no  farther  back 
for  his  facts  than  to  that  period.  Why 
did  he  not  go  to  an  earlier  period?  If  he 
had,  he  would  have  discovered  that  there 
was  a  time,  not  very  distant,  when  the 
licensed  victuallers  received  considerable 
relief.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman,  instead  of 
conBning  his  view  to  the  period  just  before 
1834,  had  extended  it  to  the  time  prior  to 
1825,  he  would  have  found  that  the  smaller 
classes  then  paid  for  their  licences  upwards 
of  7/. ;  which  sum  was  reduced  by  Lord 
Althorp  to  3/.  ds. ;  and  all  who  sold  not 
more  than  fifty  gallons  of  spirits  in  the 
course  of  the  year,  had  had  their  licences 
reduced  to  2/.  25.  When  hon.  Gentlemen 
considered  the  claims  of  the  other  classes 
of  industry  in  this  country,  when  they  con- 
sidered how  that  industry  was  borne  down 
perhaps  both  by  Excise  regulations  and 
financial  impositions,  he  felt  assured  that 
they  would  pause  before  they  granted  relief 
to  one  single  class.  He  had  always  thought, 
and  had  always  said,  that  spirits  were  a 
fair  article  for  taxation  ;  indeed,  it  had 
always  been  his  conviction,  that  a  more 
fair  article  for  taxation  could  not  be  found  ; 
and  the  limit  was  the  fullest  extent  to 
which  you  could  impose  duty  without 
creating  smuggling.  Lord  Althorp,  when 
he  gave  relief  to  the  country  from  taxation 
to  the  amount  of  1,200,000/.,  considered 
it  safer  to  impose  an  additional  duty  on 
spirit  licences  rather  than  on  spirits.  In 
1835,  objections  were  made  in  various  pe- 
titions which  were  presented  to  the  House 
against  the  licence  duty.  No  great  objec- 
tions, however,  were  made  to  the  increased 
duty  when  it  was  proposed  by  bis  noble 


Friend.  At  that  time  the  boon  of  getting 
rid  of  the  House-tax  was  considered  so 
great,  that  he  should  like  to  see  the  Gen- 
tleman in  this  House,  when  he  saw  tlie 
necessity  which  existed  of  obtaining  sooie 
indemnity— he  should  like  to  seethe  Gen-* 
tleroan  who  would  have  resisted  the  pro- 
position; on  the  contrary,  the  question 
was  raised  in  this  House,  and  in  other 
quarters,  whether  a  greater  duty  should 
not  be  imposed  on  the  retailers  of  spirits. 
He  knew  how  distasteful  to  the  House 
these  details  wxre,  but  the  question  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  of  so  much  importance 
as  to  make  it  his  duty  to  submit  this  state- 
ment to  their  consideration.  Last  year, 
in  order  to  meet  the  objections  which  had 
been  made,  he  proposed  that  in  cases  where 
the  consumption  of  spirits  did  not  exceed 
fifty  gallons,  the  additional  duty  on  the 
licences  should  be  altogether  remitted. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  then  said,  that  the 
relief  proflered  would  be  next  to  nothing; 
in  reply  to  which  he  stated,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  his  measure  was  to  give  relief  to 
the  smaller  victualler.  In  the  first  place, 
the  number  of  licensed  victuallers  through- 
out England  was  47,340.  The  Act  5ih 
and  6th  William  4th,  cap.  79,  gave  relief 
in  17,423  cases,  being  36|  percent,  on 
the  whole  number  of  parties  who  were 
licensed  victuallers.  But  let  him  call 
attention  to  the  mode  in  which  that  relief 
was  given  to  the  smaller  classes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  accordingly  quoted 
a  passage  from  the 

'*  Return  of  the  number  of  retail  spirit 
dealers  in  England,  who  have  received  relief 
under  the  Act  5lh  and  6lh  William  4lh,  cap. 
39;  stating  the  total  amount  of  such  relief, 
and  tlie  number  of  those  relieved  under  each 
rate  of  duty.  At  2/.  2s.  instead  of  3/.  3s., 
9,804:  number  in  1832-3,  14,491,  relief  07\ 
per  cent;  at  4/.  4s.  instead  of  6/.  Qs.^  6,454  ; 
in  1B32-3,  in,349,  relief  33  per  cent ;  at  6/.  6*. 
instead  of  0/.  9s ,  584,  number  in  1832-3, 
3,005,  relief  19  per  cent ;  at  7/.  7t.  instead  of 
11/.  Os.  6rf.,  197,  number  in  1832-3,  1729, 
relief  11  percent;  at  8/.  8s.  instead  of  T^/. 
12s.,  207;  number  in  1832-3,  3,369,  relief  6 
per  cent,  at  9/.  9s.,  instead  of  \M,  3s.  6J.  71 , 
number  in  1832-3,  2,229,  relief  3  per  cent ; 
at  10/.  lOt.  instead  of  15/.  15s.,  106,  number 
in  1832-3,  4,168,  relief  2i  per  cent;  total 
number  relieved^  17,423,  ditto  iu  1833-3, 
47,340,  relief  36^  per  cent ;  total  amount  of 
relief  28,172/.  16s.'' 

The  above  details  showed  that  the  Act 
had  given  relief  to  all  the  smaller  dealers, 
and  be  it  observed,  to  those  connected 
with  the  agricQltural  parts  of  the  country 


173 


Spirit  Licemes. 


{March  10} 


Sjurit  Licences.' 


174 


— the  very  classes  for  whom  his  hon. 
Friend  claimed  relief.  The  relief  which 
would  he  given  hy  his  hon.  Friend's  pro- 
posiiiony  would  be  given  just  where  the 
House  would  think  it  ought  not  to  be  given. 
As  evidence  of  the  extent  to  which  the 
country  and  agricultural  districts  had 
been  benefitted  by  his  plan,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  the  following  Return 
of  the  number  of  retail  spirit  dealers  who 
have  received  relief  under  the  Act  6th  and 
6tli  William  4th,  cap.  39,  and  also  the 
total  amount  of  such  relief : — 

Naoiber  relieved. 


AmouDl  of  relief. 

£.27,972    6    0 
200  n    0 


8eot1aa4 
Ireland 


Total 


17,423 
2,616 


28,172 
1.9B3 
3,161 


16 

is 

0 


0 
6 
6 


£89,187   i>    0 


Uoited  Kingdom     21.636 
Excise  Office,  March  lOth,  1836. 

If  this  proposition  were  carried,  you  would 
give  relief  to  21,091  dealers  in  London, 
comprehending  the  whole  of  the  gin-shops 
in  this  metropolis.  Now,  he  would  say, 
that  if  they  had  a  surplus  to  give  away,  it 
was  not  in  that  quarter  that  he  would  give 
it.  He  was  prepared  to  show  them,  if  his 
hon.  Friend  would  only  afford  him  the 
opportunity,  the  advantages  of  repealing 
one  tax  as  compared  with  another,  and  he 
would  then  ask  the  House  to  judge  between 
them,  which  of  the  two  propositions  was 
best.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  he 
felt  confident  the  House  would  agree  with 
him,  and  would  not  apply  a  surplus  of 
120,000/.  to  increase  the  sale  of  gin.  The 
noble  Lordy  the  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire, presented  a  petition  but  a  few 
days  ago  on  the  subject  of  the  paper  du- 
ties* and  stated,  as  a  part  of  his  case,  the 
extreme  hardship  to  which  the  paper- 
stainers  were  now  subject.  The  noble 
Lord  spoke  of  the  benefit  which  it  would 
be  to  industry — of  the  ornament  which  it 
would  add  to  our  houses;  he  spoke  of  the 
cleaoliuess  and  neatness  which  it  would 
impart  to  the  humble  cottage;  and  he 
spoke  of  the  improvement  it  would  occasion 
in  the  revenue  itself  if  the  duty  were  re- 
duced. Now  the  whole  of  the  duty  on 
stained  paper  might  be  repealed  for  less 
than  the  sum  which  the  non.  Member 
proposed  to  waste  for  the  relief  of  the 
licensed  victualler  and  gin-drinkers.  For 
the  sake  of  the  people — for  the  sake  of  the 
industry  of  the  land,  he  would  say  they 
must  negative  the  proposition ;  let  them, 
at  least,  suspend  their  judgment  till  they 
bad  the  opportunity  of  comparing  the  hon. 


Members  plan  with  his,  and  adopting  the 
one  which  they  preferred.  Were  there  no 
honourable  Gentlemen  who  had  claims  to 
put  in  for  other  branches  of  manufacture? 
bid  hon.  Members  recollect  what  had  been 
done  with  respect  to  the  glass  trade  ?  Did 
they  recollect  the  relief  which  was  afforded 
to  the  glass  trade  last  year;  the  whole 
amount  of  the  duties  on  which  did  not 
exceed  the  amount  they  were  called  on  now 
to  sacrifice  ?  Did  Gentlemen  bear  in  mind 
the  extent  to  which  that  relief  had  put 
machinery  in  motion?  Did  they  recollect 
how  it  had  raised  wages — how  it  had 
improved  the  character  of  the  manufacture 
— and  the  promise  which  it  gave  of  being 
an  increasing  source  of  wealth  to  the  coun- 
try ?  There  was  another  proposition  about 
to  be  discussed — a  proposition  which  came 
before  the  House  in  the  shape  of  petitions. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  had  heard 
lately  from  his  constituents  on  the  subject 
of  raw  cottons.  Had  the  hon.  Member 
for  Exeter  heard  nothing  of  the  daily  ap- 
plications made  to  the  Treasury  to  carry 
into  effect  various  reductions  of  taxation  of 
real  importance,  many  of  them  recom- 
mended by  the  Commission  of  Excise 
Inquiry,  many  of  them  which,  if  they 
could  be  effected,  would  really  benefit  the 
community?  Give  him  a  free  stage  and 
no  favour,  to  discuss  this  question,  and  he 
was  not  afraid  of  the  result.  But  his  hon. 
Friend  let  out  a  small  matter,  and  to  that 
he  wished  particularly  to  call  the  attcniion 
of  the  House.  His  hon.  Friend  tuld  them 
that  there  had  been  a  general  election,  and 
he  said  that  the  publicans  at  that  election 
had  put*forward  as  a  permanent  grievance 
the  amount  of  this  tax.  He  knew  it — the 
complaint  was  addressed  to  him  also,  and 
he  met  it.  He  met  it,  too,  under  a  more 
arduous  responsibility  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Exeter,  because  he  was  connected 
with  the  Government  who  imposed  the  tax, 
and  he  could  assure  his  hon.  Friend  that  it 
was  not,  under  the  circumstances,  a  very 
agreeable  subject  of  conversation  between 
him  and  the  victualler.  Which  course, 
however,  was  it  his  duty  to  take  here  on  a 
question  of  taxation  ?  Not  that  which  he 
thought  roost  palatable  to  them,  but  that 
rather  which  he  knew  to  be  most  conducive 
to  the  welfare  of  the  public.  He  explained 
and  they  were  satisfied ;  he  heard  no  com- 
plaints, though  he  told  them  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  renew 
this  tax.  He  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman 
for  permission  to  put  the  queation  fairly. 
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Landlords  and  Tenants  (Ire- 
land).] Mr  Sluirman  Crawford  Tose, 
to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  his 
fiiil  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law 
of  Landlord  and  Tenant  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  presented  Petitions 
from  several  places  in  favour  of  the 
proposed  measure.  He  had  other  Peti- 
tions, he  said,  which  he  should  present 
on  a  future  day.  He  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  how  he  should  proceed  in  submitting 
this  Question  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  at  that  late  hour.  He  felt  he 
should  not  do  justice  to  the  cause  without 
stating  the  grounds  on  which  he  demanded 
their  assent  to  the  measure  he  proposed. 
He  felt  he  could  not  ask  the  sanction  of 
the  House,  with  propriety,  to  that  measure, 
without  bringing  before  them  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Irish  peasantry,  which  rendered 
such  a  measure  necessary;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  did  not  wonder  the  Honse 
should  be  reluctant  to  hear  any  length* 
encd  details  at  that  late  hour.  He  would, 
therefore,  submit  to  their  pleasure,  wiie- 
ther  he  should  proceed  or  not.  He  stood 
before  them  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  subject  to  which  it  had  not 
before  been  specially  directed.  He  pleaded 
the  cause  of  the  wretched  and  starving 
rack-reuters  of  Ireland — of  the  occupiers 
and  cultivators  of  the  soil,  spread  over  a 
great  portion  of  the  area  of  that  country. 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  at  that 
hour  by  a  detailed  description  of  their 
condition — he  would  merely  glance  at  it. 
If  those  circumstances  were  viewed  which 
denote  the  condition  of  any  peasantry,  their 
wretchedness  would  be  easily  demon- 
strated. Look  to  their  habitations,  and 
they  would  be  found  unfit  for  human 
beings — their  lands  in  the  most  deficient 
state  of  cultivation —exhausted  and  un. 
productive,  from  the  want  of  manure, 
which  it  was  impossible  for  them  to  supply, 
their  poverty  not  permitting  them  to  keep 
live  stock  of  any  description — their  cloth- 
ing unfit  to  protect  them  from  the  in- 
clemency of  the  weather — willing  to  work, 
at  the  same  time  destitute  of  employment, 
whilst  in  the  most  distressed  districts, 
thousands  of  acres  of  land,  easily  reclaim- 
able,  and  of  the  most  productive  nature, 
wesre  lying  waste  and  unproductive.  What 
was  the  cause  of  all  this  misery,  he  asked  ? 
He  answered,  unhesitatingly,  the  disor- 

Enised  state  of  the  relationship  between 
idlord  and  tenant.    When  we  look  to 

tb«  itate  of  tbat  relationsbipi  what  do  wo 


find  ?  A  rack-rent  was  extorted  from  the 
poor  tenant,  who,  from  the  necessity  to 
liave  land  or  starve,  was  not  a  free  agent 
I  in  his  bargain ;  a  rent  which  was  not  only 
beyond  the  fair  value  of  the  land,  but,  in 
many  cases,  beyond  the  whole  value  of 
the  produce  of  the  land — let  as  it  was, 
without  any  buildings  or  improvements 
made  by  the  landlord,  and  the  tenant 
having  no  means  to  provide  these  accom- 
modations, except  in  so  far  as  he  could 
attain  them  by  the  sweat  of  his  brow,  and 
the  profits  of  his  labour.  The  tenant  was 
then  always  in  debt,  was  at  all  times  liable  to 
distresses  and  ejectments,  and  was  fre- 
quently dispossessed,  without  the  smallest 
compensation  for  the  fruits  of  his  labour, 
even  where  that  had  been  productive  in 
the  creation  of  real  improvements.  Thus 
he  was  turned  out  in  perfect  destitution, 
and  must  either  starve  or  subsist  himself 
by  begging  or  plundering,  and  thus  out- 
rage and  violence  is  created,  and  the 
people  desire  to  obtain  that  redress  by 
their  own  power,  which  the  laws,  or  the 
justice,  or  even  the  compassion  of  the 
landlords,  or  their  agents  deny  them.  In 
giving  this  description,  he  must  be  under- 
stood as  speaking  of  the  most  distressed 
districts.  He  admitted  that  there  were 
districts  of  Ireland  which  did  not  come 
under  this  description.  He  especially  re- 
ferred to  the  province  of  Ulster ;  but  what 
was  the  cause  that  Ulster  was  more  pros- 
perous than  other  portions  of  Ireland  ? 
Because  the  landlords  and  the  occupiers 
of  the  soil  had  a  community  of  interests 
and  a  community  of  feeling.  In  the 
troubles  of  Ireland,  the  lands  of  Ulster 
were  not  only  forfeited,  but  were  colonised. 
Landlord  and  tenant  came  together,  and 
brought  with  them  common  feelings  of 
attachment.  But  in  the  other  parts  of 
Ireland,  a  new  set  of  proprietors  was  set 
over  a  people  whom  they  despised,  whom 
they  considered  conquered  slaves,  and 
whom  it  was  their  object  and  desire  to 
keep  in  degradation  of  mind  and  body. 
This  was  the  cause  why  Ulster  preceded 
the  other  parts  of  Ireland  in  prosperity 
and  improvement,  and  confirmed  the  propo- 
sition he  started  with,  that  the  evils  and 
miseries  of  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
chiefly  attributable  to  the  disordered  re- 
lationship between  the  landlord  and  ten- 
ant. A  reference  to  all  the  Reports  which 
had  been  made  at  different  times  to  the 
Lords  and  Commons  would  confirm  those 

etateroents,    He  would  read  an  Extract 


18) 


Spiril  Licemes. 


{March  10} 


Spmt  Licences, 


182 


Ilarland,  W.  C. 

Hawkins,  J.  II. 

Hay,  Sir  A.  Leith 

Hay,  Sir  John 

Ilerries,  Rt.bon.  J.C. 

Ilobhouse,  Sir  John 

Hope,  J. 

Ilorsman 

Howard,  P. 

Howard,  R. 

Howick,  Lord 

Hume,  J. 

Hurst,  R.  II. 

Jcphson,  CD.  O. 

Jones,  T. 

Labouchere,  Rt.  hon. 
Henry 

Lefevre,  Shaw 

Lefroy,  T. 

Lemon,  Sir  Charles 

Lennox,  Lord  G. 

Lennox,  Lord  A. 

Loch,  J. 

Lynch,  A.  H. 

M'Leod,  R. 

Maher,  J. 

Mangles,  J. 

Marshall,  W. 

Malhew,  G.  B. 

Mauie,  Fox 

Wiles,  W. 

Moles  worth,  Sir  Wm. 

Morgan,  C.  M.  R. 

Morpeth,  Lord 

Mosley,  Sir  Oswald 
Mullins,  F.  W. 

Murray,  Rl.  hon.  J.  A. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
Nicholi,  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
O'Loghlen,  M. 
Ord,  W.  U. 
Ord,  W. 
Paget,  F. 
Pamcll,  Sir  Henry 
Pariy,  L,  P.  J. 
Pattison,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
PelhaoD,  C. 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Philips,  G. 


List 

Aglionby,  II.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Archdall,  M. 
Attwood,T. 
Bagot,  Hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Bainbridge,  E.  T. 
Baines,  E. 
Balfour,  T. 
Barclay,  C. 

B^roard,  £,  G, 


Phillipps,C. 

Potter,  R. 

Poyutz,  W.  S. 

Price,  Sir  Robert 

Pry  me,  G. 

Pusey,  P. 

Rice,  Spring 

Roebuck,  J.  A. 

Rolfe,  Sir  Robert 

Rooper,  J .  B. 

Russell,  Lord  John 

San  ford,  E.  A. 

Scott,  Sir  Edward 

Scott,  J. 

Scourfield,  W.  II. 

Scrope,  G.  P. 

Seymour,  Lord 

Sharpe,  M. 

Shaw,  Rt.  hon.  F. 

Sheldon,  E.  R.  C. 

Sheppard,  T. 

Sinclair,  Sir  George 

Smith,  B. 

Stanley,  Lord 

Strutt,  E. 

Stuart,  Lord  James 

Stuart,  Villiers 
Talbot,  J. 
Tnncrcd,  II.  W. 
Thomson,  P. 
Thompson,  B. 
Thompson,  T.  P. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trelawney,  Sir  Wra. 
Tulk,  C.  A, 
Twiss,  II, 
Verney,  Sir  Harry 
Vesey,  lion.  T. 
Wall,  Baring 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  II. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  Sir  James 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  H. 
Winnington,  Sir  T. 
Wood,  C. 
Wysc,  T. 
Yorke,  E. 

TELLERS. 

Stanley,  E.  J. 
Steuart,  R. 

of  the  Noes. 

Barneby,  T. 
Beauclerk,  M<ijor  A. 
Beckett,  Sir  John 
Bell,  M. 

Beresford,  Sir  John 
Bernal,  R. 
Bewes,  T.  B. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blamire,  W. 
Boldcj-o,  Capt.  H.  G. 
Borthwicki  P. 


Brock  Ichurst,  J. 

Brodie,  M.  R. 

Brown rigg,  J.  S. 

Bruen,  F. 

Buller,  Sir  John 

Bulwer,  E. 

Chetwynd,  W,  F. 

Chichester,  A. 

Clerk,  Sir  George 

Codriugton,  C. 

Colborne,  Ridley 

Cole,  A. 

Collier,  T. 

Compton,  II.  C. 

Conyngharo,  Lord 

Cripps,  J . 

Curteis,  II. 

Denison,  W. 

D'Eyncourt,  Rt.  hon. 
C.T. 

Duffield,  T. 

Dugdale,  W.  S. 

Dunbar,  G. 

Duncombe,  T. 

Dundas,  T. 

East,  J.  B. 

Katon,  R.  J, 

Egerton,  W. 

EUey,  Sir  John 

Elphinstonc,  II. 

Elwes,  J.  P. 

Entwisle,  J. 
Fcctor,  J.  M. 
I'eilden,  W, 

Fielden,  J. 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Follett,  Sir  William 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  Hon.  G. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Fort,  J. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
(iladslone,  T. 
Goring,  II.  D. 
Greene,  Thos. 
Grimslon,  E. 
Hale 
Hall,  B. 
Hardy,  J. 
Ilawcs,  B. 
Ilawkes,  T. 
Ileathcoat,  J. 
Ileathcote,  G. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Ilenniker,  Lord 
I  Ilindley,  C. 
Hodges,  T. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holland,  E. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Hult,  W. 
Johnston,  A. 
Jones,  W. 
Kearsley,  II,  J, 
Kemp,  J.  R, 


Knight,  Gaily 

Knightley,  Sir  Chas. 

Lawson,  A. 

Leader,  J.T. 

Lees,  J.  F. 

Lewis,  D. 

Lincoln,  Lord 

Lister;,  £.  C. 

Long,  W. 

Lushingion,  S. 

Lushington,  C. 

Lowther,  J.  II. 

Marjoribanks,  S. 

Marsland,  Henry 

Marsland,  Thomas 

Martin,  J. 

Maxwell,  II. 

Neeld,  J. 

Norreys^  Lord 

Palmer,  C. 

Palmer,  R. 

Parrott,  J. 

Pechell,  G.  R. 

Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Praed,  W. 

Price,  Grove 

Rcid,  Sir  John 

Richards,  J. 

Rickford,  W. 

Ridley,  Sir  Matthew 

Robinson,  G.  R. 

Ross,  C. 

Russell,  C. 

Ryle,  J. 

Sandon,  Lord 

Scarlett,  Hon.  R.  C. 

Sibthorp,  Col.  C.  D. 
W. 

Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Spry,  Sir  Samuel 
Stewart,  P. 
Strickland,  Sir  Geo. 
Thompson,  W. 
Thorn  ely,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon,  A. 
Tooke,  W. 
Trevor,  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  John 
Vcre,  Sir  Charles 
Vernon,  Granville 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Walrer,  J. 
Wason^  R. 
Weylaod,  M^or  R« 
Wigney,  J,  N. 
Wilbraham,  R. 
Wilks,  J. 

Williams,  Addams 
Wilmot,  Sir  John  £. 
Winnington,  H. 
Wood,  M. 

TELLERS. 

Divett,  £. 
Ewart,  W« 


187      LandMi  and  Tenants.       (COMMONill} 


(Ireland) 


t8S 


wants-— ttiis  point  to  be  decided  upon  .  Bill  was  thrown  out  last  Session,  he  was 
evidence.  He  was  aware  many  persons '  perfectly  justified  even  in  that  stage  in 
differed  from  him  on  this  part  of  the  8ub>  {  giving  it  his  opposition*  The  Bill  of  last 
ject,  but  he  was  of  opinion  no  landlord 
should  be  permitted  to  impede  the  tenant  in 
improvement  of  this  description — where  an 
actual  increase  of  real  value  was  proved. 
In  such  cases,  the  compensation  to  be 
confined  to  a  certain  proportion  of  this 
increased  value,  which  should  not  be 
exceeded.  Under  these  circumstances  it 
was  impossible  the  original  value  of  the  fee 
could  be  encroached  on.  He  proposed, 
also,  that  a  certain  number  of  competent 
valuators  should  be  appointed  in  every 
county  by  the  Magistrates  and  Cess-payers 
at  Sessions,  and  that  out  of  the  persons  so 
appointed,  five  valuators  or  arbitrators 
should  be  ballotted  for  in  each  case.  That 
all  decisions  should  take  place  before  the 
asstBtant^barrister  at  the  quarter  sessions. 
That  tenants  desiring  to  claim  compensa- 
tion for  improvements  heretofore  made  on 
leases  now  in  existence,  and  which  should 
expire  at  the  passing  of  this  Act,  might 
forthwith  register  the  same  (within  a  time 
to  be  limited.)  Noclaim  admissible  except 
for  buildmg  or  improvements  of  the  last* 
mentioned  description.  Claims  for  com- 
pensation to  be  made  in  cases  of  ejectment. 
An  agreement  for  a  new  lease, or  to  continue 
in  possession,  to  be  a  full  acquittance  of 
all  claims.  He  proposed  to  add  clauses  to 
empower  the  landlord  to  claim  compensa- 
tion by  the  same  course  of  proceedings  for 
any  act  of  the  tenant  which  might  deteri- 
orate the  value,  b^  exhaustion  of  the  land, 
improper  aubfJi visions.  Sec.  &c.  Also  to 
add  a  clause  enabling  owners  of  estates 
seized  in  fee-tail,  or  for  life,  to  make  im- 
provements, and  charge  the  amount,  to  a 
limited  extent,  on  the  estate,  on  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Scotch  Act  for  the  relief  of  the 
heirs  of  entail  in  that  countrv.  Also  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  of  the 
21  St  and  22d  of  Geo.  3rd  eh.  d7th,  and 
25(h  of  Geo.  3rd  ch.  35,  which  permitted 
persons  holding  estates  in  fee-tail,  with 
remainder  to  their  issue,  to  grant  land  for 
building  stores  in  certain  counties  in  Ire- 
land. He  proposed  to  extend  this  power 
to  lands  for  buildings  erected  on  the  falls 
of  rivers  containing  machinery  of  any 
description.  He  would  not  longer  trespass 
on  the  attention  of  the  House,  and  would 
simply  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
the  improvement  of  the  law  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland. 
Colonel  Conoliy  thought,  that  as  this 


year  proposed  an  interference  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  which  was  altogether 
unprecedented  and  unjustifiable. 

Lord  Morpeth  observed,  that  the  gallant 
Officer  was  in  error  in  supposing  that  the 
Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  thrown 
out  last  Session.  His  hon.  Friend  ob- 
tained leave  to  bring  it  in,  but  did  not 
press  the  measure.  He  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  in  the  principle  of  a  measure 
for  placing  the  landlord  and  tenaiH  in 
Ireland  on  a  more  just  footing ;  bat  he 
also  agreed  with  the  eallant  Officer  that 
there  was  much  difficulty  in  the  application 
of  a  remedy  to  the  evil  complained  of. — 
However,  as  his  hon.  Friend  had  last  year 
obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  this 
subject,  he  was  quite  willing  that  the 
House  should  now  have  an  opportunity 
both  of  discussing  the  principle  of  such  a 
measure,  and  of  considering  the  alterations 
which  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  making  in 
thti  provisions  of  the  Bill  of  last  Session. 

Mr.  Shaw  would  not,  as  he  was  con- 
scious of  the  laudable  industry  and  perae« 
verance  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  S. 
Crawford)  had  displayed  in  regard  to  this 
measure,  oppose  the  introduction  of  such 
a  Bill,  however  unwilling  he  was  to  pro- 
mise it  his  support. 

Colonel  Perceval  regarded  the  measure 
as  a  monstrous  interference  between  land- 
lord and  tenant ;  and  should  it  proceed  to 
a  second  stage,  if,  for  no  other  reason  than 
that  he  might  gain  over  to  it  the  opposition 
of  the  representatives  of  those  countries, 
would  move  its  extension  to  England  and 
Scotland.  His  knowledge  of  the  condition 
of  Ireland  so  fully  assured  him  it  was  cal- 
culated to  do  much  mischief,  without 
producing  any  counteracting  advantage, 
that  he  did  not  hesitate  to  take  upon  him- 
self the  unpopularity  of  opposing  the  mea- 
sure in  limine. 

Mr.  Finn  felt  strongly  that  it  would  t>e  a 
great  blessing  to  Ireland  to  excite  a  better 
feeling  and  better  understanding  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  would  willingly 
support  any  measure  tending  to  effect  that 
objegt.  He  owned  he  apprehended  much 
difficulty  attended  the  question  under  con- 
sideration, but  even  though  he  entertained 
a  fear  that  the  proposed  measure  was  not 
calculated  to  meet  that  difficulty,  he  did 
not  feel  justified  in  opposing  its  produc- 
tion. 
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Mr.  Lefrcy  felt  assured  the  Bill  could 
not  advance  a  step  beyond  the  first  stage  ; 
and  with  a  view  or  saving  the  time  of  the 
House,  he  would  oppose  even  its  introduc- 
tion. Should  leave  be  given  to  bring  it  in, 
be  confidently  expected  that  the  Attorney- 
General  for  England^  and  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate of  Scotland,  would  feel  themselves 
called  upon  to  resist  its  farther  progress. 

The  Attorney- General  observed,  that 
when  the  Bill  was  brought  in  he  would  give 
it  his  best  consideration,  and  should  he 
then  find  it  a  good  measure,  he  certainly 
should  have  no  hesitation  in  proposing  its 
extension  to  England  or  Scotland. 

Mr.  Poulett  »fcrop6  thought  it  should  be 
recollected  that  the  poorer  classes  of  Ire- 
land were  much  worse  used  than  those  of 
England  or  Scotland,  and  that  there  was 
considerably  more  necessity  for  legislation, 
as  regarded  them,  in  the  former  than  in 
the  latter  countries.  If  with  no  other  view 
than  to  bring  clearly  before  the  House  the 
relative  position  of  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Ireland,  he  would  support  the  introduction 
t)f  the  measure. 

Mr.  W.  S.  ffBrien  thought  it  at  all 
events  the  duty  of  the  House  to  receive 
the  Bill,  even  though,  at  a  subsequent 
stage,  it  might  be  thought  necessary  to 
reject  or  alter  it. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  March  11,  1836. 

MiifUTKB.]  BUL  Read  a  tiiird  time:— Slaves  Corapcnsa- 
tion. 

ftliUdn*  prcMMed.  By  Uie  Duke  of  NKWCAflTi<8,  ftom 
theMedioal  Pnicti^onen  of  Nottingham,  for  granting 
Iterotmcration  to  Medical  Men  on  attending  Coroners' 
Inquests.— By  Lord  Whauvcufvk  and  the  Bishop  of 
LiNcoLM*  fkom  several  PJaees.  against  Parts  of  the 
EccIosiasUcal  Courts'  Bill.— By  Lord  WMARNCurrK, 
from  Thirsky  for  Relief  to  the  Agricultural  Interest. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the 
West  Indies.]  Lord  Gknelg  rose  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for 
the  Improvement  of  the  Administration  of 
Justice  in  the  West  Indies.  The  islands 
comprehended  in  this  measure  were  all 
those  belonging  to  the  British  Crown  that 
lie  between  Jamaica  and  Trinidad^ being 
known  under  the  denomination  of  the 
Windward,  and  Leeward,  or  Caribbee 
Islands.  The  questions  that  naturally 
arose  with  respect  to  the  administration  of 
justice  in  those  colonies  were-^first,  whe- 
ther the  colonies  required  a  better  system 


possessed  ;  and  secondly,  whether  the  BiH 
was  calculated  to  give  it.  With  respect 
to  the  defects  existing  in  the  present  sys- 
tem, he  might  press  the  necessity  of  this 
Bill  from  the  general  notoriety  of  the  fact. 
He  would  not,  however,  rest  on  that  ge- 
neral notoriety,  as  he  thought  it  due  to 
their  Lordships  to  enter  into  a  particular 
statement.  This  he  should  do  but  briefly ; 
especially  as  he  was  aware  that,  although 
the  subject  was  one  of  paramount  import- 
ance to  those  it  more  immediately  con- 
cerned, yet  it  was  not  one  of  general 
interest.  He  believed  that  no  principle 
was  more  universally  admitted  than  this, 
that  the  existing  system  in  those  colonies 
was  defective,  and  required  improvement. 
The  principal  defect  was  that  perhaps 
which  arose  from  a  want  of  qualification 
of  the  Judges  and  jurors  by  reason  of  their 
ignorance  of  the  law,  and  of  their  being 
generally  involved,  by  their  local  connex- 
ions, in  the  cases  that  came  before  them. 
This  great  evil  might  he  generally  ascribed 
to  the  origin  of  the  Courts  of  Justice  in 
those  colonies.  The  majority  of  the  is- 
lands were  legislative  colonies ;  Trinidad 
and  St.  Lucia  being  the  only  two  Crown 
colonies  to  be  affected  by  the  Bill.  It 
seemed  to  have  been  thought  at  the  first 
foundation  of  those  local  legislatures,  that 
it  was  indispensable  the  judicature  of  Eng- 
land should  be  transferred  to  the  colonies ; 
consequently,  there  are  in  every  one  of 
those  islands  a  Court  of  King's  Bench,  a 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  and  Court  of 
Chancery,  with  corresponding  functions  to 
those  Courts  in  England.  The  transfer 
however,hadbeen  made  without  much  con- 
sideration of  the  different  circumstances  of 
the  colonies, and  in  such  small  communities 
there  was  not  sufficient  foundation  in 
wealth  and  population  to  make  such  a 
system  work  well.  He  would  advert 
shortly  to  the  Courts  in  those  islands,  both 
of  criminal  and  civil  jurisdiction.  The 
criminal  jurisdiction  was  aiiccted  by  means 
of  a  commission  issued  under  an  Act  of  the 
local  Assembly  by  thegovernor  of  the  island. 
All  the  tribunals  were  constituted  in  those 
islands,  not  by  the  Crown,  but  by  an  Act 
of  the  local  legislature,  sanctioned,  of 
course,  by  the  Crown.  The  Commission 
professed  to  be  also  a  transcript  of  the 
practice  of  this  country,  by  constituting 
what  were  called  Courts  of  Oyer  and  Ter- 
miner, and  Commissions  of  gaol  delivery ; 
but  there  was  this  difference,  that  in  Eng- 


of  administration  of  justice  than  they  now  t  land,  the  persons  inserted  in  the  Commis- 
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sion,  consUted  of  Judges  and  CouDsel 
learned  in  the  law,  whereas  the  Ck>mmis- 
stons  in  the  West  Indies  were  composed  of 
persons  who  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
law,  but  were  Members  of  the  Council 
and  of  the  Houses  of  Assembly  and  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace;  consequently,  there 
was  no  lawyer  upon  these  Commissions. 
But  this  was  not  the  only  inconvenience*-^ 
for  the  Judges  thus  appointed  were  neces- 
sarily more  or  less  connected  with  other 
pursuits.  The  evil  extended  itself  also 
to  the  juries,  though  constituted  like  juries 
in  England.  In  consequence  of  the  great 
number  of  persons  of  the  more  respectable 
classes  included  in  the  Commission,  and 
made  Judges  of  what  was  called  '^  The 
Court  of  Grand  Session/'  a  very  small 
number  of  persons  could  be  found  from 
whom  the  Juries  could  be  selected,  and 
the  consequence  was,  the  juries  were  often 
composed  of  persons  connected  with  the 
localities  and  influenced  by  the  interests  of 
individuals  where  they  acted.  When  the 
Court  met,  there  being  no  lawyer  to  pre- 
side over  the  proceedings,  the  Juries  be- 
came Judges  both  of  the  law  and  the  fact, 
for  there  was  no  one  to  sum  up  the  evi- 
dence to  them,  nor  any  authority  to  direct 
their  discretion,  so  that  they  had  to  collect 
the  law  as  well  as  the  facts  from  the  state- 
ment of  Counsel.  One  consequence  had 
been,  that  the  Attorney- General  had  to  a 
certain  extent  taken  upon  himself  the 
functions  of  a  public  prosecutor.  He 
framed  the  indictments  and  placed  the 
whole  case  before  the  Grand  Jury ;  and  it 
very  often  happened  that  he  summed 
up  the  evidence  on  the  trial.  The  Chief 
Justice,  who  was  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mission, took  his  seat  also  as  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace.  He  would  not  dwell  on  the 
inconveniences  that  flowed  from  such  a 
system,  but  would  content  himself  with 
stating  that  they  were  of  a  nature  very 
detrimental  to  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice. In  one  of  these  colonies— a  case  in 
which  some  slaves  were  convicted  of  mur- 
der occurred ;  but  the  Bench  addressed 
the  Governor  on  the  subject  of  the  evi- 
dence, with  which  they  were  not  satisfied ; 
the  matter  was  referred  to  this  country, 
and  the  Law-oiHcers  of  the  Crown  here 
gave  it  as  their  opinion,  that  there  was 
not  the  shadow  of  a  ground  for  convicting 
the  parties  who  had  been  tried,  as  the 
material  witness  against  them  had  not 
been  put  upon  his  oath !  He  could  not 
help  advertingi  for  a  moment,  to  what 


was  stated  to  the  Commissioners  of  Co« 
lonial  Inquiry  on  this  subject  in  reporting 
upon  one  of  these  islands;  and  which 
would  tend  to  show  the  opinion  of  those 
most  qualified  to  give  your  Lordships  in- 
formation  on  this  question.  The  Com- 
missioners said : — 

*'The  Chief  Justice  thought  he  could  suggest 
very  great  improvements  iu  these  Courts.  The 
Courts,  at  least  ought  to  have  one  presiding 
Judge,  wlio  has  been  admitted  to  the  Bar  in 
England.  Such  a  Judge  would  know  the 
laws,  usages,  and  j)ractice  that  govern  the 
Cnminal  Courts  in  England ,  and  which  ought 
to  govern  them  here.  Besides,  by  altering  the 
Constitution  of  the  Court,  and  diminishing  the 
number  of  Judges,  many,  who  now  compose 
it,  would  be  left  to  serve  in  the  important  cha- 
racter of  Grand  Jurors  of  the  country.  Again, 
the  Court  ought  to  sit  oftener  than  it  now  doos ; 
for  great  inconveniences  may  occur  by  offenders 
either  being  confined  for  a  long  space  of  time, 
or  put  to  the  necessity  of  finding  sureties  for 
their  appearance  at  a  remote  period ;  one  of 
which  circumstances  amounts  to  punishment 
before  conviction ;  and  the  other,  iu  the  ca^e 
of  a  stranger,  to  a  grievous  hardship." 

Without  dwelling  further  on  this  part 
of  the  subject,  he  would  proceed  to  con- 
sider the  circumstances  attendant  upon 
the  civil  jurisdiction.  It  might  be  proper 
that  he  should  remind  their  Lordsh^M, 
that  in  the  year  1822,  a  Commission  was 
appointed  to  examine  into  the  state  of  the 
administration  of  justice  in  the  West  In- 
dies ;  that  that  Commission  was  composed 
of  learned  and  able  men  who  visited  the 
islands  in  succession ;  and  that  after  a 
course  of  years  they  made  Reports,  suc- 
cessivelv,  which  were  now  before  Parlia- 
ment,  and  it  was  only  justice  to  those 
gentlemen  to  state,  that  the  duty  imposed 
upon  them  was  performed  in  a  manner 
which  reflected  on  them  the  highest  ho- 
nour. Without  troubling  their  Lordships 
with  many  details,  he  would  take  the  case 
of  the  island  of  Barbadoes  as  an  example, 
in  which  their  Lordships  would  perceive 
that  the  Judges  were  multiplied  without 
necessity,  that  they  were  unskilled  in  the 
law,  and  involved  in  party  and  local  in- 
terests. That  island  contained  only  166 
square  miles,  and  the  population  amounted 
to  little  more  than  100,000  souls;  it  was 
divided  into  five  districts,  and  each  district 
had  five  Judges.  Consequently,  there 
were  twenty -five  Judges  in  that  little  island 
alone ;  but  among  those  Judges  there  was 
not  a  single  person  who  was  a  lawyer,  or 
who  was  acquainted  either  with  the  prin- 
ciples or  the  operation  of  the  law ;  and 
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should  hate  received  a  regular  professional 
education,  but  also  that  they  should  b« 
strangers  to  the  colony,  nnctfunected  with  its 
inhabitants,  and  unaccustomed  to  its  irregular 
proceedings.'' 


they  wore  all  deeply  involved  in  the  local 
pditica  of  the  island.  If  their  Lordships 
assumed  this  as  a  fair  sample  of  the  other 
islands,  they  would  at  once  perceive  that 
there  was  no  part  of  the  world,  perhaps, 
where  justice,  therefore,  could  be  so  easily 
defeated  as  in  these  colonies.  So  much  of 
their  cultivation  was  carried  on  by  means 
of  money  borrowed  on  mortgage,  that  every 
expense  incurred  operated  as  a  burden  on 
the  colonial  agriculture,  and  entered  as 
an  ingredient  mto  the  best  of  all  their 
productions.  Still  the  main  evil,  as  re- 
garded the  proceedings  of  these  Courts, 
was  that  which  resulted  from  the  irregu- 
larity of  their  decisions,  and  the  suspicion 
which  necessarily  attached  to  them  m  the 
minds  of  the  colonists.  It  was  impossible 
for  the  Judges,  locally  connected  as  they 
were  with  the  colonies,  not  to  be  involved 
in  all  the  disputes  and  animosities  which 
inevitably  occurred  in  these  small  com- 
munities. With  the  very  best  intentions, 
it  was  not  possible  for  human  nature  to 
keep  them  correct  through  all  these  temp- 
tations, and  prevent  that  bias  of  their 
judgment  which  their  peculiar  positions 
exposed  them  to.  By  them,  the  greatest 
acts  of  injustice  might  be  committed, 
without  any  consciousness  or  design  on 
their  part.  With  reference  to  this  branch 
of  the  subject,  he  would  read  what  the 
Commissioners  had  stated  in  one  of  their 
Reports  relative  to  the  Courts  of  Common 
Pleas  at  Barbadoes ;  and  the  same  state- 
ments would  apply  to  other  islands.  They 
observed : — 

''Rules  in  these  Courts  are  unknown,  or  dis- 
regarded, or  only  perversely  and  partially  ap- 
plied. Great  irregularities  are  therefore  con- 
stantly practised,  not  from  bad  intention,  but 
from  ignorance  of  law.  I  feel  anxious  to  be 
understood  as  not  meaning  to  impute  to  the 
Judges  of  Barbadoes,  or  to  the  Governors,  who 
are  sole  Chancellors  in  the  other  islands,  any 
improper  design  in  a  single  instance ;  but  I 
must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  where  they  feel 
the  greatest  anxiety,  and  use  the  utmost  exer- 
tions to  do  right,  not  being  governed  by  wise 
and  iixed  rules,  or  adhering  to  any  settled 
practice,  the  same  in  all  cases,  their  very 
justice  is  capricious,  and  they  often  mistake 
their  course  and  fall  into  fatal  errors.  With- 
out dwelling  invidiously  on  the  mistakes  and 
mtscbielsof  tJie  Courts  as  at  present  constituted, 
or  repeating  coarse  reflections  on  the  deficient 
attainments  of  the  Judges,  it  is  sufficient  to 
observe,  that  there  existed  a  general  feeling 
that  a  presiding  lawyer  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary in  all  the  Courts.  A  very  considerable 
party  in  the  colony  further  required,  ''not 
only  that  the  persons  to  preside  in  their  Courts 
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''The  trifling  delays  in  Court  (occasioned  by 
the  attorneys  doing  as  they  please),  and  the 
charges  of  expense  and  uncertainty,  which  are 
more  serious  and  belter  founded,  all  originate 
in  the  incurable  vice  of  the  system. 

"  The  constitution  of  the  Courts  themselves 
is  favourable  to  the  growth  of  expense,  and 
induces  a  suspicion  of  connivance  at  irregular** 
ities.  The  Judge  is  paid  by  fees,  for  which  he 
is  dependent  upon  attorneys,  whose  bills  it  is 
his  duty  to  tax.  Though  often  estimable  and 
excellent  men  in  private  life,  the  Judges  are 
very  unfit  for  the  office.  There  are  twenty* 
five  Judges  of  the  difi*erent  Courts  of  Common 
Pleas,  and  as  many  more  must  be  added  be« 
longing  to  the  other  Courts  of  the  island. 
None  of  them  have  been  prepared  by  previous 
professional  education  and  habits  for  the  situa- 
tion they  hold.  Though  very  far  indeed  from 
being  corrupt,  they  are,  technically  speaking, 
ignorant,  and  therefore  incapable  of  detecting 
corrupt  practices  in  others.  It  is  the  same 
with  irregularities;  they  are  not  aware  of 
them,  havinff  only  a  confused  and  imperfect 

knowledge  of  the  rules  and  principles  of  law." 
•  •  •  • 

"Five  different  Chief  Judges,  presiding  in 
independent  jurisdictions,  having  no  necessary 
communication,  variously  endowed,  engaged 
in  dissimilar  occupations,  having  had  no  com- 
mon studies,  may,  it  appears  to  me,  very 
excusably,  establish  five  different  rules  of  law. 
In  the  Court  of  Chancery,  it  is  still  less  to  he 
expected  that  the  dedsions  should  be  uniform 
and  consistent." 

Such  a  view  of  the  question  was  con- 
firmed by  other  writers,  particularly  by 
Mr.  Innes,  a  very  intelligent  gentleman^ 
who  visited  the  West-India  Islands, 
expressly  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  so- 
ciety.— the  system  of  government, —  and 
the  administration  of  the  laws  there. 
Within  the  last  few  years,  too,  there  had 
been  preferred  to  the  Home  Government 
no  less  than  five  or  six  complaints  from 
one  of  these  islands,  with  respect  to  unjust 
decisions  pronounced  by  the  Colonial 
Judges,  arising  out  of  their  personal  or 
local  connexion  with  the  inhabitants ;  and 
within  the  last  fifteen  years,  in  conse- 
quence of  such  complaints,  no  less  than 
ten  Judges  bad  been  suspended.  With 
respect  to  another  Court — die  Conrt  of 
Error — it  was  liable  to  similar  objections. 
It  might  be  compared  to  the  Exchequer 
Chamber  in  this  country.  It  was  a  Court 
of  Appeal,  consisting  of  the  Governor  and 
three  or  four  other  individuals.    It  was 
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very  true  that  thei  Governor  might  some-  f       When  the  same  Commissioners  were 


times  decide  properly  by  reversing  the 
decisions  come  to  in  the  Court  below,  and 
thus  give  satisfaction  to  the  parties;  still, 
from  i^orance  of  the  law,  on  the  pari  of 
those  who  were  charged  with  its  adminis- 
tration, there  must  arise  a  want  of  uni- 
formity in  the  decisions,  and  of  regularity 
In  the  proceedings,  which  required  to  be 
remedied.  He  could  mention  a  case  in 
which  a  party,  being  a  suitor  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  had  a  cause  decided  against 
kirn  by  the  Governor,  on  some  ground,  as 
was  suspected,  of  personal  revenge.  The 
same  grounds  of  objection  exist  as  to  the 
judicial  administration  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  on  all  the  islands ;  and  ho  would 
read  one  or  two  documents,  in  order  to 
show  the  prevalence  of  this  feeling  among 
men  well  qualified  to  give  an  opinion  on 
the  subject. 

"The  answer  of  the  Attorney-General  to 
the  Commissioners  is  too  manly,  sensible, 
just,  and  candid,  to  be  either  omitted  or  re* 
trenched, 

"The  present  constitution  of  this  Court  (the 
Governor  associated  with  the  Members  of 
Council)  IS  wholly  inadequate,  in  ray  appre« 
(lension,  to  ihe  due  and  proper  administration 
of  tlie  law.  The  Governor,  who  is  mostly  of 
the  military  or  naval  profession,  cannot  be 
expected  to  be  possessed,  either  of  the  habits 
or  the  knowledge  to  qualify  him  for  the  office 
of  Chancellor.  And  the  Ai embers  of  Council, 
bein^  mostly  men  of  extensive  connexions 
and  influence  in  the  colony,  and  not  bred  to 
the  legal  profession,  are  also,  in  general,  very 
little  qualified  to  sit  in  this  Court;  and  I  con- 
ceive if  would  be  much  more  advantageous  to 
llie  suitors,  and  greater  satisfaction  would  bo 
given,  if  the  Governor  would  sit  alone. 

"  There  have  been  frequent  occasions  where 
ihe  Members  have  been  summoned  to  form  a 
Court,  who,  either  from  sickness  or  other 
cause,  have  not  been  able  to  attend  ;  and  the 

J^arty  applying  to  the  Court,  has  thus  been  put 
o  a  fruitless  expense  of  from  15/.  to  20/.  cur- 
rency. This  I  have  known*  to  have  happened 
more  than  twice  in  succession ;  so  that  a  party 
having  a  motion  to  make,  may  be  put  to  a 
fruidess  expense  of  from  .'iO/.  to  60/.,  or  100/., 
before  he  can  bo  heard,  because  the  members 
are  not  able  to  attend ;  whereas  the  Governor, 
sitting  alone,  would  have  the  power  of  holding 
a  Court  wherever  there  might  be  business  to 
be  done. 

"But  Ihe  great  desideratum—that  which 
would  bring  gladness  and  joy — which  alone 
could  afford  security  to  the  colonists—would 
Be  the  appointment  of  a  lawyer,  of  tricil  know. 
Jpclofe  and  ability,  to  fill  the  important  silua. 
tion  of  Chancellor.     I  consider  this  measure 


waited  upon  by  a  deputation  of  merchants, 
after  the  business  was  concluded,  one  of 
the  gentlemen  addressing  the  Commission- 
ers "in  the  name  and  on  the  behalf  of 
the  merchants  of  the  colony,"  stated,  "that 
there  was  a  general  wish  for  a  reform  in  the 
judicature  of  the  colony,  and  particularly 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  he  ex- 
pressed much  satisfaction  at  the  prospect 
of  having  a  sole  Chancellor,  a  lawyer,  un- 
connected with  the  island,  to  sit  in  that 
Court.  He  had,  he  said,  several  suits  to 
bring,  which  he  was  deterred  from  insti- 
tuting by  the  circumstance  of  the  defen- 
dants, iu  each  case,  having  several  power- 
ful friends  upon  the  Bench,  who  could  not 
help  showing  favour  to  their  connexions. 

Of  another  of  the  islands  the  Commis- 
sioners reported  : — 

"The  President  informed  us, that  the  Court 
of  Chancery  in  this  island  had  been  several 
times  presented  a  nuisance ;  but  that,  with  the 
exception  of  one  sitting  this  summer,  he 
thought  no  business  had  been  transacted  in  it 
for  seven  or  eight  years.  It  ou^ht  not  to  be 
held  in  the  island,  for  it  was  impossible,  out  of 
so  small  a  society,  to  get  Judges  in  any  case 
unconnected  with  the  parties. 

The  Chief  Justice  said  ;  — 

"  There  was  formerly  (about  fifteen  or  six* 
teen  years  ago)  great  dissatisfaction  with  the 
Court  of  Chancery  in  this  island,  and,  he  be- 
lieved, not  without  reason.  He  feared  there 
were  some  unrighteous  decisions;  certainly 
there  was  no  uniformity  in  their  judgments ; 
and  there  was  thought  to  be  influence  and 
favour ;  and  whether  this  were  true  or  not,  it 
was  not  desirable  to  hare  it  suspected.'* 

The  King's  Counsel  said  : 

"  There  has  been  no  sitting  in  Chancery  since 
1815.  There  was  no  suit  depending  lately. 
Now  there  is  one." 

As  regarded  another  of  these  islands,  the 
Chief  Justice  observed : 

**  The  decisions  of  this  Court  are  complained 
of.  I  do  not  know  by  what  rule  they  are 
made.*' 

He  had  other  evidence  to  lay  before 
their  Lordships,  but  he  thought  he  must  sa« 
tisfy  them  that  some  improvement  was  much 
needed.  With  respect  to  the  measure  itself, 
he  had  great  satisfaction  in  stating,  that  it 
had  received  the  sanction  of  many  high  ao- 
thorities.  He  could  say  so  with  propriety, 
for  he  could  lay  but  little  claim  to  any 
merit  concerning  it,  except  that  of  intro- 
ducing it  to  their  Lordships.  It  was  recom- 


as  likely  to  enhance  the  value  of  property  at    mended  in  a  Report  of  the  Commissioners  in 
least  13  per  cent,"  1826;   it  was   then  sanctioned   by  Lord 
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Beithuist,  and  aflerwardi  received  the  ap- 
probation of  Lord  Eldon,  and  had  since 
been    sanctioned    by   several    succeedinK 
Secretaries   of  State,    and  was  intended 
to  be  introduced    by  them  in   successive 
Sessions  of  Parliament.     But  though  he 
was  bound  to   disclaim  all   the  merit   of 
the  measure,  he   must  say,  that  he  had 
introduced  it  without  reference  to  the  autho- 
rity of  others,  but  upon  his  own  conviction 
of  its  utility,  and  upon  his  own  responsibility. 
He  thought  that  no  mcasurehad  yet  been  sug- 
gested that  was  so  likely  to  accomplish  the 
end  desired  as  the  one  he  was  now  con- 
sidering. The  principle  of  the  measure  was 
this,  that  the  West  India  Islands  should  be 
divided  into  two  districts,  for  the  purpose 
of  the  administration  of  justice;   one  of 
these  districts  would  comprise  the  Islands 
of  St.  Vincent,  Grenada,  Baibadoes,  To- 
bngo^and  their  dependencies;  tho  other  dis- 
trictswould  embrace  Montserrat,Antigua,St. 
Christopher,  Nevis,  Dominica,  iheVirginian 
Islands,  and  their  dependencies.      Each 
district  should  have  two  Judges,  who  were 
to   go   the  Circuits    through  the  islands 
in  their  district.  These  two  Judges  would 
be  called  the  Chief  Justice  and  the  Se- 
nior Puisne  Judge.    The  tribunals  on  the 
Circuits  would  be  composed  of  these  two 
Judges,    and    the   Junior   Judge  of  the 
Island;    it  being  proposed  that    in  each 
Island  there  should  be  a  Resident  Junior 
Judge.     The    Circuit    Courts,   therefore, 
would  have  three  Judges.     This  plan  was 
justified  by  the   recommendation   of  the 
Commissioners,  and  appeared  to  be  amply 
sufficient    for  all   the   purposes  required. 
The  resident  Junior  Judge  would  be  cm- 
ployed  In  the  intervals  of  the  Circuits  in 
businesssimilarto  that  which  was  now  trans- 
acted by  Judges  in  this  country  at  cham- 
bers.    The  resident  Judge  would  also  be 
Chairman  of  the  Quarter  Sessions.      He 
had  suid.  that  there  were  many  grievances 
which  required  to  be   remedied,  but  this 
Bill  applied   itself  to  one    only,  namely, 
the  qualification  of  the  Judges  who  were 
to  execute  the  law.     But  it  did  not  ap- 
ply itself  to  those  other  evils  that  would 
naturally    occur    to    persons  acquainted 
with   these  Islands.      It  was  a  principle 
of  this  Bill  to  con6nc  itself  to  that  evil 
which,  for  its  removal,  required    the    in- 
terposition   of    Parliament.       Whatever 
frievances    could    be    remedied    by   the 
ocal  Legislatures,  it  should,  in  his  opin- 
ion, in  the  first  instance,  be  so  remedied. 
Beyond  this  the  principle  had  not  gone. 
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It  would  rest  with  the  Local  Legislatures 
to  take  the  question   into    consideration, 
and  if  they  approved  of  this  measure,  it 
would    be    for   them,  at  their  discretion, 
to  remedy  those   other  existing  evils    to 
which  he  had  adverted.     He    might  ob- 
serve, that  one  of  these  was  the  want  of 
a  public  prosecutor,  which    the   Colonial 
Legislature  would,  he  hoped,  supply  ;  that 
was  a  point  left  open    for  consideration. 
Upon  the    point    of   expense,  he    might 
observe  that    the  funds    employed  under 
the  existing  system  would,    he    believed, 
be    amply    sufficient    to   defray   all    the 
charges  of   the    new  one..   It  was,    per- 
haps, unnecessary    for    him    to   observe, 
that  the  application  of  steam  navigation, 
whilst  it  would  greatly  facilitate  the  con- 
veyance  of   the    Judges    from    island  to 
island,    would    not*greatly   increase    the 
expense.     The  two  Circuits  of  the  Wind- 
ward   Islands    would     not    exceed    830 
miles,  and,  consequently,  with  the  aid  of 
steam,  would  be  easily  accomplished.  Such 
were  the  principal  points  of  the  Bill  he  had 
now  the  honour  of  introducing  to   their 
Lordships.     A  very  natural  inquiry  might 
arise,  as  to  how  it  happened  that  a  measure 
so  sanctioned,  so  recommended,  and  so  ear- 
nestly desired,  as  he  believed   it  was,  by 
the  Colonies,    should  have  been  delayed 
to  this  late  period.  The  immediate  reply  to 
such  an  inquiry  was,  that  there  were  inevi- 
table and   insurmountable  difficulties  to 
the  introduction  of  such  a  measure  at  any 
time  previous  to  the  abolition  of  slavery. 
During  the  existence  of  slavery,  it  was  im- 
possible that  such  an  experiment  could  be 
tried.   The  very  question  of  slave  evidence 
alone,   was   enough    to    alter  the  whole 
course  of  justice.There  was  another  reason 
for  the  delay.  Till  within  a  few  years  past, 
there  existed  in  the  Colonies  considerable 
irritation  and  much  suspicion  with  respect 
to  the  intention  of  the  Home  Government 
on  the  subject  of  slavery;  and   any  at- 
tempt to  interfere  with  the  internal   legis . 
lation  of  the  several  islands,  was  regarded 
with    the    utmost  jealousy.     Whilst  this 
state  of  things  continued,  the  experiment 
could    pot    be    tried    with    any  hope  of 
success.     But  as    the    chief  impediment 
in    the    way    of  improvement  was    now 
removed,     his      Majesty's     Government 
deemed  it  the  proper  time  to  come  for- 
ward with    the   measure  which   he    now 
most    earnestly    recommended    to     their 
Lordships*  adoption.     It  would  have  the 
eflect,  he  believed,  of  introducing  a  better 
H  2 
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administration  of  justice,  of  removing  the 
Judges  from  all  suspicion  of  local  parti- 
alities and  animosities,  and  of  securing 
the  administration  of  the  law  upon  sound, 
solid,  and  good  principles:  il  would  give 
protection  to  property,  raise  the  credit 
of  the  Colonies,  and,  above  all,  give  to 
our  coloured  fellow-subjects  a  conHdence 
of  security  and  protection  under  the  same 
laws  that  guarded  the  rights  and  pro))crty 
of  I  he  whites.  The  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  moving  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  entirely  concurred 
with  his  noble  Friend,  thinking  that  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  West-India 
Islands  were  placed  with  respect  to  the 
administration  of  justice,  were  snch  as  to 
deprive  the  Courts  of  Law  of  all  con- 
fidence and  respect;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  some  effi- 
cient and  fundamental  alteration  should 
be  made  to  give  to  the  inhabitants  of 
those  islands  a  pure  and  nnsuspected 
administration  of  justice.  lie  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend,  also,  in  the  mode 
by  which  he  proposed  to  effect  the  remedy. 
His  noble  Friend  had  very  fairly  slated 
the  nature  of  the  difficulties  which  had 
prevented  his  predecessors  from  bringing 
forward  a  measure  of  this  description.  It 
was  not  that  their  attention  was  not  drawn 
to  the  subject;  not  that  they  were  not 
fully  impressed  with  the  truth  of  the  re- 
presentations that  were  made,  and  the  in- 
ferences that  were  drawn  after  Lord  Bath- 
urst  sent  out  the  Commissioners;  it  was 
not  that  they  were  insensible  to  the 
pressure  and  urgency  of  the  case,  but  they 
felr,  that  as  long  as  the  question  of  slavery 
remained  unsettled,  it  would  be  utterly 
impossible,  in  the  midst  of  the  excitement 
and  agitation  which  prevailed  upon  that 
subject,  to  effect  any  change  of  this  de- 
scription, unless  they  attempted  to  do  so 
by  the  maintenance  of  a  principle  which 
this  Bill  excluded,  and  which  they  were 
not  prepared  to  support,  namely,  the  prin- 
ciple of  forcing  the  Colonies  to  comply 
with  the  wishes  of  Parliament,  without  ob- 
taining their  own  legislative  assent.  When 
the  settlement  of  the  Slave  Question  was 
effected  by  Parliament,  he  felt  that  the 
time  had  arrived  when  the  work  of  im- 
proving the  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Colonies  might  be  safely  undertaken  ;  and 
he  undorslood  from  his  noble  I'riend 
(Aberdeen)  near  him,  that  he  was  prepared 
witi)  a  measure  upon  the  subject,  embrac- 


ing all  the  details  of  the  measure  now 
brought  forward  by  his  noble  Friend  op- 
posite, and  which  he  would  have  intro- 
duced to  the  consideration  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, if  he  had  continued  to  hold  the  seals 
of  office.  He  would  close  his  obser- 
vations upon  the  measure  before  their 
Lordships,  by  simply  stating  that  it  met 
wiih  his  entire  and  hearty  concurrence. 
There  were,  however,  one  or  two  remarks 
which  he  wished  to  offer,  and  which  he 
thought  would  be  found  worthy  the  atten- 
tion of  his  noble  Friend,  first  as  to  the 
remuneration  of  the  Judges.  lie  was  sure 
his  noble  Friend  knew  how  difficult  it  was 
to  obtain  from  the  English  bar  gentlemen 
who  were  competent  to  fill  the  situation  of 
colonial  Judges.  This  difficulty  he 
thought  would  be  increased,  unless  some 
provision  were  made  to  secure  to  the  Judge 
in  theWest  Indies  a  certain  and  definite  in- 
come. As  the  Bill  now  stood,  a  Judge,' 
on  arriving  in  the  Colony,  might  find  that 
he  had  no  income,  and  for  this  he  would 
have  no  redress  whatever,  except  an  ap- 
peal to  Parliament  in  this  country,  which, 
for  aught  he  (Lord  Ripon)  knew,  might 
not  be  disposed  to  listen  to  his  claim.  It 
appeared  to  him  to  be  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  steps  should  bo  taken  to 
secure  to  the  gentlemen  who  went  out  as 
Judges,  a  certain  and  adequate  remuner- 
ation. The  next  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer  was  with  respect  to  the  islands  of 
Trinidad  and  St.  Lucia.  The  noble  Lord 
had  stated  that  the  Bill  contained  a  clause 
which  would  enable  his  Majesty,  at  any 
time,  to  include  those  islands  in  one  of 
the  two  circuits  which  it  was  proposed  to 
establish.  He  thought  that  this  would 
not  be  advisable  until  after  the  experiment 
had  been  tried  in  the  other  islands,  because 
the  great  dissimilarity  which  existed  be- 
tween the  English  law  and  the  old  Spanish 
law  which  prevailed  in  Trinidad,  and  the 
old  French  law  which  continued  in  St. 
Lucia,  might  lead  to  much  inconvenience, 
if  the  change  were  suddenly  applied.  If 
the  inhabitants  of  these  two  islands,  after 
witnessing  the  operation  of  the  English 
law  in  the  other  islands,  should  express  a 
desire  to  have  the  same  law  extended  to 
themselves,  it  would  then,  proliably,  be 
time  enough  to  include  them  mthe  circuit. 
The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  repealing  his 
approbation  of  the  measure,  which  would 
confer  upon  those  distant  possessions  the 
greatoRi  of  all  blessings — an  easy,  safe, 
and  just  administration  of  the  law. 
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Lord  Glenelg  tlianked  the  noble  Earl 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  had  expressed 
his  approbation  of  the  measure ;  and  pro- 
mised him  that  the  observations  he  had 
thrown  out  should  receive  his  best  atten- 
tion. He  felt  bound  in  justice  to  repeat, 
that  no  merit  attached  to  him  for  the  intro- 
duction of  this  measure;  because  it  had, 
in  fact,  been  prepared,  and  was  intended 
to  have  been  introduced,  by  his  prede- 
cessors in  office ;  who  had  only  been  pre- 
vented from  doing  so  by  the  insurmount- 
able difficulties  to  which  he  had  before 
alluded,  and  also  by  the  rapid  change  of 
secretaries  in  the  Colonial  Department.  He 
knew  that  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Ri- 
pon) opposite,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Lord 
Stanley,  had  the  fullest  intention  of  bring- 
ing forward  a  measure  of  this  description; 
but  the  short  time  they  remained  at  tlic 
head  of  the  Colonial  Department  prevented 
the  executing  their  intention.  He,  there- 
fore, claimed  no  merit  whatever  for  the 
introduction  of  the  measure. 

The  Bill   was  read  a  second  time — to 
be  committed. — Adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  March   11,  1836. 

MiNDTBfl.]  BUI.  Read  a  second  time: — Durham  and 
Sadbcigc  Court  of  Pleas  Bill.— Read  a  thiid  Ume:— 
Stafford  Borough  Disfranchisement. 

Metropolitan  Railways.]  Mr. 
Clay  presented  Petitions  from  the  inha- 
bitants of  SpitalBelds  and  Bethnal-grecn 
against  the  Eastern  Counties  (London  and 
Norwich)  Railway  ;  from  the  East  Lon- 
don Waterwoiks  Company,  and  from  the 
inhabitants  of  the  parishes  of  8t.  George 
and  St.  Mary,  Whitcchapel,  and  Good- 
man's-fields,  against  the  London  and 
Blackwall  Commercial  Railway ;  and 
from  the  inhabitants  of  Whitechapel  and 
Bromley,  and  the  East  London  Water- 
works Company,  against  the  London  and 
Blackwall  Railway.  The  hon.  Member 
said,  that  in  presenting  these  petitions 
to  the  House,  he  was  anxious  to  call  its 
attention  to,  in  his  opinion,  the  very  im- 
portant principle  involved  in  the  subject 
to  which  they  referred.  Indeed,  so  im- 
portant was  the  question  to  the  metropolis, 
that  he  had  intended  to  move  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  the  principle  involved  in 
the  Railroads  to  which  the  petitions  re- 
ferred ;  but,  on  consuUiog  with  his  col- 


leagues, the  other  Members  for  the  Me- 
tropolitan Districts,  and  with  his  Majes- 
ty*s  Ministers,  he  found  that  it  was  their 
opinion  that  no  other  general  principle 
or  regulation  could  with  fairness  or  pro- 
priety be  applied  to  the  bills  of  parlies 
before  the  House  than  such  as  had  been 
recommended  by  the  Select  Committee 
that  had  already  reported.  The  principle 
set  forlh  in  the  various  petitions  he  had 
just  presented,  and  their  prayer,  all  tended 
to  this — that  these  Railroads  should  not 
be  allowed  to  come  into  the  heart  of  the 
Metropolis,  it  being  neither  necessary 
nor  useful,  in  the  opinion  of  the  peti- 
tioners, that  they  should  be  brought  there. 
Now,  the  two  competing  lines,  the  Black- 
wall  and  the  Commercial  Blackwall,  both 
terminated  in  the  heart  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  the  Eastern  Counties,  was  also  brought 
into  the  City.  Hon.  Members  had  only 
to  suppose  a  sufficient  number  of  Rail- 
roads brought  there,  to  picture  to  them- 
selves the  complete  destruction  of  the  cast 
end  of  London,  and  the  ruin  of  the  inha- 
bitants of  a  most  densely-crowded  neigh- 
bourhood. The  principle  involved  in  this 
matter  was  totally  distinct  from  the  gene- 
nil  utility  and  expediency  of  Railways. 
However  important  and  useful  as  means 
for  commercial  intercourse,  surely  there 
was  no  necessity  for  carrying  them  into 
the  heart  of  a  great  city.  The  principle 
upon  which  the  petitions  proceeded  was 
that  those  Railroads  coming  from  different 
parts  of  England  to  London  should  have 
their  termini  outside  the  most  crowded 
part  of  the  City.  In  proof  that  the  ap- 
prehensions of  the  petitioners  were  not 
unfounded,  he  would  first  state  to  the 
House  the  result  to  be  expected  from  those 
Roads,  for  which  Bills  were  already 
before  the  House,  and  which  were  pro- 
posed to  come  into  the  most  crowded  part 
of  London.  He  would  confine  himself  to 
the  Borough  which  he  represented,  and 
he  would  refer  only  to  the  destruction  of 
property  which  was  to  be  expected  from 
those  Roads  within  three  miles  of  the 
Royal  Exchange.  The  result  was  this — 
that  for  the  Railroads  which  came  through 
the  Tower  Hamlets  to  London,  there  had 
been  in  the  eastern  districts  of  the  City, 
within  three  miles  of  the  Royal  Exchange, 
no  less  than  5,935  houses  scheduled  to 
be  taken  down,  and  thus,  giving  five  in- 
habitants to  each  house,  about  30,000  in- 
habitants would  be  turned  out  of  their 
dwellings.    It  might  be  said  that  they 
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would  receive  compensation,  but  tliat  was 
impossible,  as  far  as  the  great  majority  of 
tliem  were  concerned.  How  could  they 
be  compensated  for  being  turned  out  of 
their  residences  in  some  of  the  most 
crowded  streets  and  thoroughfares  in  the 
metropolis,  where  they  had  carried  on 
thefr  business  and  respective  trades  for 
years,  having  acquired  a  goodwill  chich 
might  never  be  regained?  In  fact,  in 
the  great  majority  of  these  cases  ruin 
would  attach  to  the  parties  so  turned  out. 
It  was  true  that  compensation  could  be 
given  to  the  owners  of  houses  which  would 
be  taken  down,  but  great  injury  would  be 
inflicted  on  the  inhabitants  of  those  houses 
for  which  no  compensation  could  be 
given  them.  The  Eastern  Counties*  Rail- 
way, for  instance,  and  the  Blackwall  Com- 
mercial Railway  would  destroy  those  great 
thoroughfares  for  trade  and  trafBc,  White- 
chapel,  Mile  End,  and  the  Commercial- 
road,  which  were  now  so  prosperous.  It 
was  a  mockery  to  tell  the  inhabitants  re- 
siding in  those  thoroughfares  that  they 
might  oppose  those  Bills  before  the  private 
Committees  of  the  House.  How  was  it 
possible  for  the  inhabitants  of  those  pa- 
rishes to  get  funds  to  oppose  those  Bills  ? 
On  the  other  hand,  there  was  no  lack  of 
funds  on  the  part  of  the  promoters  of 
such  Bills,  owing  to  the  deposits  paid  on 
the  shares,  which  parties  purchased  at 
present  as  they  would  tickets  in  a  lottery. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  public  mind  was, 
just  now  in  a  morbid  state  of  excitement 
on  the  subject  of  these  Railways.  It  ap- 
peared from  the  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee that  there  were  fifty-seven  Railways 
actually  before  the  House,  or  in  contem- 
plation, involving  an  outlay  of  upwards  of 
28,000,000/.,  and  he  found,  that  there  were 
fifty-one  Private  Bills,  for  Roads,  Bridges, 
Water-works,  &c.,  before  the  House  also, 
which,  added  to  the  Railways,  made  the 
estimated  outlay  for  these  various  under- 
takings amount  to  no  less  than  33,500,000/. 
This  state  of  things  resembled  rather  too 
much  the  terrible  year  1825.  He  thought, 
that  when  the  public  mind  was  in  such  an 
unwholesome  state,  it  was  the  duty  of 
every  hon.  Member  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact. 

Mr.  Grote  expressed  his  perfect  con- 
currence in  what  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
Friend  with  regard  to  the  introduction  of 
these  Railways  into  the  eastern  end  of  the 
Metropolis.  He  was  most  anxious  that 
the  House  should  understand  that  a  strong 


feeling  of  alarm  and  repugnance  existed 
in  that  part  of  the  City  with  regard  to  these 
Railroads.  He  held  in  his  hand  four  or 
five  petitions  from  those  districts  against 
them.  7'he  Blackwall  Railway,  and  the 
Blackwall  Commercial  Railway,  would,  if 
carried  into  effect,  completely  depopulate 
Whitechapel  and  St.  Botolph,  I3ishops- 
gate;  and  this  was  to  be  done  for  the 
purpose  merely  of  conveying  passengers  at 
a  somewhat  cheaper  rate  than  they  were 
carried  at  present ;  for  as  to  the  saving  of 
time  that  would  be  thereby  efiected  in 
the  carriage  of  merchandise,  it  was  so 
trifling  as  not  to  be  worthy  of  consider- 
ation. Was  the  object  he  had  mentioned 
one  worth  gaining  at  the  expense  of  de- 
populating whole  districts  ? 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  had  been 
waited  on  by  several  deputations  from  the 
distticts  in  question,  to  say,  that  if  the 
projected  Railways  were  allowed  to  be 
brought  into  the  heart  of  the  City,  they 
would  be  attended  with  almost  utter  ruiu 
to  them.  He  had  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  up  the  subject,  and 
that  something  satisfactory  would  be  done 
for  all  the  parties  interested,  but  particu- 
larly for  those  complaining.  He  had  ad- 
vised his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Clay)  to  wait 
on  the  Ministry,  and  to  state  to  them  the 
hardships  and  grievances  of  this  peculiar 
case,  as  one  calling  for  an  immediate 
remedy.  He  was  asked  why  the  parties 
about  to  be  injured  did  not  oppose  the 
measure;  but  where  were  the  funds?  Tfie 
people  who  would  sufiTor  by  this  infraction 
had  not  means  to  oppose  the  joint-stock 
fund  of  the  wealthy  individuals  who  were 
associated  for  carrying  these  projects 
into  operation.  The  subject  must  be 
brought  in  a  specific  form  before  the 
House,  otherwise  the  consequences  must 
be  ruinous.  He  was  a  friend  of  Railways, 
as  he  was  to  all  bond  fide  improvements; 
but  he  thought  the  petitioners  had  made 
out  an  excellent  case,  and  one  deserving 
of  earnest  attention. 

The  Speaker  begged,  to  observe  that 
hon.  Members  were  now  indulging  in  a 
very  inconvenient  practice — that  of  enter- 
ing into  lengthened  details  on  the  pre- 
sentation of  petitions.  Whatever  objec- 
tions there  might  be  entertained  to  the 
introduction  of  Railways  into  London, 
should  be  reserved  for  the  Committee^ 
and  there  urged. 

The  petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 
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Dublin  Steam  Navigation  Com- 
PAHY.]  Oil  (he  Motion  iXxtX  this  Hill  be 
read  a  fiecond  lime.  Mr.  George  Fre- 
derick Young  opposed  the  Mbtion.  Tlie 
Bill  weitt  to  give  power  to  a  Company 
that  had  already  too  much.  The  Bill  it 
was  stated,  would  produce  the  effect  of 
reducing  the  freights  of  vessels  in  the  ports 
that  the  Company's  vessels  plied  to,  but 
he  thought  it  very  Unfair  that  this  Steatn 
Company  was  to  have  all  the  advantages 
of  increased  power  and  monopoly,  while 
their  rivals  would  be  prevented  entering 
into  fair  competition,  and  freights  would 
be  lowered  without  any  compensation  to 
their  injured  opponents.  He  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months. 

Mr.  Wilki  could  not  sanction  ihnova- 
tion  and  monopoly  as  this  Company  pro* 
posed.  It  started  with  a  small  capital, 
which  it  got  leave  to  increase  to  200,000/. 
and  they  now  not  only  came  to  seek  an  in- 
crease of  capital,  but  for  leave  to  sue  and  be 
sued  under  a  common  seal,  and  to  make 
contracts  with  the  Posl-oflice  as  a  Cor- 
porate Company  for  the  conveyance  of 
the  mails.  The  hon.  Member  in  conclu- 
sion stated  that  he  seconded  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  0*Conn€ll  did  not  think  the  incor- 
poration should  be  acceded  to  unless  it 
should  be  found  useful,  and  if  it  was  so 
he  did  not  see  why  the  Bill  should  be 
resisted.  Tuo  English  companies  were 
established,  the  first  in  1813,  called  the 
British  and  Colonia)^^  and  another,  the 
General  Steam  Company  of  London,  in 
1834.  But  the  present  company  was  an 
Irish  one,  which  perhaps  miglit  be  the 
ground  of  objection.  The  reason  why  this 
Act  of  incorporation  was  rendered  neces- 
sary was  to  protect  the  individuals  com- 
posing it  from  penalties  that  might  arise 
under  the  Anonymous  PaMnersliip  Act. 
It  was  very  well  known  that  in  a  short 
time  Government  would  give  up  having 
packets  of  their  own,  because  this  company 
could  carry  the  mails  for  one-half  of  the 
expense.  Many  Memberb  of  Parliament, 
himself  among  the  rest,  were  members  of 
this  Company,  every  one  6f  whoni  would 
forfeit  a  very  large  sum  of  money,  besides 
their  seat  in  that  House,  if  this  Company 
contracted  with  tb«  Government  for  carry- 
ing the  mails.  The  Cosipany  were  ready 
to  give  op  the  clauses  r0if(ttve  to  carriage 
bjjTaiid.  Those  points  were*  Rjr  the  Com- 
mitted: 


Mr.  Robinson  would  like  to  know  fiom 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whe- 
ther he  thought  the  Bill  ought  to  pass  ?  if 
so  he  would  vote  for  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  P,  Thomson  said,  there  were  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  to  which  he  should  mos( 
seriously  object — those  were  the  privilege 
of  land  carriage,  and  the  power  to  borrow 
money  on  mortgage  ;  but  he  did  not  object 
to  their  claims  to  sue  and  be  sued  by  their 
secretary,  or  to  their  being  incorporated. 
He  should  vote  for  the  second  reading 
and  if  those  alterations  were  tiot  made  in 
Committee  he  should  vote  against  the  lhir4 
reading. 

Mr.  Wallace  should  vote  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It  was  upoi^ 
the  principle  no  monopoly  ought  to  be 
sanctioned  by  the  House  that  he  opposca 
the  second  reading.  There  was  at  presen^ 
a  small  private  company  oo  the  Clyde, 
whose  vessels  were  going  at  the  rate  of 
twelve  miles  an  hour  to  and  from  Liver- 
pool, and  they  wanted  no  Act  of  incorpo- 
ration to  enable  them  to  do  this,  which  he 
believed  was  unprecedented. 

Sir  //.  Parneil  supported  the  Bill,  as 
one  in  which  his  constituents  were  deeply 
interested. 

Colonel  Perceval  trusted  the  House 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had 
acquiesced,  in  its  going  to  Committee, 
with  a  view  to  the  removal  of  any  elauses 
that  might  appear  objectionable. 

Mr.  M,  Stewart  thought  this  Bill  gave 
very  great  privileges  to  this  particular 
Company,  and  unless  these  were  made 
general,  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
other  Company  to  compete  with  it.  If, 
however,  the  objectionable  clauses  were  to 
be  struck  out  in  Committee,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  second  reading.  But  it  would 
only  be  on  the  distinct  understanding  thdt 
the  only  additional  powers  to  be  given  to 
this  Committee  were,  that  partners  being 
Members  of  Parliament  should  not  hinder 
the  Company  from  forming  contracts  for 
the  conveyance  of  the  mailsr  This  Com- 
pany had  first  obtained  leave  to  raise  b 
capital  of  25,000/.,  then  were  empowered 
to  raise  200,000/.,  and  now  he  should 
certainly  oppose  their  reqiiest  to  advance 
it  to  half  a  million. 

Mr.  Gillon  thought  that  a  very  unjust 
monopoly  was  intended  to  be  established 
by  this  Bill.  It  was  proposed  to  add 
large  additional  powers  to  those  which  had 
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bees  fomeriy  giTen.  There  was  no  aBkiog 
how  far  this  system  of  legislation  shoold 
be  carried.  If  the  friends  of  the  Company 
persereied  in  having  the  Bill  read,  he 
certainly  should  divide  the  House  on  that 
question,  as  he  felt  the  non-liability  clause 
was  most  injurioos  to  the  fair  individual 
trader. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  it  was  well  known 
that  the  Company  had  performed  very 
great  and  signal  services  to  Ireland,  and 
this  he  thought  a  sufficient  reason  to  ex- 
tend to  them  an  opportunity  for  future 
exertions.  Any  clauses  that  were  objection- 
able might  be  altered  or  removed  in 
Committee.  On  these  grounds  he  asked 
the  House  to  consent  to  Uie  second 
reading. 

The  House  divided  on  the  second  read- 
tng:«-Ayes  163 ;  Noes  59 ;  Majority  104. 

Liitqf  the  Ates. 


A^ionby,  H. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baldwin,  H. 
Baring,  F. 
Bamaud,  E. 
Bameby,  J. 
Barry,  O.  S. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bennett,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  0. 
Benial,R. 
Biddulpb,  R. 
Blackbume,  J. 
BUke,  M.  J. 
Blamire^  W, 
Bodkin,  J. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Brady,  D. 
Bridgeman,  II. 
Brodie,  W. 
Brotberton,  J. 


Ebrington,  Lord 
Elphioatone,  H. 
Evans,  6. 
Ewart,  W; 
Feilden,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Finn,  W. 

Filzgibbon,  Hon.  R. 
Fitzsimon,  G. 
French, T. 
Goulbum,  H. 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Graltan,  J» 
Grote,  G. 
GuUy,  J. 
Ilardingt  Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Ilarland,  W.  C. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
llerries,  Rt:  Hon.  J. 
Hind  lay,  C. 
Hogg,  J. 


Browne,  Rt.  Hon.  D.    Horsman 
Bnien,  H*  Howard,  E. 


Buckingham,  J. 
Boiler,  Sir  J. 
Butler,  Hon.  P. 
Byng,  G.  8. 
Canning,  Sir  8. 
Chichester,  J. 
Clive,  E. 
Cole,  A. 
Collier,  J. 
ConoUy,  E. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crawford,  W. 
Datbiac,  Sir  C. 
Daraer,  Hon.  G. 
Divett,  E. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Bastoori  Lord 


Howard,  P. 
Hoy,  J. 
Humphery,  J. 
Jephson,  C. 
Jones,  T. 
Kirk,  P. 
Knight,  G. 
Lanibton,  H. 
Lawson,  A. 
Leader,  J. 
Lefroy,  T. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lister,  E. 
Loch,  J. 

luibiogtoni  Ct 


Mackenzie,  J. 
Mackinoon,  W. 
M'Leod,R. 
MTaggart,  J. 
Maher,  J. 
Mahon,  Lord 
Mangles,  J. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  T. 
Methaen,  P. 
Meynell,  H. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Masgrave,  Sir  R. 
O'Bnen,  W. 
O'Connell,  J. 
0*Connell,  M. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
O'Ferrall,  R. 
O'Loghlin,  M. 
Ord,  W. 
Paget,  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Parrolt,  J. 
Patten,  J. 
Patlison,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Peel,  Sir  R. 
Peel,  W. 
Potter,  R. 
Powell,  W. 
Poyntz,  W. 
Rice,  S. 
Ridley,  Sir  M. 
Robinson,  G. 
Roche,  Wm. 
Roebuck,  J. 
Rolfe,  Sir  Robert 


Rnndle,  J. 
Roaaell,  Lonl  J. 
Sandon,  Loid 
Sanford,  E. 
ScholefieldJ. 
Soott,  J. 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  F. 
Sbea,R. 

Sindair,  Sir  George 
Smith,  V. 
Smith,  B. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
SUnley,  E. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  R 
Steaart,R. 
Stnckland,SirG. 
TalbotyJ. 

TiKMnSOD,  P. 

Thompson,  T.  B. 
Thomley,  T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Troubndge,  Sir  T. 
Turner,  W. 
Tjnte,  C. 
Vemer,  Colonel 
Vesey,  Hon.  T. 
Villiers,  C. 
Vivian,  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  John 
Winnington,  H. 
Wrotiesley,SirJ. 
Wynn,  Williams 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLEBS. 

O'Connell 
Perceval,  Colonel 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Angerstein,  J. 
Arbuthnot,  Hon.  H. 
Blackstone,  W. 
Bowring,  J. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Chalmers,  B. 
Chandos,  liord 
Chapman,  A. 
Chetwynd,  W. 
Chisholm,  A. 
Clerk,  Sir  George 
Colbome,  Ridley 
Darlington,  Lord 
Duffield,  T. 
Dunbar,  G. 
Entwisle,  J. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  Hon.  G. 
Freroantle,  Sir  T. 
OssksUi  J,  Milnes 


Gordon,  W. 
Hay,  Sir  J. 
Hay,  Sir  A. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hope,  J. 
Hume,  J. 
Irion,  T. 
Kearsley,  H. 
Long,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  II. 
Manners  Lord  C. 
Miles,  P. 
Mosley,  Sir  O. 
Murray,  Rt.  lion.  A. 
Oswald,  J. 
Parker,  M. 
Parnell,  Sir  H. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pryme,  G. 
Rae,  Sir  W. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Somerset,  Lord  £, 
Stewart,  Sir  M. 
Stewart,  P. 
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TeDoent,  J. 
Trevor,  A. 
Tulk,  C. 
Vere,  Sir  C. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
l^allace,  R. 


Wason,  R. 
Wilbraham^R. 
Wilks,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Young,  Gi  F. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 


Cariow  Election. — Mr«0'Conkell 
AND  Ma*  Raphael.]  Mr.  Ridley  Col- 
borne  brought  up  the  Report  of  the  Conl- 
mittee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  traffic  and  agreement 
alleged  to  ha?e  taken  place  between 
Daniel  O'Connell  and  Alexander  Raphael, 
Esquires,  touching  the  nomination  and 
return  of  the  said  Alexander  Raphael,  as 
one  of  the  Representatives  in  Parliament 
for  the  county  of  Carlow,  at  the  last 
election  for  that  County,  and  the  appli- 
cation of  the  monies  said  to  have  been 
received,  and  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  same  were  received  and  ex- 
pended. The  Report  was  read  by  the 
Clerk,  as  follows : — 

**  It  appears  to  your  Committee,  that  the 
subject  may  be  arranged  under  two  heads,  the 
first  as  relating  to  any  traffic  or  agreement  be- 
tween Mr.  Raphael  and  Mr.  O'Connell,  for  a 
seat  in  Parliament,  and  the  second  as  to  the 
application  of  the  sum  said  to  have  been 
given. 

**  It  does  not  appear  to  your  Committee  to 
be  necessary  for  them  to  enter  upon  any 
detailed  summary  of  the  evidence,  out  they 
feel  it  their  duty  to  draw  the  attention  of  tlie 
House  very  briefly  to  the  main  points  as  they 
bear  upon  the  question. 

**  It  appears  that  Mr.  O'Connell  addressed 
a  letter,  bearing  date  1st  of  June,  1835,  in 
which  the  agreement  for  Mr.  Raphael's  return 
for  the  county  of  Carlow  for  2,000/.  was  con- 
cluded ;  the  Committee  cannot  help  observing, 
that  the  whole  tone  and  tenor  of  this  letter 
was  calculated  to  excite  much  suspicion  and 
grave  animadversion ;  but  they  must  add  that 
upon  a  very  careful  investigation,  it  appeared 
that  previous  conferences  and  cororouoications 
had  taken  place  between  Mr.  Raphael,  Mr. 
Vigors,  and  other  persons  connected  with  the 
county  of  Carlow,  and  that  Mr.  O'Connell 
was  acting  on  this  occasion  at  the  express 
direction  of  Mr.  Raphael,  and  was  the  only 
medium  between  Mr.  Raphael  and  Mr,  Vigors 
and  the  Political  Club  at  Carlow. 

*'  It  appears  that  the  money  was  placed  to 
Mr.  O'Connell's  general  account  at  bis  banker's 
in  London.  It  was,  however,  advanced,  the 
moment  it  was  called  for,  to  Mr.  Vigors ;  and 
tlioagh  some  of  it  was  paid  in  bills,  the  dis- 
count was  allowed ;  the  amount,  therefore,  was 
available  whenever  wanted,  and  no  charge  of 
pecuniary  interest  can  be  attached  to  Mr. 
O'Connell. 

**  It  appears  also,  that  this  money  has  been 
•xpendea  wider  Ibf  immediate  directioo  of  I 


Mr.  Vigors,  and  others  connected  with  the 
county  of  Carlow,  in  what  may  be  called  legal 
expenses,  or  so  unavoidable,  that  your  Com* 
mittee  see  no  reason  to  question  their  legality ; 
and  that  the  balance  was  absorbed  in  defend- 
ing the  return  of  Mr.  Raphael  and  Mr.  Vigors 
before  the  Committee  appointed  to  investigate 
on  the  38th  July,  1835." 

The  Report  having  been  read 
Mr.  Ridley  Colbome  begged  to  state  to 
the  House  that  the  Report  which  had  just 
been  read  was  the  unanimous  Report  of 
the  Committee.  That  there  was  no  com- 
promise of  opinion,  no  diflference  of  feel- 
ing, amongst  its  members  upon  this  very 
delicate  subject.  He  felt  anxious  to  state 
this,  because  he  thought  it  right  that  the 
country  should  know  what  this  Report 
tended  to  prove — that  eleven  gentlemen. 
Members  of  that  House,  differing  widely 
in  political  sentiments,  could  meet  in  one 
room,  and,  without  the  slightest  hesitation, 
lay  aside  all  party  feeling.  It  was  his 
belief,  that  if  the  country  at  large  read  the 
evidence  with  the  same  proper  feeling  that 
had  guided  the  Committee,  they  would 
come  to  the  same  conclusion.  He  moved 
that  the  Report  be  printed. — Ordered. 

Supply — (Army  Estimates.)]]  The 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Viscount  Horvick  said,  that  in  moving 
the  Estimates  for  the  army  services  for  the 
present  year,  he  felt  it  necessary  for  him 
to  detain  the  House  but  a  very  short 
time,  while  he  stated  what  propositions 
he  had  to  make  for  the  support  of  the 
force  which  the  Government  considered 
necessary  to  be  kept  on  foot.  The  Esti- 
mates were  precisely  the  same  as  those 
submitted  to  the  House  lost  year,  and 
the  amount  of  expense  to  be  incurred  was 
unaltered.  When  he  said  this,  he  must 
mention  what  some  hon.  Members  were 
aware  of,  that  three  companies  of  mounted 
riflemen,  and  two  provisional  battalions 
of  infantry,  had  been  raised,  for  the  tem- 
porary service  of  his  Majesty  at  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope,  and  the  charge  for  these 
troops  was  not  included,  since  under  the 
circumstances,  he  had  considered  it  better^ 
instead  of  adding  the  charge  for  the  main- 
tenance of  this  force  to  the  regular  Esti- 
mates of  the  year,  the  force  being  raised 
for  a  temporary  purpose,  to  make  a  sup- 
pliroentaiy  Estimate  for  that  charge.  He 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  tnake  any 
statement  at  that  moment  explanatory  of 
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ty's  Gtivernnieiit  to  recouimeiul  to  the 
Udusc  the  continuance  of  ihis  force  ;  for^ 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Midtilesex  had 
given  notice  of  a  motion  for  deducing  the 
army  by  5^000  men,  he  sliould  be  ready, 
when  that  motion  was  made,  to  state  the 
reasons.    The  only  things   to  which  he 
had  at  present  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  were  seemingly  trifling.     There 
was  a  small  increase  in  the  number  of 
officers.  The  officers  of  the  Royal  African 
Corps  were  not  sufficiently  numerous  to 
carry  on  the  service  on  wliich  they  were 
employed  I  for  such  were  the  casualties 
anil  accidents  to  which  the  officers  of  that 
corps  were   peculiarly   subjected,,  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  make  a  small 
increase  in  the  number  of  its  officers.     It 
was  also  found  necessary  to  increase  the 
number    of    officers  in    the   1st.  West- 
India  Regiment,  and   in  the  number  of 
men  in  the!  St.  and  2d.  West-India  Re<» 
giments.     Another  point  was  the  reduc- 
tion  of  the   establishment  at  the  War- 
office.  When  he  came  into  office  ho  found 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  opposite  had 
thought  it  his  duty  to  propose  a  reduction, 
and  when  he  came  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject, he  fully  concurred  in  the  view  taken 
by  the   right  hon.  Gentleman.     He  had 
effected  this  reduction^   and   the   House 
would  find   that  the  whole   number  of 
clerks  in  the  office  was,  in    1832,  sixty- 
four,  while  now  tliere  were  but  fifty-one; 
and  by  this  a  saving;  bad  been  effected  of 
4,810/.      He   had   before   him    a  return 
which  showed  the  whble  number  of  clerks 
employed  in,  and  the  expenses  of,  the 
War-office,  in  the  several  years  from  18 15 
down  to  183^,  and   which  also   showed 
those  clerks   who   are   now   engaged   in 
other  offices,  and  particularly  from  the 
Account-office  in   Ireland,  and  who  were 
there  engac;ed    in    the   management   of 
business,  since  wholly  transferred  to  the 
War-office.  From  that  return  it  appeared, 
that  in  the  year  1815  the  total  number  of 
clerks  employed  in  the  military  depart- 
ment was  254,  of  whom  170  were  en- 
gaged in  the    War-office    alone.      The 
whole  were  at  a  charge  to  the  country  of 
71,245/.    In  1820  the  whole  number  was 
reduced  to  171,  of  whom   in  the  War- 
office  were  \S3,  and  the  total  charge  was 
about   53,000/.     Without  troubling   the 
House  with  a  detail  of  the  reductions  in  sub- 
sequent years,  he  would  only  state  that  in 
February  last  the  whole  number  of  persons 
employed  in  transacting  the  duties  of  this 
departmentj  ^hicb  twenty  years  ago  oc* 


copied  215  ))cr9onfi,  was  only  fifty-onc> 
and   the  charge  of  the  expenses  of  the 
War-office  alone  Was  reduced  from  7 1 ,245/. 
to  27,603/.     In   making  this  statement^ 
of  course  he  did  not  claim  the  least  credit 
to  himself  ^  but  it  was  necessary  that  he 
should  mention  the  reduction  which  had 
taken  place,  as  he  should  by  uhd  by  bare 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  grant  the  super«» 
an n nation  allowances  to  those  who  had 
now  retired  from  the  War-office,  and  to 
which  those  gentlemen  were  entitled  for 
the  zeal  and  ability  they  hod  displayed  in  the 
management  of  the  business  intrusted   to 
their  care.     As   to  the  Estimates  which 
related  to  the   non-effective  service,    he 
had  only  to  report,  that  a  gradual  reduc- 
tion, which  might  have  been  hoped  for^ 
by  the  prolongation  of  peace,  had  occurred. 
The  Committee  v/ould  remember  that  last 
year  he  had  obtained  a  vote  of  IfiQOL 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  an  increase 
of  pay  to  general  officers  receiving  emo- 
luments less  than  400/.  |)er  annum.    That 
expense  had   been  covered  by  casualties 
which  had  taken  place,  and  the  present 
Estimates  had  in  this  resuect  been  brought 
to  their  former  state.     Now,  the  general 
result  of  the  present  estimates  was,  that 
there  was  a  diminution  (erroneously  stated 
in  the  Estimates  at  96,536/.)  in  reality  of 
93,012/.     He  must  mention  that  an  alter- 
ation had  been  effected  ihis  year  in  the 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  extraordinary 
Estimates,  with  regard  to  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend,   now  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,   had,  at  the  time  he 
filled  the  office  of  Secretary- at- War,  en- 
tered  into  a  correspondence  with  the  Trea- 
sury.   No   arrangement  was,    howevetj 
come  to  until  the  spring  of  last  year, 
when  a  minute  passed  the  Treasury  Board, 
directing  that  a  separation  should,  ns  far 
as  was   practicable,    be   made  in   these 
branches    of  the    Estimates.       Hitherto 
several  of  the  services,  strictly  of  an  ordi- 
nary nature,  and  forming  part  of  the  re- 
gular expenses  of  the  army,  had  been 
entirely  defrayed  out  of  the  army  extnior^ 
dinaries.     Of  these  he  might  mention, 
the  expenses  of  provisions,  &c.,  for  troopft 
serving  in  the  colonies  formed  part  This 
expense  was  a  charge  capable  of  being 
previously  estimated,  and  it  had  therefore 
been  brought  forward  this  year  as  a  part 
of  the  ordinary  Army  Estimates,  thovgk 
the  account  could  not  be  stated  as  cor» 
rectly  us  he  liad  wished,    because  these 
costs  had  formerly  been  defrayed,  partly 
by   the   Commissary    dcpartmeutj   ao^ 
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partly  out  of  the  Navy  Esti mutes.  Under 
such  circumstances  it  was  impossible  to 
state  correctly  the  amount  required ;  and 
all  that  at  present  could  be  done  was  to 
take  a  vote  for  a  sum  on  account  fbr  this 
branch  of  the  service.  In  another  year  the 
vote  would  be  capable  of  being  reduced  to 
a  strict  matter  or  account.  In  the  same 
manner  there  had  been  transferred 
to  the  present  Estimates  the  pay  of  mill*- 
tary  labourers  7,600/.,  and  the  pensions 
of  discharged  negro  soldiers,  making  a 
total  of  173,088/.,  which  would  account 
for  the  increase  of  the  sum  to  be  voted 
this  year  over  the  vote  passed  last  year, 
though  there  was,  in  reality,  a  diminution 
of  93,012/.  The  Committee  would  also 
perceive  that  the  old  system  of  the  divi- 
sion of  the  English  and  Irish  army  pay 
establishments  had  been  done  away  with, 
and  as  no  division  of  the  accounts  was 
made,  the  fullest  information  was  afforded. 
These  were  the  only  circumstances  that  in 
the  first  instance  it  was  necessary  he 
should  state  to  the  Committee.  So  far 
as  any  explanation  might  be  required  in 
the  further  pr<)gre6s  of  the  discussion, 
he  should  be  happy  to  afford  it.  In  the 
mean  time,  he  should  content  himself 
by  moving  that  the  number  of  land 
forces  (excepting  India)  be  81,310  men. 

Mr.  Hnnte  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  taken  it  for 
granted,  that  whatever  had  been  voted 
last  year  was  to  be  voted  on  the  present 
occasion,  without  any  information  being 
afforded  as  to  the  necessity  of  the  mainte- 
nance of  so  large  a  military  establishment 
as  had  been  proposed.  He  regretted  to 
see  so  little  interest  manifested  by  lion. 
Members  (as  was  shown  by  the  present 
state  of  the  House)  when  they  were  called 
on  to  vote  away  the  public  money.  He 
contended,  that  one  of  the  principal  vices 
of  the  Government  of  this  country  was  the 
extent  of  its  military  establishment,  by 
which  a  military  spirit,  not  existing  during 
the  war,  was  encouraged,  and  everything 
was  now  done  by  a  military  force,  instead 
of  relying  upon  the  civil  power,  which  ought 
to  be  the  case  in  times  of  peace.  He 
wanted  to  know  upon  what  grounds  a 
liberal  Government  should  keep  up  a  mili- 
tary establishment,  exceeding  by  10,000 
or  12,000  men,  that  maintained  by 
extravagant  Tory  Governments.  He  had 
looked  to  former  Estimates,  and  he  found 
the  following  to  be  the  state  of  the  military 
force  daring  the  existence  of  Tory  admi- 


nistrations :^-In  1822,  the  number  of  men 
voted  was  68,800  men;  in  1823,  69,000 
men;  in  1824,  73,000  men;  and  in  1825, 
a  year  declared  by  the  then  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (now  Lord  Ripen)  to  hav^ 
been  so  prosperous  that  he  had  not  lan- 
guage to  describe  it,  the  military  establish^ 
ment  was  raised  to  86,000  men.  In  1828 
the  number  of  men  voted  was  90,000,  and 
in  1829  the  number  was  reduced  to  89,000 
men,  and  in  about  that  state  it  had  been 
left  for  the  last  four  years.  Now,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  present  Liberal  Reform  Mi- 
nisters, who  had  always  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  advocated  a  reduction  of  the 
expenditureof  the  country,  whether  there 
really  existed  any  grounds  of  justiBcation 
for  the  maintenance  of  so  large  a  military 
force?  Where,  he  begged  to  ask,  was 
the  necessity  for  keeping  so  large  a  military 
force  in  Ireland  ?  He  had  voted  for  the 
grant  of  the  million  of  money  to  the  sine- 
cure church  of  that  country,  in  the  hope 
that  peace  might  be  established,  and  that 
consequently  a  military  force  would  not  be 
necessary  there,  and  in  the  end  a  saving 
would  be  effected.  He  regretted,  how- 
ever, to  say,  that  he  saw  no  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  do  this — 
the  million  had  been  paid,  and  the  military 
force  still  remained  the  same,  though  it 
had  been  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  theother  night,  that 
that  country  was  never  in  a  greater  state  of 
peace  and  tranquillity.  That  statement 
was  uncontradicted  at  the  time  it  was 
made,  and  he  took  it  for  granted  to  be 
correct.  Under  such  circumstances  he 
begged  to  ask  his  Majesty's  Ministers  why 
they  were  not  prepared  to  reduce  the  num- 
ber of  troops  in  that  country  ?  Why  was 
it  necessary  to  keep  up  there  a  military 
establishment  of  between  23,000  and 
24,000  men,  when,  according  to  these 
statements  of  peace  and  tranquillity,  the 
civil  and  constabulary  force,  amounting  to 
about  5,000  men,  ought  to  be  sufficient 
for  all  purposes?  The  navy  had  been 
increasea  by  5,000  men,  and  he  submitted 
to  the  noble  Lord  that  the  Government  was 
now  in  a  condition  to  make  a  considerable 
reduction  in  the  military  force  of  the  coun- 
try. It  was  said  that  military  strength  was 
required  in  the  colonies.  He  had  looked 
over  the  list,  however,  and  he  could  find 
no  one  instance  except  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  of  any  disturbances  having  taken 
place.  It  was  in  vain  to  think  of  a  reduc- 
tion in  theespendiittreoftbe  countrj  until 
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there  was  first  made  a  reduction  in  the 
establishments,  and  with  these  views  he 
should  move  as  an  amendment  upon  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  number 
proposed  be  reduced  by  5,000  men. 

Sir  Stratford  Canning  thought  the  re- 
dnction  proposed  would  not  be  consistent 
with  the  efficiency  of  the  public  service. 
His  object,  however,  in  rising,  was  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department,  to  a  sub- 
ject of  great  importance.  He  had  intended 
to  take  that  opportunity  of  entering  into 
some  statements  with  regard  to  our  foreign 
relations,  but  as  he  understood  that  it 
would  be  more  convenient  to  bring  the 
subject  forward  at  some  future  opportu- 
nity, he  gave  notice  that  he  would,  on  the 
first  day  that  the  House  went  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject. 

Captain  Boldero  could  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  to  vote 
for  a  reduction  of  the  army.  If  ever  some 
increase  of  the  military  force  was  necessary 
it  was  at  the  present  time.  Look  at  the 
state  of  Russia.  Look  at  France,  with  an 
army  of  360,000  men.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  proposed  to  reduce  the  expenditure 
instead  of  the  men,  he  would  have  agreed 
with  him,  because  the  expenditure  for  the 
colonies  was  extremely  heavy,  and  many 
of  the  colonies  were  able  to  contribute  to 
the  support  of  the  troops.  He  would  be- 
gin with  Gibraltar,  which,  as  the  popula- 
tion was  small,  could  not  contribute  much ; 
but  the  place  was  impregnable,  and  he, 
therefore,could  see  no  necessity  for  keeping 
a  force  there  which  cost  us  from  120,000/, 
to  200,000/.  a-year.  Malta  was  equally 
strong,  and  had  never  been  taken  but 
through  treachery.  The  total  revenue  of 
that  country  was  105,000/.;  61.000/.  of 
which  was  expended  on  the  maintenance  of 
civil  establishments ;  but  a  portion  of  it  he 
thought  should  be  set  apart  for  the  payment 
of  the  military,  for  which  Great  Britain 
had  to  contribute  nearly  100,000/.  a-year. 
The  revenue  of  the  Ionian  Islands  in  1834 
was  nearljr  200,000/.  and  of  that  40,000/. 
was  contributed  for  the  payment  of  the 
troops,  while  Great  Britain  had  to  add  to 
that  80,000/.  a-year.  Not  one-fourth  of 
the  revenues  of  Canada  and  Halifax  was 
applied  to  the  support  of  the  military.  At 
the  proper  time  he  would  have  some  ob- 
servations to  make  on  the  military  college, 
which  was  set  down  in  the  estimates  at 
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sea  cost  28,000/.,  while  the  military,  con- 
sisting of  529  pensioners,  cost  only 
16,000/.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
there  was  any  intention  of  forming  the 
pensioners  into  veteran  battalions  ? 

Dr.  Bowring  hoped,  when  the  colonial 
system  came  under  consideration,  that 
the  House  would  have  the  valuable  assist- 
ance of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken.  But  he  could  not 
say  that  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
out  a  case  against  the  proposition  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Middlesex. 
The  increase  of  the  French  army  was,  in 
his  opinion^  one  reason  why  we  might 
more  safely  diminish  ours  5  because,  any 
addition  to  the  strength  of  our  allies 
was,  in  reality,  an  addition  to  our 
own.  The  friendly  understanding  be- 
tween the  two  countries  was  now  es- 
tablished on  a  basis  not  likely  soon  to  be 
broken ;  and  the  present  being  a  time  of 
pence,  furnished  the  best  opportunity  for 
accomplishing  the  most  effective  reforms 
in  our  military,  as  well  as  in  our  other 
establishments.  There  was  one  circum- 
stance connected  with  the  army  of  France, 
from  which  we  might  derive  a  useful  hint. 
It  was  not  a  little  curious,  notwith- 
standing cloth  for  soldiers'  clothing  was 
much  cheaper  in  this  country  than  it  is  in 
France,  that  the  army  of  France  should 
cost  only  2  Vs,  each  man,  on  the  average, 
while  that  of  England  cost  47«.  each  :  the 
cause  of  this  inordinate  difference  in  the 
expense  of  clothing  ought  to  be  im. 
mediately  ascertained  and  corrected.  There 
was  an  item  in  the  estimates, called  "agen- 
cy," not  to  be  found  in  those  of  foreign 
countries.  But  the  War-Office  might 
undertake  its  own  concerns,  without 
calling  upon  the  public  to  pay  4,857/* 
from  year  to  year,  for  the  transaction  of 
certain  business  between  it  and  the  dif- 
ferent departments  of  the  army.  Whilst 
making  these  objections,  he  could  not 
help  expressing  his  satisfaction  at  the  im« 
proved  and  more  intelligible  manner  in 
which  the  array  estimates  were  this  year 
laid  before  the  House.  A  strong  case, 
however,  for  the  reduction  of  5,000  men 
had  lieen  made  out  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Middlesex.  The  army 
mightsafely  be  diminished  to  that  amount, 
and  by  such  reduction  England  would 
afford  a  testimony  to  the  world,  that  she 
really  confided  in  the  permanency  of  that 
peace,  which  subsisted  between  this  nation 
and  the  Continental  Powers  \  and  no 
stronger  evidence  could  be  famished  of 
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his  confidence  than  by  consenting  to  the 
Motion  now  before  the  House. 

Colonel  Perceval  must  contradict  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, that  Ireland  was  in  a  tranquil  state. 
He  distinctly  denied  it.  On  the  very  same 
night,  on  which  it  was  stated  by  a  noble 
Lord  in  another  place,  that  Ireland  was 
tranquil,  there  were  on  tlie  county  of  Tip- 
perary  calendar  fifty-nine  cases  of  murder 
fifteen  of  firing  at  with  intent  to  murder, 
together  with  the  usual  proportion  of  riots, 
robberies,  rapes,  and  burglaries.  This 
county  was  said,  however,  to  be  remark- 
able for  tranquillity.  Recently,  however, 
it  was  proposed  by  some  individuals  that 
a  meeting  should  be  convened  for  the  pur- 
pose of  addressing  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
The  gentlemen  of  the  county  did  not  think 
it  worth  while  to  notice  it,  and  when  asked 
the  reason,  requested  that  those  who  wished 
to  congratulate  the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  the 
peace  of  the  county,  would  attend  the 
petty  sessions,  and  they  would  see  that  the 
state  of  things  was  very  different.  In  fact, 
Ireland  was  never  in  so  disturbed  a  state 
since  1798  as  it  was  now.  Let  any  person 
go  through  the  Queen*s  County,  the 
King's  County^  and  the  county  of  Carlow, 
and  he  would  see  how  groundless  was  the 
assertion  of  the  Member  for  Middlesex. 

Captain  Dunlop  did  not  think  circum- 
stances would  admit  of  the  proposed 
reduction.  Formerly  English  regiments 
were  left  in  the  colonies  for  ten  years. — 
Now  the  term  of  service  there  was  only 
five.  The  Committee  which  sat  upon  the 
subject  of  the  colonies  did  not  recommend 
a  reduction  of  men,'  but  of  the  term  of 
service.  The  regiments  serving  in  the  East 
Indies  were  not  relieved  for  twenty  years. 
For  these  reasons  alone  he  should  think  it 
unadvisable  to  make  any  reduction. 

Mr.  Finrif  in  consequence  of  what  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Sligo  (Col. 
Perceval)  had  said  as  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, must  deny  that  Carlow  and  Queen's 
County  were  so  disturbed  as  he  had  repre- 
sented, notwithstanding  the  state  of  poverty 
into  which  the  inhabitants  had  been 
plunged. 

Major  Beauclerk  ajjreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  that  there 
ought  to  be  reduction  in  the  military  force, 
but  thought  that  the  reduction  might  more 
advantageously  be  made  in  the  cavalry 
than  in  the  infantry. 

Sir  Charles  DaWiac  was  glnd  to  find 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had 


become  more  moderate  in  his  propositions 
to  reduce.  He  had  come  down  from  a 
proposition  last  year  to  save  one  million 
by  doing  away  with  the  troops  in  Ireland, 
to  his  present  proposition,  which  could  not 
effect  a  saving  of  more  than  150,000/. — 
He  was  opposed  to  the  reduction,  for  he 
thought  that  if  this  country  desired  to 
maintain  her  dignity  at  home  and  abroad, 
a  sufficient  military  force  must  be  kept  up. 

Viscount //b7<;ic^  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  charged  the 
Government  with  showing  no  reasons  for 
not  reducing  the  army,  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  had  shown  no  reasons  for  the 
reduction,  or,  at  all  events,  the  only  reason 
he  did  show  was  of  a  most  extraordinary 
character,  namely,  that  we  should  reduce 
the  army  because  we  had  increased  the 
navy.  With  respect  to  some  of  the  obser- 
vations which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member,  he  wished  to  say  one  word  for 
himself.  He  had  sat  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  that  side  as  well  as  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  and  he  doubted  much, 
if  the  hon.  Member  could  find  his  name  in 
any  one  division  that  ever  took  place  for 
the  reduction  of  the  army,  because  he  had 
felt  satisfied  that  the  severity  of  the 
colonial  service  was  so  great  that  it  was 
actually  impossible  to  reduce  the  army. 
In  all  the  colonies  in  the  year  1792,  a  year 
the  hon.  Member  was  so  fond  of  referring 
to,  the  number  of  our  rank  and  file  was 
15,100  ;  at  present  they  amounted  to 
16,687  ;  being  an  apparent  increase  of 
1,600.  At  that  period,  in  New  South 
Wales,  the  number  of  soldiers  was  420, 
while  now  there  was  1,970.  The  occupied 
portion  of  New  South  Wales  was  as  large 
as  Ireland,  and,  filled,  as  it  were,  with  the 
most  desperate  characters  from  this  coun- 
try, it  absolutely  was  necessary  to  enlarge 
the  forces  to  their  present  amount*  If  they 
were  to  expect  any  reduction  in  the  army, 
it  was  in  the  colonies  that  reduction  was 
to  take  plaee ;  and  when  hereafter  altera- 
tions should  take  place  in  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  and  when  the  Bill  of  last 
Session  for  the  Abolition  of  Slavery  in  the 
West  Indies  shall  have  been  carried  into 
full  effect,  then  indeed  a  diminution  might 
be  found  practicable.  The  proportion  of 
our  home  to  our  colonial  forces  was  62  men 
at  home  to  every  100  abroad. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  his  reason  for  pro- 
posing the  reduction,  consisted  in  the  fact, 
that  we  were  now  employing  a  large  police 
force  for  the  maiatenan««  of  peace  in 
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oities  and  towna,  thus  doing  away  with  the  I  they  possessed  over  the  troops  of  the  Line. 

equally  large   military   Amongst  these  privileges  there  was  one  of 


necessity   for  an    ^^ ^       „ 

force.     He  thought,  too,  that  England 
a  civil,  not  a  military,  country,  and 


was 


wished  to  see  an  end  put  to  that  vicious 
system  which  had  arisen  out  of  our  late 
wars,  the  maintenance  of  •  preposterously 
large  military  force  during  peace.  No 
real  friend  of  the  Government  wished  them 
to  keep  up  such  a  force  or  increase  it. 
The  Tories  might.  They  were  consistent 
men  attached  by  system  to  large  establish- 
ments and  great  expense,  but  no  one  who 
wished  well  to  the  Government  would 
support  them  in  wishing  to  enlarge  the 
present  unnecessary  force  or  to  maintain  it 
without  diminution.  He  thought  that  not 
merely  5,000  but  15,000  men  might  be 
saved ;  and  as  to  Ireland,  he  thought  that 
putting  down  the  Orange  Lodges  would  do 
much  to  render  the  presence  of  the  mili- 
tary unnecessary. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment : — 

Ayes  43;  Noes  126— Majority  83. 

List  of  the  Atbs  fNot  Official). 

Pease,  J. 
Philips,  M. 


Aglionby,  II. 
Bamard,  £.  G. 
Beaoclerky  A.  W« 
Blamirei  W, 
Bowrijig,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. . 
Buckinghnin,  J.  S. 
Buller,  Col. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Collier,  T. 
Klphinstone,  II. 
Kwart,  W. 
Field  en,  J. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Grote,  G. 
Gnlly,  J. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
lister,  E.  C. 
Lushington,  C. 
Marsland,  li. 


Potter,  R, 
Roebuck^  J.  A: 
Bundle,  J. 
Scholcfield,  J. 
Sheldon,  E.  R.  C. 
Strutt,  E. 
Stuart,  ViUiers 
Thompson,  T.  P. 
Thorneley,  T. 
Trelawncy,  Sir  W. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Turner,  \V. 
Wiikley,  T. 
Warborton,  11. 
Wason,  R. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wood,  Alderman 
ViUiers,  C. 

TELLER. 

Hume,  J. 


Maxwell,  J. 
Molcsworlh,  Sir  W. 
Parrolt,  T. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

On  the  motion,  that  the  sum  of  38,t528/. 
6s.  8d.  be  granted  to  his  Majesty  to  defray 
the  charge  of  the  land  forces. 

Sir  William  Molesworth  was  sorry  that 
the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Middlesex,  had  not  been  acceded  to; 
for  then  he  should  have  contented  himself 
with  moving,  that  the  Fool- guards  should 
be  the  5,000  men  to  be  disbanded.  He 
considered  those  regiments  to  be  a  great 
abuse  on  account  of  the  privileges  which 


receiving  a  larger  amount  of  pay  for  fewer 
and  less  important  services  than  the  other 
regiments  of  Infantry,  He  intended  to 
move  such  a  reduction  in  the  pay  of  the 
ofHcers  of  the  Foot-guards,  as  would  make 
it  equal  to  that  of  the  officers  of  the  Line ; 
at  the  same  time,  in  order  that  he  mieht 
not  be  accused  of  attempting  to  deprive 
meritorious  individuals  now  in  this  branch 
of  the  service,  of  their  fixed  and  well- 
founded  expectations,  he  must  state  that 
if  his  motion  were  carried,  he  should,  in 
the  debate  on  a  subsequent  portion  of  the 
Estimates,  move  compensation  to  the  offi- 
cers. The  effect  of  his  motion  would  be 
to  do  evil  to  no  individual,  but  to  put  the 
pay  of  all  future  officers  of  the  Foot- Guards 
on  the  same  footing  as  the  pay  of  officers  of 
regiments  of  the  Line,  to  effect  a  large 
saving  to  the  country,  and  to  strike  off  the; 
unfair  privileges  of  the  Guards.  He  was 
inclined  to  think  that  the  House  was  but 
little  awareof  the  amount  and  valucof  those 
privileges,  which  the  officers  of  the  Line 
considered  to  be  unjust.  He  would,  therefore, 
briefly  state  them«  The  first  privilege  which 
the  Foot-guards  possessed  over  the  regi- 
ments of  the  Line  was  with  regard  to  station. 
Of  the  seven  regiments,  or  battalions  of 
Guards,  five  of  them  are  always  in  London; 
one  at  Windsor;  and  one  in  Dublin. 
Compare  this  with  the  stations  of  the  troops 
of  the  Line.  Seventy-five  regiments  are 
in  the  colonies ;  fifty  of  these  are  in  coun- 
tries within  the  tropics,  or  beyond  the  Cape; 
and  only  twenty-five  are  serving  in  what 
may  be  termed  good  or  temperate  climates ; 
— namely,  the  Mediterranean  and  North 
America.  Sir  William  Gordon,  on  being 
asked,  by  a  Committee  appointed  by  this 
House,  "  Whether  thirty-three  years  is  the 
average  period  for  remaining  abroad," 
replied  <*  Yes,  taking  the  East-Indies  as  a 
part  of  the  service,  whilst  the  average 
period  of  service  at  homo  is  only  about 
nve  years."  Of  the  twenty-eight  regiments 
at  home,  nineteen  are  in  Ireland  ;  where, 
till  lately,  they  were  employed  in  the  dis- 
training for  tithes.  Even  now  they  were 
called  out  to  witness  scenes  of  outrage—  to 
be  present  at  burning  of  stacks,  and  the 
destruction  of  property — to  take  part  in 
scenes  which  must  be  distressing  to  their 
feelings  as  men,  and  abhorrent  to  their 
ideas  of  duty  as  soldiers,  so  much  so  that 
officers  generally  preferred  the  unhealthy 
climate  of  the  WoM  Indies  to  remaining 
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in  Ireland.  The  effect  of  tb«  privilege, 
with  regard  to  itation>  was  aignally  shown 
by  the  proportion  of  deaths  amongst  the 
officers  of  the  Line,  and  amongst  those  of 
the  Guards.  "  There  were  more  than  three 
times  as  many  officers  of  the  Line  died  in 
proportion  to  their  whole  number,  than 
officers  of  the  Foot-guards.  From  1828 
to  1835,  of  206  officers  of  the  Guards, 
only  eleven  died,  being  in  the  propor- 
tion of  not  quite  one  in  nineteen — 
whilst  out  of  3,752  officers  of  the 
Line,  658  died,  being  more  than  one-sixth. 
Thus,  in  effecting  a  life  insurance,  an 
annuity  on  the  life  of  an  officer  in  the 
Guards  was  worth  an  annuity  on  the 
lives  of  three  officers  of  the  Line,  gene- 
Tally  ;  and  if  the  regiments  in  Indin, 
only,  or  specifically  were  taken,  then 
the  life  of  an  officer  in  the  Guards 
was  worth  eight  of  officers  of  the  Line 
in  that  country.  This,  to  be  sure, 
was  a  most  salutary  privilege,  on  the 
part  of  those  who  were  so  fortunate 
as  to  possess  it— a  privilege  resulting 
solely  from  station.  What  had  the.  Guards 
done  to  merit  this  most  valuable  and  ex» 
elusive  privilege?  If  the  Guards  were 
part  and  portion  of  the  army,  why  should 
they  not  sharp  in  all  the  toils  and  dangers 
of  the  military  service,  and  be  rewarded 
in  proportion  ;  if  they  were  not  a  part  and 
portion  of  the  army — if  they  were  only  a 
sort  of  royal  police,  decorated  with  military 
postu me—surely  it  was  most  unjust  to  the 
officers  of  the  army,  generally,  to  bestow 
upon  these  men  those  honours  and  emolu- 
ments of  military  service  of  which  they 
had  appropriated  to  themselves  the  largest 
slmre,  in  virtue  of  the  unjust  privileges 
which  they  derived  and  possessed  from 
their  rapk.  This  privilege  of  station  was  the 
most  obnoxious  one  of  a)l — a  privilege 
unjust  to  the  rest  of  the  army — unjust  to 
the  public  ;  and  which  the  officers  of  the 
Line  considered  as  the  greatest  possible 
grievance.  The  House  was  aware  that  in 
ihe  Foot-guards  the  ensign  had  the  army 
rank  of  lieutenant,  the  lieutenant  that 
of  captain,  the  captain  that  of  lieutenant- 
colonel,  and  the  major  that  of  colonel. 
Thus  tlie  lieutenant,  on  becoming  captain, 
passes  over  all  the  captains  senior  to  him 
in  the  service,  passes  over  all  the  majors 
in  the  army,  and  attains  that  rank,  viz. 
lieutenant-colonel,  after  which  almost  all 
promotion  is  by  seniority ;  if  he  remain 
in  the  Guards,  on  becoming  regimental- 
major  he  passes  over  all  the  lieutenant- 


colonels  senior  t6  him  and  attains  the 
rank  of  colonel.  The  effect  of  this 
privilege  is,  that  the  Guarda  supply 
nearly  the  same  number  of  general-officers 
to  the  army  as  the  whole  of  the  regiments 
of  the  Line.  Now,  the  seven  battalions 
of  the  Guards  were  in  number  about.5,200 
men.  In  these  Estimates  he  found  there 
belonged  to  these  regiments  no  lest  than 
sixty -eight  officers  who  had  the  army 
rank  of  colonel  and  lieutenant-colonel, 
whilst  the  106  battalions  of  the  Line, 
amounting  to  92,000  men,  about  eighteen 
times  the  number  of  the  Guarda,  had  only 
126  colonels.  It  was  difficult  accurately 
to  ascertain  the  number  of  general- 
officers  who  had  come  from  the  Guards, 
on  account  of  the  interchanges  between 
the  Guards  and  the  Line;  for  when  a 
captain  of  the  Guards  interchanged  with 
a  lieutenant-colonel  on  the  half- pay  of  a 
regiment  of  the  Line,  he  appeared  on  the 
Army  List  as  belonging  to  the  haU-pay 
of  that  regiment,  though,  perhaps,  he  had 
neverseen  thatregiment — tnough,  perhaps, 
he  has  never  done  one  hour's  service  with 
that  regiment  during  the  whole  course  of 
his  life.  The  following  transaction  some- 
times took  place,  when  a  lieutenant  in  the 
Guards,  who  bad  wealth  and  interest, 
was  desirous  of  becoming  a  lieutenant- 
colonel  in  the  army,  he  induced  a  captain 
in  his  regiment  to  retire  in  his  favour; 
perhaps,  however,  the  captain  was  un- 
willing entirely  to  quit  the  army.  He, 
therefore,  exchanged  with  some  lieu«- 
tenant-colonel  on  the  half-pay  of  the  Line, 
who  was  willing  to  realize  his  money. 
The  lieutenant-colonel,  in  this  case,  never 
joined  the  Guards,  but  was  gazetted,  as 
having  sold  his  company  to  the  said  lieu- 
tenant. The  consequence  of  this  jobbing 
transaction,  was  to  transfer  an  annuity 
from  an  old  and  worn-out  life  to  u  young 
life,  to  promote  the  lieutenant  over  the 
heads  of  all  his  senior  captains  and  all 
the  majors  in  the  army — to  exalt  a 
youthful  scion  of  the  aristocracy  over  grey- 
headed and  worn-out  veterans.  But  here 
the  transaction  did  not  always  terminate. 
Probably  the  late  captain  in  the  Guards, 
now  a  lieutenant-colonel  on  the  half-pay 
of  the  Line,  possessed  influence,  he  then 
quickly  obtained  the  command  of  a  regi- 
ment ;  and  thus,  without  having  seen  any 
service,  he  filled  the  station  and  enjoyed  the 
emolument  which  ought  to  be  the  reward 
of  an  officer  who  had  really  served  his 
country.     The  following  case  (the  par- 
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ticulara  of  which  he  had  taken  care  to 
ascertain  to  be  correct)  illustrated  his 
position.  Some  years  ago,  a  captain  in 
the  Foot-guards,  known  to  be  in  a  state  of 
pecuniary  embarrassment,  exchanged  to 
half-pay; — securing,  of  course,  a  large 
sum  from  the  person  who  was  appointed 
in  his. place.  Not  long  after,  he  was  put 
on  full-pay  of  a  regiment  in  India,  where, 
as  I  have  before  stated,  each  regiment  has 
two  lieutenant-colonels.  He  joined  as 
junior  regimental  lieutenant-colonel,  al- 
though senior  in  army  rank  to  the  other. 
In  the  former  capacity,  of  course,  he  was 
not  entitled  to  the  command  of  the 
regiment.  But  the  European  regiments 
in  India  are  scarcely  ever  stationed  alone ; 
and  in  this  case,  the  regiment  being  one  of 
a  division  which  was  made  up  of  native 
troops,  his  superior  army  rank  placed 
him  immediately  in  the  command  of 
the  station.  Thus,  instead  of  the  mere 
command  of  a  battalion,  he  obtained  the 
command  of  a  large  military  district  and 
several  thousand  men,  with  pay  and 
allowances  amounting  to  between  3,000/. 
and  4,000/.  per  annum— of  which  com- 
mand and  pay  he  deprived  the  senior 
lieutenant-colonel,  who  fell  back  to  the 
command  of  his  regiment,  bereft  of  that 
reward  and  emolument  which  he  might 
justly  consider  his  right,  after  thirty  years' 
service  with  his  corps  in  all  quarters  of  the 
globe  ;  whilst  the  other  officer  had  served 
about  half  that  time  at  home.  Thus,  the 
officers  of  the  Guards  possessed  admirable 
facilities  for  obtaining  rank  in  the  army 
early  in  life.  -Now,  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  individual  who  made 
the  military  career  his  profession,  to  obtain 
rank  in  the  army  as  early  in  life  as  possible, 
to  l)ecome  as  quickly  as  possible  a 
lieutenant-colonel,  for,  after  becoming  a 
lieutenant-colonel,  whether  the  individual 
remained  on  full  or  half-pay,  whether  he 
accompanied  his  regiment  to  the  deadly 
climates  of  some  of  our  colonies,  or  lived 
in  inactive  luxury  in  London,  whether  his 
time  were  passed  in  combatting  the 
Caffrees  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  in 
wading  through  the  pestiferous  swamps  of 
the  Burman  empire,  or  were  more 
agreeably  spent  between  Crockford's  and 
Melton  Mowbray,  or  in  lounging  in  this 
House,  it  was  all  the  same — his  progress 
up  the  list,  towards  becoming  a  general- 
officer,  was  equally  unimpeded.  Amongst 
the  General- officers  all  the  grand  prizes 
of  the  army  were  distributed.    That  there 


should  be  rewards  of  military  merit,  thong^ 
not  in  the  form  in  which  they  now  existed, 
he  for  one  should  never  object  to ;  but 
he  objected  to  these  prizes  being  too 
often  not  the  rewards  of  merit,  but  of 
interest ;  and  that  one-half  of  those  who, 
by  their  rank  in  the  army  were  eligible  to 
these  appointments,  were  men  who  had  seen 
no  service  save  in  the  streets  of  London — 
performed  no  duties,  save  falling  into 
their  ranks  on  parade.  I  ndeed,  two-thirds 
of  the  Guards  were  generally  on  leave  of 
absence;  for  these  favoured  troops  had 
also  peculiar  facilities  with  regard  to 
obtaining  leave,  which  was  granted  to 
them  without  its  being  required  that  their 
application,  should  pass  through  the  Adju- 
tant-general's  department.  AH  the  detail 
of  regimental  duty  was  performed  by  the 
Serjeants  under  the  adjutant  or  com- 
manding officer.  The  officers,  with  respect 
to  these  duties,  were  mere  ciphers.  The 
Guards  possessed  also  some  minor  privi* 
leges  which  ought  to  be  swept  away. 
There  was  one  privilege  possessed  by  the 
Guards,  sometimes  productive  of  great 
hardship  to  the  other  officers.  The  House 
was  aware  that  the  Foot-guards  were  uot 
under  the  control  of  the  Horse-Guards, 
and  were  in  a  great  measure,  independent 
of  the  control  of  theCommander-in-Chief : 
— they  were  under  the  absolute  and 
irresponsible  control  of  their  Colonel ;  and, 
in  his  absence,  of  the  regimental  Lieu- 
tenant-colonel. The  consequence  was, 
when  an  officer  of  the  Line  wished  to 
exchange  to  half-pay,  he  merely  had  to 
send  in  his  papers,  and  permission  was  im- 
mediately granted  to  exchange.  Not  so 
in  the  Guards;  the  patronage  of  all  ap* 
pointments  in  the  Guards  belonged  to  the 
colonel,  and  it  was  most  valuable ;  conse- 
quently, when  an  officer  in  the  Guards 
wished  to  exchange  to  half-pay,  he  was 
obliged  to  make  interest  with  his  colonel, 
to  request  his  permission,  which  was  some- 
times denied,  without  any  reason  what- 
soever being  assigned  for  his  refusal ;  for 
instance,  cases  of  the  following  descrip- 
tion are  said  to  have  occurred.  The 
colonel  or  lieutenant-colonel  had  a  friend 
or  relation  in  the  Guards,  whom  he  was 
anxious  to  promote,  and  who  was  inferior 
in  army-rank  to  the  officer  who  wished  to 
exchange  for  half-pay ;  the  colonel  or 
lieutenant-colonel  refused  to  grant  per- 
mission ;  and  thus  endeavoured  to  oblige 
the  individual  in  question,  to  quit  the 
service,  to  sell  out,  or  retire  in  favour  of 
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the  friend  or  relation  of  the  Colonel  or 
Lteatenant*colonel ;  and  this  forced  the 
said  officer  either  to  abandon  his  profes- 
sion entirely,  or  to  remain  in  active  service, 
though  most  anxious  to  exchange  to  half- 
pay.  The  exercise  of  this  power  by  the 
commanding  officer,  was  sometimes  found 
to  be 'a  great  nuisance  ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  many  officers  of  the  Guards 
would  be  delighted  if  their  regiments  were 
placed  under  the  control  of  the  Horse 
Guards.  The  commanding-officers  had 
likewise  the  power  of  dividing,  amongst 
the  field  officers  and  captains,  the  surplus 
of  the  fund,  called  the  **  Stock  purse."  This 
fiind,  according  to  the  Report  from  which 
he  had  quoted,  was  made  up,  first,  from 
the  pay  of  a  certain  number  of  non-effective 
men  ;  secondly,  from  an  allowance  of  161. 
for  every  ten  men  ;  and,  thirdly,  from  the 
money  received  from  the  men  who  pur- 
chased their  dischar^.  From  this  fund, 
the  Guards  defrayed  the  expenses  of  the 
hospital  and  of  recruiting;  and  the  re- 
mainder was  divided  among  the  officers 
according  to  a  scale  not  detailed  to  the 
War-office.  The  last  privilege  to  which 
he  should  refer,  was  that  which  the  officer 
of  the  Guards  enjoyed  in  case  of  his  being 
promoted  to  the  rank  of  major-general  by 
brevet.  If  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  a 
regiment  of  infantry  were  removed  from 
his  command  of  a  regiment  by  a  brevet, 
which  made  him  a  Major-general,  he 
received  only  300/.  a-year.  Now  by  a 
warrant  of  1830,  if  a  captain  in  the 
Guards  were  removed  in  a  similar  manner 
by  brevet,  he  received  400/.  a  year.  If  a 
regimental  Major  in  the  Guards,  560/. ;  if 
a  regimental  lieutenant-colonel,  660/. 
Why  this  invidious  difference  between 
the  payment  of  the  Guards  and  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Line?  Was  it  on  account  of 
the  difference  of  duties  in  the  two  services? 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  gave  the  following 
account  of  the  duties  of  an  officer  :— 

''  From  the  moment  at  which  the  officer 
enters  his  Majesty's  service,  till  he  attains  the 
rank  of  general  officer,  he  must  be  prepared  to 
serve  in  all  climates,  in  all  seasons,  in  all  situ- 
ations, and  under  every  possible  difficulty  and 
disadvantage.  There  is  no  peace  or  repose  for 
htm,  excepting  that  some  powerful  party  in 
the  state  should  think  that  his  services  can  be 
dispensed  with,  in  which  case  he  will  be  put 
on  half- pay.  While  thus  serving,  he  roust  per- 
form nil  the  duties  required  of  him.  lie  must 
be,  in  turn,  gaoler,  police-officer,  magistrate, 
judge,  and  jury.  \Vheiher  in  peace  or  in  war, 
in  the  transport,  in  the  charge  of  convicts,  or 
acting  as  a  magistrate,  or  sitting  in  judgment, 
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or  as  a  juryman^  or  engaged  in  the  more  im« 
mediate  and  more  active  duties  of  his  profes- 
sion in  the  field,  either  against  the  internal 
rebel  or  die  foreign  enemy — he  must  never  make 
a  mistake — he  must  never  cease  to  be  the 
officer  and  the  gentleman.  Cheerful,  obedient, 
subordinate  to  his  superiors,  yet  maintaining 
discipline,  and  securing  the  attention  and  at- 
tachment of  his  inferiors,  and  of  the  soldiers 
placed  under  his  command." 

Such  were  the  duties  and  services  required 
of  the  officer  of  the  British  Line,  and  such 
were  the  duties  faithfully  discharged  by 
them — services  seldom  if  ever    required, 
seldom,  if  ever,  rendered  by  the  officers  of 
the  Guards.      Yet  with  a  most  strange 
measure  of  justice,  a  more  ample  and  kind 
allowance  was  now  accorded  to  him  who 
had    never   toiled  in  the  service  of  his 
country  than  to  him  who  had  braved  all  the 
inclemencies  of  tropical  climes,  and  wasted 
away  the  best  years  of  his  life  under  a 
burning  sun.    A  more  ample  share  of  re- 
muneration was  meted  to  him  who  had 
merely  had  the  nominal  command  of  a 
company,  than  to  him  who  had  held  the 
truly    important,    the    truly   responsible 
command  of  a  battalion.    What  possible 
reason  could  be  assigned  for  the  preference 
thus  assigned  to  the  one  over  the  other? 
It  was  said  the  Guards  were  the  necessary 
decorations  and  appendages  of   royally — 
not  so.     He  was  not  one  anxious  to  de- 
prive royalty  of  its  fitting  and  becoming 
honours,  but  he  denied  that  these  troops 
were  necessary  to  royalty.    The  most  am. 
bitious  monarch  in  Europe— the  monarch 
of  France— had  no  guards.  The  sovereign 
who  sat  upon  the  most  ancient  throne  in 
Europe,  the  representative  of  the  CsDsars, 
had  no  guards,  the  duties  of  his  palace 
were  performed  by  the  troops  of  the  Line. 
Were  the  troop^  of  the  British  line  inferior 
either  in  courage  or  in  discipline  to  those 
of  the  Austrian  service?   Surely'bot.  No; 
the  Guards  were  not  the  pageants  of  roy- 
alty ;  they  were  the  pageants  of  the  aristo- 
cracy; a  specious  device,  by  means  of 
which  the  wealthy  and  the  powerful  were 
enabled  to  promote  their  offspring  over 
the  heads  of  hard- worked  and  worn-out 
veterans,  and   the  means  by  which   the 
aristocracy  had  contrived  to  accumulate 
upon  themselves  the  rank,  the  honours, 
and    the   emoluments    of    the    military 
profession,   without  depriving  themse^ve 
of  any  of  the  enjoyments  of  civil  life.  Thh 
was  an  abuse  which  he  trusted  the  House 
would  concur  with  him  in  putting  an  end 
to.      He   should   conclude   by  proposing 
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such  a  diminution  of  the  army  Estimates 
as  would  put  the  pay  of  officers  of  the 
Guards  on  the  same  footing  with  that  of 
the  Line;  and  if  this  amendment  were 
carried,  he  should  think  it  tantamount  to 
a  declaration  on  the  part  of  the  House  that 
the  privileges  of  the  Foot-guards  should  be 
entirely  abolished.  The  hon.  Baronet 
then  moved,  that  the  proposed  grant  of 
3,085,280/.  6s.  Sd.  be  reduced  by  the  sum 
of6,999Z.  17s.  3c?. 

Mr.  Hume  supported  the  amendment, 
and  said,  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
promotions  should  be  regulated  by  merit, 
and  not  by  influence.  He  knew  that  the 
distinction  existing  between  the  officers  of 
the  Guards  and  those  of  the  Line,  on  the 
subject  of  rank,  was  a  source  of  great  irri- 
tation to  the  latter. 

Major  Beauderkf  as  an  infantry  officer 
was  able,  from  his  own  personal  know- 
ledge, to  state  that,  although  the  officers 
of  the  Line  were  too  proud  and  high- 
minded  to  complain,  they  yet  were  far 
from  pleased  or  satisfied  with  the  distinc- 
tion made  between  them  and  the  officers 
of  the  Guards.  He  did  not  think  that 
such  favouritism  should  exist;  and,  know- 
ing the  irritation  and  jealousy  which  the 
privileges  enjoyed  by  the  officers  of  the 
Guards  occasioned,  he  most  cordially  sup- 
ported the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  Harry  Verney  said,  that  although 
he  had  never  seen  any  active  service,  he 
was  an  officer  in  the  Line.  He  begged  to 
deny  that  any  such  irritation  or  jealousy 
existed  in  the  minds  of  the  officers  of  that 
branch  of  the  army  on  this  subject  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Surrey  had 
stated.  It  was  also  quite  clear  to  any 
man  at  all  acquainted  with  the  sentiments 
of  the  officers  of  the  Line,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  brought  forward  the  amend- 
ment advanced  statements  which  were  not 
borne  out  by  the  facts.  Was  he  not 
aware  that  the  expense  of  the  officers  of 
the  Guards  was  much  smaller  to  the 
country  than  that  of  the  officers  of  the 
Line  ?  He  did  not  believe  that  the  officers 
of  the  line  viewed  the  privileges  of  the 
officers  of  the  Guards  with  any  dissatis- 
faction whatever. 

Lord  Arthur  Lennox  must  also  dissent 
from  the  testimony  given  by  the  lion. 
Baronet  near  him,  and  the  hon.  and'gnL 
Jant  officer  the  Member  for  Surrey.  He 
was  an  officer  of  the  line,  and  had  served 
in  that  capacity  in  various  parts  of  the 
world,  for  thirteen  years;  and  this  was  the 


first  time  lie  ever  heard  that  even  tha 
slightest  jealousy  existed  among  the  offi- 
cers in  that  branch  of  the  army  respecting 
the  privileges  which  the  officers  of  the 
Guards  possessed.  His  belief  was,  that 
there  was  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
even  supposing  such  a  thing. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  he  had 
heard,  with  great  satisfaction,  the  obser- 
vations which  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  addressed  the  House ; 
because  in  his  (Lord  Howick's)  view  of  the 
question,  the  important  point  was  the 
assumption  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Cornwall,  that  the  officers  of 
the  British  line  did  feet  themselves  ag- 
grieved and  injured  by  the  privileges  which 
were  enjoyed  by  the  officers  of  the  Guards. 
If,  indeed,  such  feelings  had  existed,  and 
if  there  were  grounds  for  the  existence  of 
such  feelings  on  the  minds  of  the  officers 
of  the  Line,  it  would  have  been  to  him 
(Lord  Howick)  a  subject  to  be  deeply 
lamented.  He  was,  therefore,  delighted 
to  hear  from  an  officer  of  the  line,  a  positive 
contradiction  to  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  and  that  such  feelings 
were  not  entertained  by  that  branch  of 
the  service  to  which  he  belonged.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  observation  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  as  to  rank,  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  alluded  to  the  short  period 
within  which  officers  of  the  Guanis  could 
obtain  the  rank  of  field  officers ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  Committee  would  sup- 
pose, from  what  had  fallen  from  that  hon. 
Baronet,  that  it  was  the  usual  practice  and 
course  of  things,  that  officers  of  the 
guards  could  obtain  the  rank  of  lieutenant- 
colonel  at  a  very  early  age  indeed.  Now, 
he  (Lord  Howick)  had  required  that  morn- 
ing an  account  to  be  made  out  of  the 
number  of  officers  serving  in  the  Guards  as 
captains,  and  who  held  rank  as  lieutenant- 
colonels  in  the  army.  The  result  was  as 
follows;  in  the  Grenadier-gaards  there 
were  twenty-six  captains,  with  the  rank 
Of  lieutenant-colonels  in  the  army;  in 
the  Coldstream,  sixteen ;  and  in  (he 
third  regiment,  sixteen  also;  making  in 
the  whole  fifty-eight  captains  of  the 
Guards  who  held  the  rank  of  lieutenant- 
colonel,  exclusive  of  those  who  did  the 
regimental  duty  as  lieutenant-colonels. 
Now,  what  did  the  Committee  think  was 
the  average  period  of  service  of  these 
officers  before  thev  attained  the  rank  of 
lieutenant-colonel  ?  Why,  instead  of  their 
having  served  ten  or  a  dozen  years,  as 
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might  have  been  imaginedi  from  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  average 
period  of  service  of  those  officers,  in  order 
to  enable  them  to  attain  the  rank  of 
lieutenant-colonel,  as  appeared  from  the 
account  before  him,  was  twenty-four  years. 
lie  was  sorryitwas  not  in  his  power,  to  fur- 
nish the  Committee  with  a  similar  statement 
respecting  the  officers  of  the  Line;  because 
from  the  frequent  exchanj;:os  which  took 
phice,  on  promotion  and  otherwise,  it  was 
impossible  that  any  such  account  could  be 
made  out  with  any  degree  of  accuracy. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  stated,  that  the 
deaths  of  officers  in  the  Line  was  as  three 
to  one,  as  compared  with  the  officers  of 
the  Guards;  but  not  expecting  any  such 
statement  as  that  would  have  been  made, 
he  had  not  been  able  to  go  through  the 
details,  and,  therefore,  could  not  lake  upon 
himself  positively  to  contradict  it. 

Sir  William  Molesworth :  What  he  had 
stated  was,that  the  mortality  among  the  offi- 
cersofthe  Line,  in  propoitiun  to  their  entire 
number,  compared  with  that  of  the  officers 
of  the  Guards,  was  as  three  to  one. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  was 
precisely  what  he  had  stated.  He  was  not, 
on  a  short  notice,  able  to  go  into  minute 
details,  but  from  a  calculation  made  by 
his  noble  Friend,  when  he  was  Paymaster 
of  the  Forces,  it  was  ascertained  that  the 
mortality  and  sickness  prevailing  amongst 
the  household  troops  was  fully  as  great  as 
amongst  the  troops  of  the  Line.  That 
being  the  case  with  respect  to  the  men,  he 
could  not  doubt  that  it  was  equally  so 
with  respect  to  the  officers;  and  he  was 
sure  that  there  must  be  on  that  point 
some  great  mistake  in  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  It  occurred  to  him  that 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  might  have  meant 
was,  that  from  the  officers  of  the  Guards 
not  persevering  in  the  service,  and  from 
the  frequent  changes  that  occurred,  the 
mortality  on  that  account  might  not  per- 
haps be  so  great.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
stated,  that  when  officers  of  the  Guards 
became  general  officers,  their  pay  was 
400/.,  but,  by  a  recent  regulation,  the 
pay  of  all  general  officers  had  been  raised 
to  a  minimum  of  400/.  With  respect  to  the 
objection  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
the  increased  allowance  to  the  household 
troops,  he  must  observe  that,  viewing 
their  diflcrent  circumstancos,  and  the 
increased  expense  to  which  they  were 
subjected  by  living  constantly  in  London, 
there  was  no  ground  of  complaint  on  that 


point.  In  his  (Lord  Howick's)  opinioD, 
upon  the  pecuniary  point  of  view,  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  made  out  no  case.  With 
respect  to  the  alleged  jealousy  existing  on 
the  part  of  the  troops  of  the  Line,  he  had 
no  reason  to  believe  that  any  such  jealousy 
existed  ;  and,  he,  therefore,  trusted  that 
the  House  was  not  prepared  to  infringe 
upon  that  which,  since  the  earliest  times, 
had  been  the  practice  of  the  British  army. 
Before  the  war,  the  proportion  which  the 
Guards  bore  to  the  troops  of  the  Line  was 
much  greater  than  at  present.  No  pecu- 
niary benefit  whatever  could  result  from 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  feeling  of  the  House  would 
go  with  him  in  resisting  it. 

Mr.  Leader  said,  I  rise.  Sir,  not  to 
much  for  the  purpose  of  intruding  my  own 
opinions  on  this  subject  upon  the  House, 
as  for  the  purpose  of  setting  right  some 
hon.  Members  who  seem  to  have  misun- 
derstood the  statements  and  intentions  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Cornwall. 
First,  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckingham 
seems  to  imagine  that  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Cornwall,  in  bringing  forward 
this  Motion,  has  been  actuated  by  the 
desire  to  save  a  few  thousand  pounds  to 
the  country.  Now,  I  beg  most  distinctly, 
on  the  part  of  my  hon.  Friend,  on  my 
own  part,  and  on  the  part  of  those  who 
think  with  us,  to  disclaim  this  small  and 
paltry  object  of  the  mere  saving  of  a  few 
thousand  pounds ;  our  object  is  to  correct 
an  abuse,  or  what  we  consider  an  abuse, 
in  privilege  and  in  promotion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Buckingham  also  said,  that 
the  Guards  were  of  use  as  well  as  of  orna- 
ment to  the  public  service.  So  far  as 
ornament  goes,  I  quite  agree  with  him, 
they  are  very  ornamental ;  but  as  for  their 
use,  I  must  differ  from  him.  The  only 
use  to  which  they  are  put,  so  far  as  f 
know,  is  mounting  guard  at  the  Palace, 
and  at  some  public  offices,  appearing  on 
parade,  and,  whenever  any  distinguished 
foreigner  comes  to  this  country,  going 
through  the  ceremony  of  a  review,  for  his 
edification.  They  are  certainly  fine  and 
gallant  looking  troops,  but  they  must 
make  but  a  small  impression  on  a  foreigner 
who  is  accustomed  to  see  20,000  or 
30,000  men  reviewed,  from  the  very  small- 
ness  of  their  number,  which  in  London 
never  amounts  to  more  than  4,000  or 
5,000.  I  can  assure  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, that  I  mean  and  that  I  feel  nothing 
hostile   or    disrespectful   to    the  Guards. 

12 


231 


Supply^^ 


{COMMONS}        CAmy  Estimaiei.)         232 


Nulli  secundus  is  the  proud  tnotio  of  the 
Coldstream,  and  I  do  really  in  my  con- 
science believe,  that  they  amply  deserve 
that  motto,  and  that  in  gallantry,  courage, 
discipline,  and  loyalty,  they  are  inferior  to 
no  troops  in  the  world ;  but  that  is  no 
reason  why  they  should  enjoy  an  unfair 
superiority  over  men  equally  gallant  and 
well-disciplined  as  soldiers,  and  equally 
good  and  loyal  as  subjects ;  I  mean  the 
Infantry  of  the  Line.  On  actual  service, 
in  time  of  war,  the  Guards  have  as  much 
duty  to  perform,  and  they  perform  it  as 
well  as  any  troops  ;  but  in  time  of  peace, 
when  the  troops  of  the  Line  are  engaged 
on  difficult  service  in  Ireland,  and  in  the 
Colonies,  the  officers  of  the  Guards  have 
little  or  no  duty  to  perform,  and  all  the 
service  they  see  is  at  Melton,  or  at  Crock- 
ford's.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
ham further  stated,  that  there  was  no 
good  ground  for  complaint  on  the  score 
of  promotion.  Neither  that  hon.  Member, 
nor  any  other  Member,  has  attempted  to 
disprove  this  fact — that  the  Guards  furnish 
seventy  to  the  list  of  lieutenant-colonels, 
whereas  the  rest  of  the  Infantry  furnish 
but  126  lieutenant-colonels  to  that  list. 
Here  you  have  a  Corps  of  5,000  men  of 
the  favoured  guards,  supplying  seventy  to 
the  list  of  lieutenant-colonels,  while  an 
army  of  90,000  or  more  supplies  but  126. 
Is  this  a  fair  proportion?  Is  there  not 
favour  and  privilege  here?  This  is  a  fact, 
uncontroverted  and  incontrovertible.  This 
alone  is  an  abuse  great  enough  to  warrant 
our  endeavours  to  change  the  present  sys- 
tem. The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Chichester,  states,  on  his  own  knowledge, 
that  there  exists  no  jealousy  on  the  part 
of  the  Line  against  the  Guards.  I  know  not 
what  his  experience  may  be,  but  I  will 
remind  him  of  a  passage  in  a  celebrated 
writer,  referring  to  this  very  point.  I  find 
in  the  thirty -fifth  letter  of  Junius  this 
passage:  "  They  (the  marching  regiments) 
feel  and  resent,  as  they  ought  to  do,  that 
invariable  nndistinguishing  favour  with 
which  the  Guards  are  treated."  I  Hnd  a 
note  on  this  passage  by  the  same  author. 
"  The  number  of  commissioned  officers  in 
the  Guards  are,  to  the  marching  regiments 
as  one  to  eleven.  The  number  of  regi- 
ments given  to  the  Guards,  compared  with 
those  given  to  the  Line,  is  about  three  to 
one,  at  a  ?noderate  computation;  conse- 
quently, the  partiality  in  favour  of  the 
Gu.iids  is  as  thirty-three  to  one.  So  much 
for  the  officers.     The  private  men   have 


fourpence  a-day  to  subsist  on,  and  500 
lashes  if  they  desert:  under  this  punish- 
ment they  frequently  expire.  With  these 
encouragements,  it  is  supposed  they  may 
be  depended  upon,  whenever  a  certain 
person  thinks  it  necessary  to  butcher  his 
fellow-subjects."  The  date  of  this  passage 
is  December  19,  1769.  Thus  we  see  that 
the  evil  was  known  and  complained  of 
fnore  than  fifty  years  ago.  There  was 
jealousy  then  on  the  part  of  the  Line  against 
the  privileged  Guards.  I  venture  to  say, 
that  there  has  been  jealousy  ever  since ; 
but,  from  that  time  to  1830,  it  was  useless 
to  bring  the  subject  before  Parliament; 
for  whether  the  Whigs  or  the  Tories  were 
in  power,  the  influence  of  the  aristocracy 
was  predominant  in  this  House;  and  it 
was  well  known  that  this  favoured  corps 
was  appropriated  to  themselves,  that  they 
might  enjoy  military  honour  and  military 
promotion  without  military  service.  This 
is  the  real  cause  of  the  evil ;  in  the  army, 
as  in  every  other  service  in  this  country, 
almost  every  thing  is  given  to  birth  and 
wealth,  and  interest,  and  little  or  nothing 
to  zeal  and  merit  and  long  service.  But 
now  that  we  have  a  reformed  House  of 
Commons,  I  do  hope  and  confidently  trust 
that  this  abuse,  as  well  as  all  other  abuses, 
maybe  corrected. 

Sir  Henry  Harding  e  thought  he 
might  congratulate  the  House  on  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  which  was 
calculated  to  throw  some  light  upon  the 
discovery  of  "  Junius."  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber appeared  to  have  discovered  that 
"  Junius"  was  an  officer  of  the  Liue.  If 
he  was  not  much  mistaken  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet who  had  brought  forward  the  mo- 
tion, had  drawn  his  information  from  a 
source  equally  as  anonymous  as  the  letters 
of  **  Junius."  He  had  traced  and  fol- 
lowed him  throughout  all  his  marches  and 
countermarches,  and  unless  he  was  very 
much  mistaken,  the  book  now  before  him 
contained  not  only  a  great  portion  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  but  the  literal 
and  actual  woids  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
uttered.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  stated, 
that  he  got  his  facts  from  the  King's 
Gazette;  but  if  that  were  the  case,  the 
King's  Gazette  must  very  much  resemble 
the  London  Review.  Beginning  at  page 
388  of  the  London  Review  he  there  found 
a  great  portion  of  what  had  been  stated 
by  the  hon.  Baronet.  The  riglil  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  then  proceeded  to  read 
some  passages  from  the  London  Review 
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upon  those  points  which  had  been  referred 
to  in  llie  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cornwall.     He   thought  that   the   Com- 
mittee would    thihk  the  similarity  of  the 
passages  he  had  read  to  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  was  a  circumstance 
that  was  somewliat  extraordinary.     When 
the  hon.  Baronet  made   it  a  ground    of 
accusation   against    the    officers    of   the 
Guards  that  they  employed  themselves  in 
hunting  at  Melton  Mowbray,  or  lounging 
at  Crockford's,  he(Sir  H.  Hardinge)  would 
say,  that  however  they  might  employ  their 
leisure  hours  when  on  leave  of  absence, 
he  cannot  allege  any  thing  against  them 
as  regards  their  conduct   in  the  field  of 
battle.     Then,  with  regard  to  the  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made  as  to  the  sup- 
posed jealousy   which   was   said  to  exist 
between  the  officers  of  the  Line  and  the 
Guards,  it  had  been  his  (Sir  H.  Hardinge's) 
lot  to  serve  the  greater  proportion  of  his 
time   in  the  Line,  and  but  six   years  in 
the  Guards ;  he  could  take  upon   himself 
to  say,  that  neither  in  war  or  in  peace  had 
such  jealousy  existed.     With   respect  to 
the  services  of  the  Guards,  he  had  had  the 
honour,  during  a  portion  of  the  Peninsula 
war,  to  serve  in  the  First  Regiment  of 
Grenadier  Guards.    Their  force  was  three 
battalions,     and     those   three  battalions 
were  three  times  renewed  during  the  war. 
The  entire  force  of  the  Guards  in  the  Pen- 
insular  war    was   seven   battalions,    and 
during  that  timo  the  consumption  of  these 
battalions  by  losses  in  the  field  amounted 
to  twenty-eight  thousand  men.     He  need 
not  remind  the  House  that  the  Guards  had 
distinguished   themselves    in    Egypt,     in 
America,  and  in  the  Peninsula.    He  need 
only  mention  Talavera,  and  the  part  they 
took  at  Waterloo,  where  the  defence  of 
the  Guards  at  Hougomont  was  as  brilliant 
a    military  achievement  as   was  ever  at- 
tempted.    The  hon.  Baronet  had  alluded 
to  an  officer  of  the  Guards,  who  had  ex- 
changed and  gone  out  to  India,  where  he 
took  the  command  over  an  officer  of  higher 
military  rank.     That  was  a  common  oc- 
currence, and  had  happened  to  himself. 
He  had  been  commanded  by  an  officer  to 
>vhom  he  was  senior.     On  his  return  from 
the  Continent  he  had  felt  himself  entitled 
to  some  repose,  after  a  long  period  of  active 
service,  and  he  went  into  the  Guards.  He 
was  there  commanded   by  officers  whose 
senior  he   was.    They    commanded   him 
regimentally ;    but  in  active   service  he 
ihould  have  cofpnaaaded  tbem.    Hq  b^- 


litjved  that  the  officer  to  whom  the  hon. 
Baronet  meant  to  refer  was  Sir  Willoughby 
Cotton  ;  and  he  would  state  to  the  House 
that  a  more  gallant  and  deserving  officer 
did  not  exist.     The  right   hon.   Baronet 
eulogised  the  services  of  Sir  W.  Cotton 
both  in  the  Peninsula  and  in  the  Burmese 
war,  and  went  into  a  calculation  to  shew, 
after  deducting  interest  at  four  per  cent., 
upon  the  regular  price  of  his  commission, 
and,  making  a  fair  allowance  for  the  addi- 
tional expenses  of  living  in  London,  the 
pay  of  a  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  Guards 
did  not  exceed  185Z.  The  pay  of  a  lieut- 
colonel  of  the  Line  was  about  1 86Z.  As  to 
pay  of  a  lieutenant  of  the  Guards,  after 
making  similar  deductions,  it  would  not 
be  found  to  exceed  501.,  and  he  put  it  to 
the  hon.    Member   whether  his   footman 
was  not   as   well   paid.     He   begged    to 
remind  the  Cummittee,  that  at  the  period 
of  the  Revolution  the  Guards  consisted  of 
seven  battalions,  and  the  same  number  of  . 
officers  as  now.     Again,  in  the  year  1792, 
there  were  the  same  number  of  battalions 
and  the  same  number  of  officers,  and  there 
are  the  same  number  in  1836.     So  that 
for  the  last  150  years  the  number  of  the 
Guards  had  remained  the  same,  while  the 
Line  had  increased  in  the  ratio  of  four  to 
one  during  that  period.     He  would   say, 
that  in  garrison  and  on  service,    the  con- 
duct of  the  Guards  had  been  the  same ; 
they  had  been  distinguished  by  exemplary 
behaviour,  and  by  bravery,     not   inferior 
to  that   of  the  line  themselves,    and   he 
would    say,    from    his    long    experience 
of  both   services,     as  an    officer   of   the 
Line  as    well    as    of    the    Guards,  that, 
having    the     duties  of    peace     to     per- 
form, he   should  give    the  preference  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Guards  in  the  perform- 
ance of  those  duties.     The   Guards  were 
better  disciplined    and    better    regulated 
than  the  troops  of  the  line ;  and  he  would 
ask  the   House  whether  any  troops  could 
be  better  conducted  than  they  were,  in 
the  relative  situations  in  which  they  were 
placed,  as  between  citizen  and  soldier. 

Captain  Mope  stated,  that  he  had  been 
seven  years  an  adjutant  in  the  Guards, 
and  could  take  upon  himself  to  say, 
that  his  duty  was  no  sinecure,  and  that 
an  adjutant  in  the  Guards  had  as  onerous 
and  arduous  duties  to  perform  as  an  adju- 
tant in  the  Line.  With  respect  to  the 
saving  that  would  be  effected  by  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Baronet,  it  would 
amount,  he  believed,  to  about  8,500/,  per 
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annum  ;  but  as  the  hcfn.  Baronet  had  been 
considerate  enough  to  say  that  he  would 
allow  compensation  to  the  officers  of  the 
Guards  for  the  additional  expense  of  their 
commissions,  he  begged  to  remind  him 
this  compensation  would  amount  to  no 
less  a  sum  than  325,000/. 

Mr.  Kearsley  did  not  feel  bound  to  com- 
pliment the  hon.  Baronet  for  the  manner 
in  which  he  had  brought  forward  his 
motion.  He  certainly  thought  that  he  had 
brought  forward  his  motion  very  like  a 
Serjeant  of  the  Line,  backed  as  he  was  by 
Corporal  Junius,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridgewater.  He  trusted,  however,  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  soon  receive 
orders  to  the  right-about-left,  and  that  his 
corporal  would  find  admission  into  no 
service,  unless  of  the  corps  which  was  under 
the  command  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  namely,  the  Old  Fogies. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe,  having  some 
years  since  belonged  to  a  regiment  of  the 
Guards,  felt  bound  to  express  his  dissent 
from  those  who  stated  that  the  Foot- 
guards  was  merely  a  school  for  the  pro- 
motion of  the  aristocracy.  Any  Gentleman 
who  chose  to  take  the  trouble  of  seeing 
them  any  day  at  parade  would  see  upon 
their  colours  the  record  of  the  engagements 
in  which  they  had  been  distinguished,  in 
America,  in  Egypt,  and  in  the  Peninsular 
war.  With  respect  to  the  present  motion, 
if  uniformity  was  necessary,  instead  of 
lowering  the  Guards  to  the  pay  of  the  Line, 
he  would  raise  the  Line  to  the  level  of  the 
Guards.  If  there  was  any  fault  in  our  mili- 
tary system  that  more  especially  called  for 
correction^  it  was  that  the  soldier  was  too 
apt  to  be  considered  the  mere  slave  of  the 
State.  With  respect  to  any  reduction  of 
the  pay  of  the  Guards,  these  men  had 
enlistea  for  their  lives  upon  understood 
terms,  and  they  could  not  fairly  be  deprived 
of  those  terms  on  which  they  had  enlisted. 
The  effect  of  raising  the  Line  to  the  level  of 
the  Guards  would  be  to  raise  the  character 
of  the  soldier  in  his  own  estimation,  and 
by  so  doing  they  would  be  able  to  get  rid 
of  that  degrading  system  of  corporal  pu- 
nishment which  at  present  appeared  to 
excite  so  much  public  disgust. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  there  sometimes 
took  place  exhibitions  in  that  House  of 
which  it  would  be  more  for  its  credit  that 
the  public  should  not  be  aware.  The  old 
proverb  said,  in  vino  Veritas  ?  he  wished  he 
could  add  that  there  was  decency  also. 
Hit  object  m  rising  was  to  relieve  the  boo* 


Member  for  Cornwall  from  the  imputation 
of  having  made  an  attack  on  the  Guards. 
No  such  an  attack  had  been  made.  The 
object  of  the  hon.  Member's  motion  was 
to  get  rid  of  the  inequality  which  existed 
between  the  two  portions  of  the  service, 
and  to  place  all  parties,  whether  in  the 
Guards  or  in  the  Line,  on  the  same  level. 
One  of  the  things  complained  of  was  the 
inequality  of  pay,  and  that,  besides  this 
inequality,  the  party  who  received  less  pay 
were  liable  to  be  sent  out  in  times  of  peace 
on  foreign  service,  whilst  the  others 
remained  idly  at  home.  Why  was  this 
invidious  distinction  kept  up,  and  no  reason 
assigned  for  it  ?  It  was  said  that  the 
Guards  were  a  brave  body ;  no  one  had 
denied  it,  bui  that  was  not  the  question. 
The  question  was,  "  why  a  distinction  was 
kept  up,"  and  no  answer  had  been  given 
to  it.  The  truth  was,  as  might  be  seen 
by  a  reference  to  the  Army  List,  that  the 
distinction  was  made  to  favour  the  aristo- 
cracy, and  afford  them  facilities  for  promo- 
tion. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  he  felt 
himself  called  upon  to  make  the  remarks 
which  he  had  been  induced  to  offer  to 
the  House  by  the  invidious  distinction 
made  between  the  Guards  and  the  Line  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall.  The 
Guards  had  been  described  as  a  sort  of 
military  police  dressed  in  royal  colours, 
but  who  wore  in  fact  mere  cyphers.  This 
statement  being  made,  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  reply  to  it. 

Sir  Charles  Z)fl/6wic  expressed  his  regret, 
that  on  every  occasion  when  the  army 
Estimates  were  discussed,  it  should  be 
thought  necessary  to  make  attacks  on  his 
Majesty's  Foot  guards.  He  thought  it  un- 
necessary to  vindicate  them  from  the  as- 
persions which  had  been  cast  upon  them. 
And  would  only  say  that  his  Majesty  did 
not  possess  braver  or  more  orderly  troops. 

Mr.  Charles  Butler  contended,  that  the 
present  system  was  continued  for  the 
purpose  of  iobbing,  and  of  enabling  young 
men  of  anstocratical  connections  to  ob- 
tain promotions,  which  they  wou  d  not 
obtain  in  the  ordinary  mode  of  advance- 
ment. He  repeated  it.  The  present  sys- 
tem was  kept  up  for  the  purpose  of  load* 
ing  the  Army  List  with  officers  wholly 
unfit  for  their  rank.  He  would  put  it  to 
the  House,  whether  there  were  not  a 
greater  number  of  general  officers  for 
instance,  than  the  country  required  7 
—  and    whether^    without   the   aid   of 
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aristocratical  influence,  they  would  see 
young  men  daily  raised  to  command  over 
others,  in  every  respect,  except  that  of 
birth  or  influence,  their  superiors  — 
young  men  of  no  experience,  totally  unfit 
for  their  duties,  but  of  high  rank.  [Oh  / 
Oh  f]  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  cry,  oh  !  if 
they  pleased,  but  they  would  never  drown 
the  opinion  of  the  country,  nor  would  they 
overcome  the  opinions  of  many  veteran 
officers,  who  hadexpressed  the  rconviction 
of  the  pernicious  effects  of  the  present 
system. 

Mr.  Ewari,  in  the  colirse  of  the  debate, 
had  never  heard  it  denied  that  peculiar 
privileges  were  bestowed  upon  the  Guards, 
and  that  they  were  bestowed  without  rea- 
son. It  had,  indeed,  been  said,  that  no 
jealousy  existed  in  the  soldiers  of  the  Line 
against  the  Guards.  That  was  not  suffi- 
cient. It  was  not  enough  ta  be  shown 
that  no  discontent  existed  among  the  mili- 
tary, but  it  should  also  be  proved  that 
they  had  no  cause  for  discontent.  Upon 
the  two  grounds  he  had  mentioned,  he 
should  give  his  cordial  vote  for  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  though  he  was  afraid 
there  was  a  military  majority  in  that  House 
ready  to  prevent  its  being  eventually  carried. 

Colonel  Peel  said,  the  charges  made 
showed  the  grossest  ignorance  of  the  ques- 
tion in  those  who  brought  it  forward.  He 
denied  the  existence  of  undue  influence, 
or  improper  promotion  in  the  Guards ;  on 
the  contrary,  he,  at  one  time,  exchanged 
into  the  Guards,  but  when  he  wanted  to 
procure  promotion  he  was  obliged  to  go 
back  again  to  the  Line  to  eftecl  his  object. 

Sir  William  Molesworth  replied,  with 
regard  to  his  using  the  **  London  Review," 
no  person  had  a  better  right,  for  it  was 
his  own  property,  and  he  would  recom- 
mend it  to  the  patronage  of  the  House. 
He  admitted,  he  never  meant  to  deny  the 
services  rendered  by  the  Guards  in  time  of 
war,  but  the  services  rendered  by  the  Line 
being  not  less,  it  could  not  be  contended 
that  the  former  were  entitled  to  any  pe- 
culiar privileges.  The  only  reason  urged, 
^as  the  higher  price  of  a  commission  in 
the  Guards.  This  was  the  course  of  rea- 
soning always  pursued  on  similar  occa- 
sions. It  was  the  usual  practice  to  prop 
up  one  abuse  by  another.  The  system  of 
purchase  was  in  itself  a  gross  abuse,  as  it 
gave  a  monopoly  of  promotion  in  the 
army  to  the  wealthy,  and  yet  this  very 
abuse  was  urged  as  a  reason  against  re- 
medying «iKHhet« 


The  Committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment :  Ayes  46 ;  Noes  217 ;  Ma« 
joritylTl. 

Viscount  Howick  moved  that  a  sum  of 
153,000/.  be  granted  for  defraying  the 
charge  of  General  Staff  Officers  &c. 

Mr.  Hume  asked,  whether  the  recom- 
mendation of  a  Committee  last  year,  that 
more  frequent  changes  should  take  place 
in  Staff  appointments  in  the  army  at  the 
Horse  Guards,  had  been,  or  was  intended 
to  be,  carried  into  effect  ? 

Viscount  Howick  was  understood  to 
say,  that  the  recommendation  had  been 
referred  to  the  Commander-in-Chief  but 
it  did  not  accord  with  Lord  Hill's  notion  of 
military  discipline,  and  it  was  not  carried 
into  effect. 

Mr.  Hume  :  It  appeared  then,  from 
what  the  noble  Lord  said,  that  the  great 
grievance  to  which  he  alluded,  was  per- 
petuated by  Lord  Hill,  in  spite  of  the  Re- 
solutions of  a  Committee  of  that  House^ 
and,  that  the  military  business  of  this 
country  was  conducted  by  a  department 
over  which  the  Government  of  the  country, 
and  the  Commons  of  England  had  no 
control.  He  must  protest  agahnst  such 
a  system,  and  against  such  symptoms  of 
weakness  being  exhibited  by  the  Govern- 
ment. In  the  name  of  the  public  interest, 
he  said  it  was  their  duty  to  exercise  control 
and  authority  over  every  Officer  of  State. 
If  the  recommendations  of  Committees  of 
that  House  were  not  attended  to,  of  what 
use,  he  would  ask  were  they  ?  This  was 
not  the  only  instance,  he  must  say,  in  which 
the  Commander-in-Chief  applied  the  pa- 
tronage and  influence  of  his  department  to 
thwart  and  oppose  a  liberal  Government. 

Lord  John  Russell:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  seemed  to  think,  that  in 
that  case  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  frustrated  by  some  decision 
of  Lord  Hill.  That  was  not  the  case. 
The  subject  rested  entirely  with  his  Ma- 
jcsty*s  Ministers.  When  that  Resolution 
alluded  to  was  proposed  in  the  Committee, 
he,  being  the  only  Cabinet  Minister  upon 
it,  thought  it  right  to  say,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  it  ought  not  to  be  strictly  binding 
upon  the  Government,  but  ought  to  be  lefl 
in  their  discretion  ;  it  was  accordingly  left 
in  that  situation ;  and  the  Government 
had  thought  proper  to  leave  it,  in  a  great 
degree,  to  the  Commander-in-chief  to  de- 
cide on  the  propriety  of  carrying  it  into 
effect.  With  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of   the     busineH    of    ibe    Horse 
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Gaardfl,  he  begged  to  say  it  had  been 
carried  on  in  a  manner  wholly  free  from 
political  partiality,  and  entirely  to  the 
satisfaction  of  Government,  and  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  intentions.  He, 
therefore^  was  ready  to  bear  any  re- 
sponsibility which  might  attach  to  that 
Administration. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge:  Nothing  could 
be  more  candid,  fair,  and  open  than  the 
testimony  borne  by  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site to  the  able  manner  in  which  the 
Commander-in-Chief  performed  the  duties 
of  his  office.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, too,  seemed  to  forget  that  the 
Committee  especially  exempted  the  su- 
perior staff  appointments.  He  had  con- 
curred with  the  noble  Lord  and  the  late 
Secretary-at-War,  the  Member  for  Co- 
Tcntry  (Mr.  Ellice),  in  the  propriety  of 
exempting  quartermaster-generals  from 
the  operation  of  the  Resolution,  on  the 
ground  that  they  were  appointed  imme- 
diately by  the  King,  and  not  by  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief. Nothing  could  be  more 
free  from  any  political  bias  than  Lord 
Hill's  conduct  at  the  Horse  Guards. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  had  quite  misunderstood 
him,  if  he  supposed  him  to  say  that  the 
Government  had  met  with  any  difficulty 
from  the  Commander-in-Chief  in  enforcing 
the  Resolution  of  the  Committee. 

Colonel  Thompson  said,  he  had  always 
in  his  experience  found  the  Horse  Guards 
free  from  political  bias.  His  father  was 
in  the  army,  and  always  voted  on  the 
Ministerial  side.  On  a  memorable  and 
delicate  subject,  some  years  back  (he  need 
not  allude  to  it  more  particularly),  he  voted 
against  Ministers;  and  he  had  never  been 
prejudiced  in  the  least  degree  by  his  con- 
duct on  that  occasion.  He  was  sure  all 
military  gentlemen  would  join  him  in  say- 
ing, that  Lord  Hill  was  entirely  free  from 
any  political  feeling  in  the  discharge  of 
his  important  duties. 

Sir  John  Elley  begged  to  say  a  word 
on  the  subject  which  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  It  had  been  said 
that  aristocratical  influence  directed  pro- 
motion in  the  army.  He  was  a  soldier 
who  had  gone  through  every  grade  in  the 
profession,  and  he  would  most  certainly 
declare,  that  from  the  time  he  had  entered 
the  army  up  to  the  present  moment,  the 
remotest  degree  of  aristocratic  influence 
had  never  been  used  in  his  favour.  He 
thought  that  the  promotions  in  (ho  army 


could  not  be  better  disposed  of  than  in 
the  hands  of  the  noble  Lord  now  at  the 
head  of  the  army. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  case  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  was  a  glorious  and  honourable  ex- 
ception to  the  general  rule.  He  thought, 
however,  that  it  could  not  be  advanced  as 
a  general  argument  on  the  subject  of  army 
promotion.  There  were  exceptions  to  this 
as  in  every  other  rule,  but  would  the  gal- 
lant officer  say,  that  in  general  aristocratic 
influence  had  nothing  to  do  with  promo- 
tion in  the  army?  If  so,  his  experience 
differed  entirely  from  that  of  the  gallant 
officer. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  said,  that  nothing 
could  be  more  unfounded  than  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex as  to  the  management  of  business  at 
the  Horse  Guards,  which  he  believed  to  be 
entirely  free  from  political  influence ;  and 
he  could  not  refrain  from  expressing  his 
regret  that  the  hon.  Member  should  take 
occasion,  upon  the  proposal  of  votes  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  not  only  to  make 
his  observations  upon  the  number  of  men, 
the  expenses  incurred,  and  so  on,  but  to 
vilify  and  traduce  the  character  of  officers 
not  present  to  defend  themselves,  and 
without  any  accurate  knowledge  upon  the 
subject. 

Colonel  Siblhorpe  said,  that  the  hon* 
Member  for  Middlesex  was  in  the  habit 
of  meddling  with  every  subject  which  came 
before  the  House,  whether  it  was  the 
army  or  navy,  law  or  physic ;  and  upon 
all  occasions  he  had  the  misfortune  to 
And  himself  in  a  glorious  minority. 

Mr.  Wakley  said,  that  whatever  might 
be  the  opinion  of  the  House  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  there 
was  one  part  of  that  conduct  which  had 
produced  a  very  general  feeling  of  indig* 
nation  in  the  country  ;  he  alluded  to  the 
practice  of  allowing  soldiers  to  wear  their 
side-arms.  [Oh  I  Oh  /]  He  was  glad  to 
hear  those  cries  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House ;  it  was  an  indication  of  the  in- 
difference with  which  certain  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  regarded  questions 
affecting  the  happiness  or  the  safety  of 
the  community.  Why,  within  a  very  short 
period,  they  had  seen  instances  of  persons 
losing  their  lives,  or  very  seriously  injured, 
in  frays  with  soldiers ;  and  he  could  not 
conceive  on  what  principle  they  were  al- 
lowed always  to  carry  weapons  about  with 
tbemi  at  such  risk  to  the  popolatioo. 
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Viscount  Howick  wished  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  brought  forward  the  question, 
which  was  one  of  very  considerable  mo- 
ment, on  a  regular  notice,  instead  of  inci- 
dentally to  a  vote  like  the  present.  He 
admitted  that  the  Government  had  not 
pressed  upon  Lord  Hill  the  necessity  for 
abolishing  the  practice  of  wearing  side- 
arms  by  soldiers  when  off  duty.  He  be- 
lieved, however,  that  the  cases  of  incon- 
venience, or  of  serious  accidents  in  con- 
sequence of  that  practice  had  been  ex- 
ceedingly rare.  When,  then,  the  instances 
were  so  rare  of  abuse  with  regard  to  tliis 
practice,  he  considered  it  very  inexpedient 
that  the  habit  of  self  control  with  which 
soldiers  in  the  habit  of  wearing  their  side- 
arms  were  perfectly  familiarised,  should 
be  discontinued.  The  consequence  of 
such  a  change  would  be,  that  on  occa- 
sions of  strong  excitement,  when  soldiers 
were  called  on  to  act,  and  when  they 
might  not  be  under  the  immediate  control 
of  their  officers,  they  would  be  much 
more  likely  to  transgress  the  bounds  of 
duty  than  men  who  were  always  under 
the  influence  of  salutary  self  restraint.  He 
did  not  think  that  there  was  any  ground 
for  affixing  this  mark  of  degradation  to 
the  character  of  the  English  soldier,  and, 
by  lowering  him  in  his  own  opinion,  de. 
priving  him  of  a  strong  stimulus  to  meri- 
torious exertion. 

Mr.  Ewart  could  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  British  soldier  would 
consider  himself  lowered  or  degraded  by 
being  prohibited  from  wearing  his  side 
arms  on  ordinary  occasions.  There  might 
probably  be  at  first  a  feeling  of  wounded 
pride;  but  he  was  satisfied  that  such  a 
feeling  would  on  consideration  be  removed 
— that  he  would  rather  consider  himself 
raised  in  the  estimation  of  his  countrymen 
by  laying  aside  a  useless  but  a  dangerous 
weapon. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  when  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  at  War,  talked  of  the 
small  number  of  instances  in  which  acci- 
dents had  occurred,  owing  to  the  continu- 
ance of  this  practice,  he  should  remember 
that  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  moved  last  Session 
for  a  return  of  the  number  of  persons 
killed  and  wounded  by  soldiers  who  were 
allowed  to  carry  their  side-arms  about 
wherever  they  went.  That  return  had  not 
yet  been  made,  nor  had  the  Government 
given  any  explanation  why  it  was  delayed ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  not  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  taunt  bon,  M«<nbex8  aa  not  being 


able  to  give  more  than  one  or  two  in- 
stances ;  seeing  it  was  their  fault  that  no 
specific  information  had  been  obtained. 
There  was  scarcely  a  week  passed  without 
one  or  more  cases  appearing  in  the  news- 
papers of  serious  assaults  committed  by 
soldiers  with  their  weapons.  And  he  could 
not  biit  think  it  rather  extraordinary  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  talk  of  such  things 
as  '*  inconveniences" ;  practices  which  af- 
fected the  lives  of  citizens,  he  thought  were 
not  fitly  to  be  designated  '*  as  inconve- 
niences." [Lord  Howick :  I  never  used  the 
term.]  He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  begged  the 
noble  Lord's  pardon  :  he  considered  the 
phrase  at  the  time  as  so  remarkable,  that 
he  put  it  down  ;  but  he,  for  one,  could  not 
see  why  these  **  inconveniences"  should  be 
allowed  to  continue.  It  was  not  the  prac- 
tice of  the  cavalry  to  walk  about  the 
streets  with  their  sabres,  and  he  did  not 
know  why  foot  soldiers  were  continually 
permitted  to  roam  abroad  with  their 
bayonets,  unless  it  was  to  keep  up  an  invi- 
dious distinction  between  them  and  the 
citizens.  Besides,  there  was  another  case 
in  point.  Not  many  years  ago,  it  was  the 
practice  of  gentlemen  to  carry  swords  ; 
the  Legislature,  taking  notice  of  the  fre- 
quent brawls  and  assaults  that  happened 
in  consequence,  prohibited  the  practice; 
and  it  was  now  illegal  to  carry  a  sword. 
["  Noy  nOy*  from  the  Opposition.]  Why 
did  Gentlemen  deny  it?  If  there  was  a 
lawyer  among  them,  he  would  tell  them 
that  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  was  right.  And 
did  Gentlemen  consider  themselves  as  dis- 
graced, as  **  lowered,"  or  "degraded,*' 
forsooth  ?  No ;  and  why  should  the  pri- 
vate soldiers  be  degraded  by  being  pro- 
hibited from  carrying  dangerous  weapons 
with  them  on  every  occasion  1 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  mistaken  about  the  cavalry, 
the  order  being  applicable  to  them  as  well 
as  to  the  foot  soldiers.  He  could  not 
admit,  that  because  some  four  or  five  un- 
fortunate affrays  might  have  occurred,  the 
whole  English  army  should  be  treated  like 
assassins,  and  stripped  of  their  arms  before 
they  left  their  barracks.  Was  any  such 
regulation  established  in  any  other  country 
in  Europe  ?-*in  France,  in  Germany,  for 
instance  ?  No  ;  and  would  the  House  then 
be  prepared  to  declare  (which  they  would 
do  by  passing  a  vote  condemnatory  of  this 
practice)  that  the  British  soldier  was  less 
worthy  of  being  trusted  than  the  soldiers 

of  FranQe,  Qf^Qermany,  or  of  any  conti* 
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nental  state.  Wearing  the  side  arms  was 
considered  as  an  honorary  distinction  :  in 
Biany  cases,  indeed,  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary ;  in  the  case  of  escorting  a  deserter 
to  his  regiment  for  instance ;  and  in  the 
caseof  a  popular  disturbance,  requiring  the 
aid  of  the  military :  if  they  were  not  to 
carry  their  arms  with  them,  why  they 
would  have  to  send  them  by  waggons,  or 
some  conveyance,  to  the  place  of  meeting. 
Hon.  Members  were  not  aware  of  the  in- 
conveniences that  would  arise  from  passing 
such  a  vote :  and  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  well  consider  what  they 
were  about  before  they  rashly  made  so 
important  an  alteration  in  military  dis- 
cipline. 

Colonel  Anson  said,  be  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord,  that  this  was  a  most  incon- 
venient time  to  discuss  this  question ;  and 
as  the  noble  l^ord  had  fairly  stated  the 
case,  and  taken  the  vhole  responsibility 
of  the  continuance  of  the  practice  upon 
himself,  it  would  be  as  well  to  leave  the 
matter  in  his  hands.  He  also  agreed  in 
the  sentiment,  that  to  deprive  the  soldier 
of  his  side  arms  would  be  considered  a 
disgrace,  because  it  had  become  an  es- 
tablished practice  to  wear  them.  Though 
the  army  might  be  capable  of  improvement, 
there  was  not  any  service  in  the  world  so 
well  conducted. 

Mr.  Maclean  remarked,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  was  mistaken  in  his  law 
with  respect  to  carrying  swords ;  the  mere 
act  of  carrying  a  sword  was  not  illegal ;  it 
was  the  carrying  any  weapon  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  be  alarming  or  dangerous  to 
the  country.  He  must  be  aware  that 
Members  of  that  House  were  accustomed 
on  Court-days  to  carry  certain  things 
intended  at  least  to  represent  swords ;  it 
was  a  proof  that  it  was  not  illegal. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  inconsistent  than  the  opinions 
which  the  gallant  Officer  (Sir  H.  Har- 
dinge)  advanced  with  reference  to  the  dig- 
nity of  the  British  soldier.  When  a  pro- 
position was  made  for  doing  away  with  the 
abominable  practice  of  flogging,  on  the 
ground,  among  others,  that  it  was  conti- 
nued in  the  British  army  alone,  the  gallant 
Officer  maintained  that  the  distinction  in 
this  respect  was  necessary  to  be  preserved, 
for  the  reason,  as  he  (Mr.  Hume) supposed, 
that  having  made  men  brutes  it  was  neces- 
lary  that  they  be  made  to  preserve  the 
charaettr.  Now  when  it  was  thought,  by 
manjf  hoti,  Moniben  that  the  practice  of 


wearing  side  arms  was  unnecessary  and 
dangerous,  the  custom  that  prevailed  in 
this  respect  in  other  countries  was  deemed 
essential  to  the  dignity  of  an  English 
soldier. 

The  House  resumed. 

Committee  to  sit  again  on  Monday  next, 

Dublin  Police.]  Lord  Morpeth 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Dublin  Police  Acts.  The  noble  Lord 
observed,  that  as  the  measure  was  identi- 
cally similar  to  that  which  he  had  intro- 
duced towards  the  close  of  the  last  Session, 
he  was  saved  the  necessity  of  offering  any 
exposition  of  its  details  upon  the  present 
occasion.  It  would  suffice  to  say,  that 
the  object  he  had  in  view  was  the  estab- 
lishment in  Dublin  of  a  police  force  of  the 
same  character,  and  governed  by  the  same 
regulations,  as  that  now  to  be  found  in  the 
metropolis. 

Mr.  Shaw  coincided  in  the  policy  of  se- 
veral of  the  alterations  which  the  measure 
went  to  effect ;  and,  therefore,  would  not 
oppose  its  introduction.  The  details  of 
the  Bill  would,  however,  require  much 
consideration  in  Committee.  He  alluded 
particularly  to  the  great  expense  which 
the  Bill  would  entail  on  the  City,  and  to 
the  manner  of  appointing  the  officers. 

Leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  March  14,  1836. 

MiN UTBS.]  PeUtjons  presented.  By  Uie  Earl  of  Raonok, 
fh>m  Brampton,  agaiast  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Newspapcti. 
By  Lord  WnARNCLiFrB,  from  Hubnforth,  for  Altering 
the  Factories*  Regulation  Act — By  Lords  HATHKRTOit, 
KunroM,  and  WiiAnMcurvB,  and  the  Bishop  of  Wo». 
CKCTBR,  from  a  Number  of  Plaoes,— for  Alioatioiu  ia  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts'  Bill. 

The  Clergy. — Tithes. — (Ireland.) 
The  Earl  of  Rodcn  rose  to  present  a  petition 
from  a  class  of  persons  in  Ireland,  than 
whom  he  would  venture  to  assert  there  were 
no  more  valuable  members  of  society,  or 
men  more  devoted  to  the  sacred  calling  which 
they  exercised.  While  he  rendered  them 
the  just  meed  of  praise^  which  was  their 
strict  due,  he  was  also  bound  to  say,  that  no 
class  of  individuals  in  the  community  cn« 
dured,  at  present,  greater  privations.  The 
body  to  which  he  alluded  was  the  Clergy  of 
Ireland.  The  petition  which  he  had  been 
intrusted  with  was  from  the  clergy  of  the 
archdiocese  of  Taam,  the  diocese  of  Aidagh 
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and  Killala,  and  tlie  deaneries  of  Atheury 
and  Clonfert.  He  would  beg  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  few  of  the  par- 
ticular circumstances  connected  with  the  case 
of  these  gentlemen,  and  detailed  in  their 
petition.  The  petitioners  stated  that  they 
were  anxious  to  disabuse  the  minds  of  their 
Lordships,  in  the  first  instance,  of  any  idea 
which  might  have  been  impressed,  or  sought 
to  be  impressed  on  them,  that  the  law  as  it 
stood  in  Ireland  was  insufficient  for  the 
ifecovery  of  their  tithes,  and  to  assure  the 
House  that  it  was  fully  competent  to  en- 
force the  collection  of  their  revenues  from 
that  source,  especially  in  cases  of  tithe 
composition.  The  petitioners  complained 
that  they  were  deprived  of  their  property  in 
tithes,  which,  he  would  say,  was  as  much 
the  property  of  the  clergy  as  their  Lord, 
ships*  lands  were  their  property,  by  means 
of  a  foul  conspiracy  which  existed  at  present 
in  Ireland.  They  stated,  that  there  were 
two  modes  by  which  they  might  recover 
their  dues :  the  first  by  distress  upon  the 
lands  of  those  indebted  to  them — a  mode 
which  they  avoided  on  almost  every  occa- 
sion^ inasmuch  as  they  were  always  averse 
to  any  unchristian  collision  with  their  pa- 
rishioners ;  the  second  by  Exchequer  pro- 
cess in  the  superior  Courts  of  the  kingdom. 
As  he  had  observed,  they  were  in  almost 
all  cases  averse  to  exercise  power  conferred 
by  the  former  mode,  and  they  were  anxious 
to  adopt  the  latter ;  but  it  had  been  found 
so  expensive,  that  it  was  put  by  that  means 
beyond  the  possibility  of  their  reach.  The 
petitioners  also  stated,  that  they  felt  the 
deepest  gratitude  to  those  individuals  in 
this  country  who  sympathised  with  their 
sufferings,  and  stepjwd  forward  to  relieve 
their  privations  and  redress  their  injuries  ; 
but  particularly  they  felt  indebted  to  those 
'*  honourable  and  powerful  persons,"  as 
they  termed  them,  who  had  associated  to- 
gether under  the  title  of  "  The  Lay 
Association,"  for  the  purpose  of  recovering 
for  them  what  they  had  been  unjustly 
deprived  of,  and  restoring  them  again  to 
their  property,  by  the  aid  of  their  purses 
and  their  exertions.  It  was  impossible  for 
him  (the  Earl  of  Roden)  not  to  concur  in 
what  the  petitioners  had  stated,  or  to  re- 
frain from  expressing  his  humble  thanks 
and  gratitude  to  a  noble  Earl  connected 
with  the  county  of  Kent,  who  was  the 
fint  to  propose  that  association  to  the 
country.  It  had  been  stated  in  other 
places,  falsely  stated,  that  that  Association 
Was  actuated  by  improper  motives,  and 
that  it  kod  acted  io  m  Wah  manner  to« 


wards  those  whom  it  sued ;  but  he  (the 
Earl  of  Roden)  defied  any  one  to  show 
one  single  case,  or  point  out  a  solitary  in- 
stance, in  which  it  could  be  fairly  inferred 
that  it  was  actuated  by  improper  motives, 
or  prove  that  it  had  acted  in  a  harsh  man- 
ner in  its  efforts  to  recover  the  just  rights 
of  the  clergy  of  Ireland.  The  petitioners 
prayed  their  Lordshi|)s  to  consider  well  on 
any  measure  which  would  be  proposed  to 
affect  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  besought 
them  to  weigh  well  all  the  circumstances 
connected  with  it  before  they  suffered  it  to 
pass  their  House.  They  expressed  a  ready 
and  a  cheerful  acquiescence  in  whatever 
plan  Parliament  should  see  fit  to  adopt  in 
regard  to  their  pecuniary  concerns;  but 
they  stated  that  they  would  never  sacrifice 
a  single  iota  of  those  principles  and  that 
truth  which  it  was  their  duty  and  their 
privilege  to  teach  and  defend  as  well  as 
practise.  The  noble  Earl  concluded  by 
stating  his  readiness  to  meet  any  noble 
Lord,  who  should  choose  to  impugn  the 
principles  or  proceedings  of  the  Lay  Asso- 
ciation, then  or  on  any  future  occasion. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  said,  that  after 
the  personal  allusion  which  had  been  made 
to  him  by  the  noble  Earl,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  make  one  or  two  observations  in 
res])ect  to  the  part  he  had  taken  in  the 
origin  and  formation  of  the  Lay  Associa- 
tion. In  what  he  had  done  towards  or- 
ganising that  society  he  conceived  he  had 
only  done  his  duty,  a  duty  which  he  should 
willingly  jxirform  on  all  occasions,  and 
which  he  should  never  abandon.  The 
petitioners  had  drawn  a  faithful  outline  of 
their  privations,  and  of  the  state  of  ruin 
entailed  upon  them.  Could  any  one  stig- 
matise those  who  exerted  themselves  for 
the  recovery  of  the  clergy  from  that  state  ? 
He  was  prepared  to  stand  or  fall  by  the 
principles  which  had  established  and  which 
actuated  the  Lay  Association,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  no  man  in  England  with  a  right 
feeling  would  blame  him  for  coming  for- 
ward to  assist  the  distressed  clergy  of  Ire- 
land. Though  the  motive  of  the  Lay 
Association  had  been  impugned  in  another 
place,  he  would  challenge  those  who  im- 
pugned it  to  prove  the  slightest  cause  for 
their  censure  in  regard  to  it.  The  clergy 
of  Ireland  were  the  victims  of  a  foul  con- 
spiracy—they were  in  the  utmost  destitu- 
tion and  misery.  To  that  state  they  were 
reduced  solely  by  the  remissness  of  the 
Ministry  in  coming  forward  with  the  power 
with  which  they  were  armed,  and  exercis- 
ing it  in  the  belu^lf  of  their  rights.    The 
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clergy  of  Ireland  had  now  no  security — 
not  alone  for  their  properties  and  their 
rights— but  for  their  very  lives.  It  was  a 
well  known  fact  that  there  was  an  associa- 
tion in  that  country  for  the  purposes  of 
assassinating  them.  If  such  a  state  of 
things  were  to  be  any  longer  permitted^ 
and  if  the  Government  did  not  at  once 
come  forward  to  put  an  end  to  it^  it  would 
be  an  indelible  disgrace  to  the  country.  If 
that  body  of  his  fellow-countrymen  were 
to  be  left  any  longer  without  that  security 
for  their  properties  and  persons  wliich  was 
the  right  of  every  inhabitant  of  Great 
Britain,  he  should  stand  forward  himself  and 
rouse  such  a  feeling  on  the  subject  among 
the  people  of  England^  as  would  speedily 
put  an  end  to  the  system  under  which  they 
now  suffered  so  severely.  He  hoped  that 
some  noble  Lord  would  bring  forward  the 
subject  in  a  substantive  nature,  and  then  it 
would  be  found  that  such  a  conspiracy 
existed  against  the  lives  and  property  of 
the  clergy  of  Ireland  as  compelled  them  to 
fly  to  foreign  countries  to  preserve  the  one, 
and  effectually  and  completely  deprive 
them  altogether  of  the  other. 
Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Affairs  of  Spain.]  The  Marquess  of 
Londonderry  rose  to  apologise  to  the  House 
for  not  being  able  to  bring  forward  his 
motion  for  papers  relative  to  the  twenty- 
seven  Carlist  prisoners  in  Spain,  which 
stood  for  that  night.  He  be^ed^  however^ 
before  he  postponed  it,  to  call  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships  to  the  causes  of  the  post- 
ponement^ and  the  course  he  had  previously 
taken  with  regard  to  it.  On  Thursday 
night  last,  when  he  called  on  the  noble 
Viscount  opposite  for  a  particular  despatch 
— that  marked  No.  4,  in  the  correspond- 
ence on  the  subject  of  these  prisoners,  he 
was  told  it  was  lost.  He  thought  it  an 
extraordinary  circumstance  at  the  time, 
more  especially  as  he  remembered  a  Belgian 
or  Dutch  despatch  which^  on  a  former  oc- 
casdon,  was  nid  to  have  shared  a  similar 
fate^  but  about  which  there  was  subse- 
quently a  singular  and  curious  history.  He 
did  not  come  to  the  House  early  on  Friday, 
but  when  he  came  he  was  told  that  a  sup- 
plementary paper  had  been  put  into  those 
which  had  been  ordered  by  their  Lord- 
ships ;  in  other  words,  that  the  lost  despatch 
had  been  found.  It  was,  however^  put  in 
ao  late  that  he  was  sure  few  or  none  of 
their  Lordships  could  have  seen  it ;  and^ 
therefore,  under  these  circumstances,  he 
could  not  think  of  bringing  forward  Iiis 


motion  to-night.  In  that  supplementary 
paper  was  a  reply  of  the  Vice-Consul, 
which  he  would  be  glad  to  see  explained. 
The  last  letter  of  that  correspondence  was 
dated  the  24th  of  September ;  to  that  letter 
the  noble  Viscount  had  said,  on  being  asked 
the  question,  that  there  was  no  answer  re- 
ceived. He  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry) 
could  scarely  conceive  it  possible  that  be- 
tween the  months  of  September,  1835,  and 
March,  1836,  no  answer  had  been  sent  to 
that  letter.  He  had  mentioned  his  cre- 
dulity to  the  noble  Viscount,  and  called  on 
him  for  an  explanation  of  the  circumstance; 
but  the  noble  Viscount  had  told  him  in  an 
off-hand  way,  that  if  there  had  been  any 
answer  to  it  he  should  have  had  it  along 
with  the  other  papers.  He  (the  Marquess 
of  Londonderry)  thought,  however,  that  he 
could  furnish  an  answer  from  the  statement 
made  by  the  noble  Viscount  himself  on  a 
former  occasion.  The  noble  Viscount  had 
said,  that  the  Spanish  prisoners  taken  in 
the  Isabella  Ann  were  transported  from 
Cadiz  to  Porto  Rico.  If  that  was  the  fact, 
when  did  the  noble  Viscount  obtain  his  in- 
formation? He  would  not  make  any 
further  observation  at  present,  as,  from  the 
lateness  of  the  hour  at  which  the  paper 
was  put  in,  it  was  totally  impossible  for 
hira  to  be  prepared  to  go  fully  into  the  case. 
Therefore,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  he  would  withdraw  his  motion, 
and  fix  it  for  Friday  or  Monday,  when  he 
would  go  into  the  consideration  of  the 
whole  of  these  papers,  with  the  view  of 
framing  a  motion  u^ion  them. 

Viscount  Melbourne  did  not  know  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  stated  sufficient  grounds 
for  postponing  his  motion;  but  the  noble 
Lord  was  master  of  his  own  proceedings. 
In  point  of  common  sense,  however,  he 
had  never  heard  a  more  insufficient  or  un- 
satisfactory ground  for  postponing  a  Motion. 
The  paper  to  which  the  noble  Lord  alluded, 
anybody  might  read  in  five  minutes,  and 
fuUy  consider  in  ten  minutes.  It  con- 
sisted of  only  three  paragraphs,  and  the 
plea  of  its  being  put  in  late  on  Friday,  was 
of  a  piece  with  the  rest  of  the  noble 
Marquess*s  reasoning.  The  paper  did  not 
vary  the  case  in  the  slightest  decree.  He 
would  make  no  observations  on  the  willi* 
drawing  of  this  motion;  he  would  aify 
state,  that  he  did  not  acquiesce  In 
validity  of  the  reasons  assigned  by  the; 
Lord  for  so  doing.  The  noUe  ~ 
the  most  difficult  man  to  sat 
ever  luid  to  deal  with.  He 
disoantented  when  be  was 
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paper  was  lost,  and  now  he  is  equally  di»- ' 
contented  when  it  is  found.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  tuld,  when  it  was  lost,  that  it 
was  a  most  important  paper,  and  now  that 
it  was  found,  the  noble  Ixird  tequiied  time 
to  consider  whether  it  is  important  or  not. 
The  letter  had  been  sent  to  him  (Lord 
Melbourne)  from  the  Foreign -office.  He 
hod  put  it  in  a  boii  with  other  papers,  aud 
it  was  missing  in  the  oSice.  He  had  in- 
stituted a  search,  and  had  discovered  the 
paper,  and  having  discovered  it,  he  tliought 
the  best  way  was  to  lay  it  on  the  Table,  in 
order  that  it  might  he  printed.  He  had 
requested  the  clerk  to  inform  the  noble 
Lord  of  the  circumetanec,  and  if  he  (Lord 
Melbourne)  had  seen  the  noble  Lord  he 
would  have  informed  him  himself.  He 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that,  until 
within  these  few  weeks,  there  had  been  do 
further  information  on  the  subject  what- 
ever, and  no  further  official  application  had 
been  made  to  the  Spanish  Government. 
These  prisoners  were  young  men  of  very 
respectable  families,  and  had  they  joined 
the  army  of  Don  Carlos  they  would  have 
pvcn  him  considerable  influence.  These 
were  the  facts,  though  he  had  no  ofGdal 
knowledge  of  them.  However,  though  he 
had  no  ofGdal  information  on  the  subject 
since  September,  1S35,  it  was  not  to  be 
supposed  that  our  Ambassador  would  be 
entirely  inactive  upon  the  subject,  or  that 
he  would  not  do  everything  in  his  power  to 
protect  the  safety  of  these  individuals,  and 
procure  their  liberation.  He  did  not  think 
It  would  be  prudent  in  the  Government  to 
malfe  an  official  application,  to  which  a  de- 
dded  refusal  might  be  given.  As  an  addi- 
tional reason  why  the  noble  Lord  should 
put  off  his  Motion,  he  hegged  to  say  that 
ho  hod  a  number  of  supplementary  papers, 
which  might  supply  him  with  further  in- 
formation. 

The    Duke  of    Wellington  wished    his 

noble    Friend    near   him   to   state    to  the 
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any  Member  of  his  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment. He,  therefore,  again  called  on 
his  noble  Friend  to  state  spedfically  what 
his  charges  were,  and  what  course  he  in- 
tended to  pursue. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  had  not 
had  the  advantage  of  the  advice  of  the 
noble  Duke  as  to  the  course  which  he  in- 
tended to  pursue  in  the  present  instance. 
As,  however,  he  had  been  so  pressed  (and 
he  would  say  a  little  unfairly)  he  had  no 
objections  to  state  what  his  intentions  were 
relative  to  those  unfortunate  individuals, 
who,  according  to  the  noble  Viscount's 
statement,  were  transported  to  Porto  Rico, 
the  Botany  Bay  of  Spain.  In  looking  at 
that  correspondence,  it  was  impossible  not ' 
to  admire  the  statesmanlike  and  sound 
principles  laid  down  in  the  despatches  of 
the  noble  Duke.  If  their  spirit  had  been 
followed  up  he  should  not  have  had  any 
occasion  to  take  up  their  Lordships'  time. 
But  he  would  maintain  that,  from  the  first 
document  up  to  the  present  time,  the  ques- 
tion regarding  these  individuals  had  re> 
mained  in  abeyance.  It  appeared  now, 
that,  notwithstanding  the  application  that 
had  been  made,  these  individuals,  after  rx 
months'  confinement,  were  to  be  sent  to 
Spain's  Botany  Bay,  to  Porto  Rico,  and 
they  would  be  prohably  drowned,  or  sub- 
ject to  work  OS  galley-slaves  for  life.  He 
would  beg  of  their  Lordships  to  look  at  the 
position  in  which  this  country  stood  with 
respect  to  the  queen's  government  in  Spain. 
Were  we  not  actually  aiding  and  abetting 
to  keep  up  the  queen's  power  iu  Spain, 
and  had  we  not  sent  arms  out  to  the 
amount  of  SQOflOOLi  And  yet  with 
all  thb  wc  could  not  obtain  from  that 
government  the  release  or  discharge  of 
these  twenty-seven  officers.  The  Carlisti 
had  300  Christino  officers  in  Iheir  custody; 
and  if  their  friends  were  used  in  this  bar- 
barous manner  would  they  not  retaliate  ? 
and  then  the  war  must  go  on  in  the  same 
murderous  manner  in  which  it  had  already 
been  conducted.  He  was  most  anxious 
that  these  things  should  be  put  an  end  to, 
and  it  was  to  do  so  that  he  brought  for- 
ward his  Motion.  It  was  from  a  dcnce  to 
arrest  the  course  of  events,  as  it  tended  to 
such  results,  and  from  a  belief  that  the 
noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  the  Fordgn 
Office,  from  his  feeling  for  the  queen  of 
Sjiain's  government,  had  not  pressed  the 
liiiuld  have  dune,  or  with  ihe 
that  the  noble  Duke  when  in 
e,  that  he  had  btcrfered  in 
He  thought,  therefure,  that 
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he  was  treated  hardly  by  the  noble  Vis- 
count opposite^  when  the  noble  Viscount 
placed  a  mass  of  supplementary  papers  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  and  then  taunted 
him  for  postponing  his  Motion.  Nine 
months  had  elapsed  since  the  noble  Duke 
had  written  the  despatch  alluded  to^  and 
they  were  now  told  there  had  yet  been  no 
answer;  did  that  show  any  energy  on  the 
part  of  the  Government?  They  were 
doubly  interested  now  in  the  question,  as 
there  was  now  a  lemon  of  Englishmen  in 
that  country.  Surely  it  was  our  duty  to 
put  an  end  to  such  scenes  of  blood,  or  the 
subjects  of  his  Majesty  might  be  the  victims. 
He  did  not  complain  of  the  despatch  of  the 
noble  Duke.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
it  a  most  fortunate  cil'cumstance  that  it  was 
laid  on  their  Lordships'  Table,  inasmuch  as 
it  showed  the  incomparable  statesmanlike 
view  of  the  question  which  had  been  taken 
by  the  noble  Duke  on  that  occasion.  What 
he  complained  of  was,  that  that  valuable 
document  had  not  been  followed  up,  and 
that  a  supineness  had  been  manifested  by 
the  Government  in  acting  up  to  the  spirit 
which  emanated  from  it.  The  noble  Se. 
crctary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  was  all 
energy  when  an  unfortunate  Bishop  was 
to  be  castigated,  but  where  had  his 
energy  been  these  nine  months?  All  he 
wanted  was  some  expression  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  so  that  the  Government  might 
be  induced  to  insist  upon  the  war  being 
carried  on  in  a  civilised  and  proper  manner. 
It  was  to  press  his  Majesty's  Government 
oil  that  point  that  he  intended  to  bring 
forward  Ids  motion,  and  he  thought  that  he 
sliould  be  enabled  to  make  out  a  case  on 
wliich  the  House  could  come  to  some  ex- 
pression of  its  disapprobation  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  war  in  Spain  was  con- 
ducted. The  Government  of  this  country 
had  the  means  of  propping  up  the  Queen  s 
cause,  and  they  should  also  have  the  means 
of  stopping  the  inhuman  effusion  of  blood, 
if  thev  chose  to  use  them.  He  had  no  in. 
tention  of  casting  any  slur  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  me  noble  Duke  formed  so 
important  a  portion.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  that  if  its  intentions  had  been  fol- 
lowed up  there  would  be  now  an  end  to  the 
war  in  Spain.  At  all  events,  whatever  might 
be  the  fate  of  the  motion,  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Londonderr>*)  hoped  that  it  would 
lead  to  the  war  being  carried  on  in  a  more 
civil ijsed  manner  than  it  had  hitherto  been. 
There  were  some  curious  circumstances 
brought  to  light  by  the  papers  laid  on  the 
Table  by  the  noble  Viscount ;  for  instance. 


{LORDS} 


Affain  of  Sfcm, 


the  ship  Isabella  Ann,  taken  by  the  Royal 
Tar,  manned  by  British  sailors,  was  now 
in  the  service  of  her  Majesty.  But  he 
should  reserve  these  particulars  for  a  future 
period. 

The  Duke  of  WeUingion  entreated  his 
noble  Friend  to  state  to  the  House  what  he 
intended  to  do  in  regard  to  the  subject 
under  discussion.  He  (the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington) would  say  again,  that  he  was  per- 
sonally and  in  character  interested  in  the 
question  involved  in  tlie  motion  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  When  the  noble  Mar- 
quess thought  proper  to  bring  forward  his 
motion  he  would  be  obliged  to  show  that 
he  and  his  Majesty's  late  Government  were 
implicated  in  character  in  it.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  deemed  (it  to  enter  upon  the 
subject,  but  he  (the  Duke  of  Wellington) 
would  not  then  follow  him.  That  was  not 
the  first  time  or  the  first  occasion  on  which 
the  noble  Marquess  had  introduced  the 
matter.  He  did  so  last  year,  and,  if 
he  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  was  not  mis- 
taken, he  had  told  the  noble  Marquess  then 
that  his  character  and  the  character  of  the 
late  Government  were  interested  in  it. 
When  the  subject  was  brought  under  dis- 
cussion he  would  be  able  to  show  that  his 
Majesty's  late  servants  had  done  their  duty 
in  respect  to  it,  and  also  that  if  they  had 
stopped  short — if  they  had  left  anything 
undone  of  that  which  the  noble  Marquess 
desired  to  be  done — it  was  because  the  law 
of  nations  interfered  and  prevented  them 
from  proceeding  farther.  If  the  noble 
Marquess  would  not  confine  himself  to  the 
terms  of  the  motion  which  stood  in  his 
name  on  the  papers  of  the  House,  but 
would  go  farther  into  the  subject  than  the 
despatch  was  calculated  to  lead  him,  he 
would  find  that  other  matters  would  be. 
brought  to  light  bearing  upon  the  question 
at  large,  and  that  other  interests  would  be 
discovered  depending  on  it. 

The  Marquess  of  Jjondonderry  depre- 
cated any  intention  on  his  part  of  reflect- 
ing on  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Duke's 
Government,  or  making  any  unpleasant 
allusion  to  it  whatever.  He  thought  the 
noble  Duke  had  taken  a  view  of  the  ques- 
tion not  warranted  by  what  fell  from  him. 
He  did  not  charge  the  late  Government 
with  any  neglect  m  this  matter.  What  he 
complained  of  was,  that  the  despatch  being 
dated  the  17th  of  February,  1835,  and  it 
now  being  March,  183(5,  that  some  arrange- 
ment had  not  been  effected  or  some  answer 
obtained.  The  noble  Duke  had  certainly 
placed  him  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry) 
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in  a  situation  of  great  embarrassment,  and 
one  which  rendexid  him  incapable  of  argu- 
ing the  question  with  him.  The  noble 
Duke  had  called  upon  him  to  state  the 
grounds  on  which  he  meant  to  proceed. 
Fie  had  now  stated  them^  and  what  he  had 
done  was  in  consequence  of  his  conscientious 
conviction  that  the  Government  had  not 
taken  steps  to  avert  in  that  country  the 
horrors  of  civil  war.  The  noble  Duke, 
however,  considered  that  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Londonderry)  had  mistaken  his  duty. 
This  he  sincerely  regretted,  but  in  the 
present  temper  of  the  House  he  could  not 
proceed  further. 

The  Duke  of  WeUington  said,  that  this 
question  relative  to  the  twenty-seven  Car- 
list  prisoners  was  quite  independent  of  the 
general  question  of  the  civil  war  now 
carried  on  in  Spain,  and  he  thought  that 
the  noble  Marquess,  in  justice  to  himself, 
to  those  with  whom  he  acted,  and  in  justice 
to  him  (the  Duke  of  Wellington),  ought  to 
make  a  distinct  motion  on  this  particular 
point.  If  the  noble  Marquess  should  think 
proper  to  bring  forward  such  a  motion, 
then  he  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  could 
have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
opinions  on  the  matter. 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Monday y  March  14,  1836. 

MiNiTTKS.]  Bill.  Read  a  second  thnes—Annual  Imlcmnity. 
Read  a  Utiid  time ;—  Liettcr  Stealing  (Scotland). 

Petitions  procnted.  By  Mr.  0'Loohlbn»  Mr.  O'Connkll,  Mr. 
HiTMB,  and  Mr.  G.  S.  Barbt,  ftom  a  Number  of  Plaee»,  in 
favour  of  the  Municipal  Corporations'  (Ireland)  Btll.—- By 
Mr.  Sbarman  Cbawford,  lh>in  Bangor,  Droghcda»  and 
Dublin,  for  Alterations  in  the  same  Bill.— By  Mr.  T. 
Shavt,  and  Colonel  Vianbr,  tram  Dublin  and  Armagh, 
i^inst  the  same  Bill. — By  Mr.  Jbph80N,  Arom  Bftallow, 
to  be  included  in  the  Schedule  of  that  Bill.— By  Lord 
Stanlbv,  ftom  the  Corporation  Beadles  of  Dublin,  for 
Compensation  under  the  BUL 

Dorchester  Labourers.]  Mr.  Wak- 
Icif  said,  that  having  presented  several 
petitions  in  favour  of  the  mitigation  of  the 
sentence  upon  the  two  Dorchester  labour- 
ers, the  two  Lovelaces,  at  present  in  New 
South  Wales,  he  begged  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Home  Department 
whether  any  further  investigation  had  been 
made  into  their  case,  and  if  so,  with  what 
result  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  could  answer 
the  question  witli  great  satisfaction.  His 
Majesty  had  been  pleased  to  grant  a  free 


pardon  to  the  whole  of  the  persons  who  had 
been  convicted  on  the  occasion  to  which  the 
hoii.  Member  referred. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee upcm  the 

Municipal  Reform  (Iaeland)  Com. 
MiTTBE.]  Clause  1, — Repealing  Acts  and 
Charters  relating  to  the  several  boroughs 
named  in  schedules  A,  6  and  C  was  then 
read. 

Mr.  Shaw  thought,  as  that  clause  had 
reference  to  the  schedules,  he  might  then 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
entire  want  of  principle  or  consistency 
which  pervaded  the  measure,  even  upon 
the  shewing  of  the  promoters  of  it  It  ap- 
peared from  page  8  of  the  Commissioners* 
Report,  that  they  professed  to  go  upon  s^ 
mixed  principle  of  population  ;  and  tlie  cir- 
cumstance of  Corporations  being  ''now 
effectively  existing,  and  exercising  the 
functions  of  such  bodies."  Schedules  A 
and  B  were  tolerably  intelligible — but  in 
schedule  C,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  wholly  at 
a  loss  to  understand  the  ground  upon  which 
the  boroughs  were  selected ;  for  instance, 
Midleton  and  Belturbet  were  inserted,  one 
with  a  population  of  U,034>,  the  other  of 
2,026 — whereas  Newry  and  Dungarvon 
were  omitted  ;  the  former  having  a  popula- 
tion of  1 3,065  ;  the  latter  of  1 0,86l .  But 
perhaps  it  would  be  said,  that  the  two 
former,  though  of  such  small  population, 
were  "  effectively  existing"  Corporations ; 
no  doubt  they  were  arranged  in  a  column 
under  that  heading ;  but  he  would  beg  to 
refer  to  the  Commisi»ioners*  Report  for  a 
definition  of  what  was  "  an  effectively 
existing  corporation,  and  exercising  the 
functions  of  such  a  body  ;** — take  the  case 
of  Midleton.  The  Report  stated,  that  the 
Corporation  was  created  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  returning  Members  to  the  Irish 
Parliament,  which  was  exercised  according 
to  the  dictation  of  Lord  Midleton,  up  to 
the  time  of  the  Union,  when  the  right  was 
taken  away,  and  compensation  awarded  to- 
them;  and  then  they  came  to  what  he 
(Mr.  ShaW)  presumed  was  the  Commission** 
ers*  description  of  *'  an  effectively  existing 
Corporation,  exercising  its  functions" — it 
was  in  the  following  words: — "  Since  that 
period  the  Corporation  has  been  kept  up, 
and  an  annual  election  of  officers  has  been 
held,  but  for  what  purpose  it  is  not  easy  to 
discover — the  members  of  it  having  no 
duties  to  disdiarge,  nor  any  privileges  or 
emoluments,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
town  deriving  no   benefit    or  advantage 


265         Mimieipal  Reform         {COMMONS)       firelandj  CmmitUi.       $56 

minor  guilds  in  Dublin  would  be  met  hf 
the  interpretation  clause;  but  if  not,  a 
clause  might  be  introduced  expressly  abo- 
lishing them. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  clauses  2  and  3. 

On  Clause  4,  corporators  to  be  styled 
mayor,  aldermen,  and  burge^es. 

Mr.  Finch  said,  if  Ministers  would  con- 
sent to  strike  out  that  clause,  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  inducing  him  to  withdraw  the 
greater  part  of  his  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
After  the  concession  which  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  at  War,  made  upon  a  former 
evening,  very  little  difference  of  opinion 
existed  between  the  two  great  parties  in 
that  House,  except  as  regarded  the  adminis- 
tration of  police,  which  was  a  matter  that 
could  be  quite  as  satisfactorily  provided  for 
under  the  statute  of  the  9th  of  George  4th, 
as  by  a  mayor  and  corporation.  He  would 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dub- 
lin and  the  Attorney-General  for  Ireland, 
what  great  advantage  in  other  respects  was 
to  be  derived  from  the  establishment  of  a 
mayor  and  corporation  ?  He  called  upon 
them  to  point  out,  if  they  could,  what  ad- 
vantage the  people  of  Ireland  would  obtain 
from  possessing  these  bodies.  The  only 
object  of  the  party  with  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  was  connected 
was,  to  make  these  Corporations  political 
bodies,  and  to  employ  them  as  engines  of 
political  agitation,  which  the  law  could  not 
reach.  He  could  assure  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  that  no  man  could  be  more  anx« 
ious  than  he  was  for  the  good  government 
of  Ireland^  and  if  it  could  be  shown  that 
this  measure  would  tend  to  that  object, 
there  was  no  one  who  would  more  readily 
support  it  than  he  would ;  but  as  he  was 
convinced  that  the  Bill  would  not  only  not 
conduce  to  the  good  government  of  the 
towns  and  cities  of  Ireland,  but  would 
render  that  country  absolutely  ungovernable 
by  any  British  administration,  whether 
Whig,  Conservative,  or  Radical,  he  felt 
bound  to  protest  against  it  in  the  strongest 
terms.  It  was  known  that  when  Ireland 
was  under  the  influence  of  agitation,  it  was 
positively  ungovernable.  Lord  Althorp  and 
other  individuals  who  had  been  in  his 
Majesty's  councils,  had  submitted  state- 
ments to  Parliament  to  show  that  tlie  law 
was  powerless  under  the  influence  of  agita- 
tion. When  this  Bill  passed,  how  was 
agitation  to  l)e  suppressed?  Suppose  an 
emergency  to  arise,  which  would  render  it 
necessary  to  pass  another  Coercion  Bill, 
would  it  be  possible,  under  that  Bill,  to 
deprive  corporate  bodies  of  the  privilege  of 


from  the  Corporation."  Of  Belturbet,  the 
other  favoured  place  under  the  lower 
classes,  the  Commissioners  Report-^'^  This 
borough,  until  the  year  1800,  possessed  the 

fewer  of  returning  two  Members  to  the 
rish  Parliament ;  it  was  a  close  borough, 
and  wholly  under  the  influence  of  those 
who  claimed  to  be  the  patrons  or  purchasers 
of  its  Parliamentary  privileges.  Originally 
created  for  Protestant  purposes,  it  always 
continued  an  exclusively  Protestant  Corpo- 
ration."  The  next  anomaly  was — the  Bill 
darting  from  the  list  to  which  he  last 
referred  ;^go  to  the  next,  also  to  be  found 
in  page  8  of  their  Report,  "  of  Corpora- 
tions which  h^ve  become  extinct  since  the 
Union,"  and  they  pass  over  the  first  in  that 
list,  viz. :  Castlebar,  with  6,373  inhabi- 
tants, and  insert  Bally  shannon,  with  3,775 
— and  then,  for  what  reason,  it  is  impossi- 
ble even  to  surmise,  they  add  Antrim — not 
to  be  found  in  either  of  the  two  last  lists— 
with  a  population  of  only  2,655,  and  of 
which  the  Commissioners  state  in  page  6 
of  their  Report,  "  that  it  never  possessed 
the  character  of  a  municipal  Corporation." 
Then  another  great  absurdity  on  the  face 
of  the  Bill  was,  that  it  left  altogether  un- 
touched the  eight  last  of  the  Corporations, 
which  the  Report  stated  to  be  ''  effectively 
existing"  as  well  as  the  minor  incorporated 
guilds  of  the  city  of  Dublin,  with  respect 
to  which  a  separate  Report  had  been  pro- 
mised by  the  Commissioners,  but  had  never 
yet  appeared.  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  requested 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Attorney- 
General,  to  explain  these  apparent  incon- 
sistencies and  absurdities,  and  to  inform 
the  Committee  upon  what  principle,  if  there 
was  any,  upon  which  the  Bill  proceeded. 

Mr.  Sergeant  OL^ghlen,  in  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw), 
must  say,  that  he  thought  it  would  have 
been  better  to  postpone  his  observations 
till  they  came  to  the  schedules.  He  would, 
however,  say,  that  the  general  principle 
upon  which  the  borough  had  been  selected 
was  population — the  schedule  A  above 
20,000,  the  schedule  B  above  15,000,  and 
as  to  schedule  C,  it  would  be  open  to  correc- 
tion. Belturbet  and  Midleton  might  cer. 
tainly  be  omitted  if  desired,  and  he  did  not 
himself  exactly  see  upon  what  principle 
Antrim  and  Ballyshannon  had  been  taken 
in,  unless  there  were  Corporations  already 
existing  there.  As  to  the  towns  that  had 
been  altogether  omitted,  iftbehon  Gentle- 
men opposite  pleased,  they  might  move 
clauses  to  abolish  them.    He  thought  the 
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holding  public  meetings  and   discusdng 

Solitical  questions?  And  if  this  were  not 
one  every  part  of  the  country  would  be 
subjected  to  the  legalised  process  of  politi- 
cal agitation ;  and  under  such  circumstances 
it  would  not  be  possible  for  any  administnu 
tion  to  govern  Ireland.  If  the  franchise 
were  raised^  the  consequence  would  be,  that 
a  certain  number  of  the  Corporations  would 
fall  into  the  hands  of  the  Protestants,  and 
a  certain  number  into  those  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  llie  result  in  this  case  would 
be^  the  agitation  of  the  country  from  one 
end  to  the  other,  and  the  corruption  of  jus- 
tice at  its  source.  Was  it  supposed  that 
the  cause  of  agitation  had  ceased  ?  During 
the  last  year  a  calm — a  deceptions  calm 
had  prevailed;  but  did  any  rational  man 
suppose  that  the  present  or  any  future 
Government  would  remove  the  causes  of 
agitation  ?  If  that  were  the  case— if  there 
were  to  be  no  agitation  for  the  future^  this 
measure  would  be  comparatively  harmless; 
but  it  was  avowed  that  agitation  was  only 
suspended,  on  condition  that  justice  was 
done  to  Ireland.  They  all  knew  what 
was  comprehended  in  that  term.  The  fact 
was  placed  beyond  the  possibility  of  denial 
or  dispute*  The  agitators  had  declared 
that  justice  to  Ireland  required  that  absen. 
teeism  should  be  put  an  end  to.  Now^  he 
(Mr.  Finch)  asked,  whether  the  present  or 
any  future  British  Government  could  be  ex- 
pected to  pass  a  law  to  compel  absentees 
to  reside  in  Ireland  against  their  wish? 
Again^  it  was  known  that  '^justice  to  Ire- 
land" involved  the  principle,  that  the  reli- 
gion of  the  majority  should  be  the  domi. 
nant  religion.  How  could  any  British 
Ministry  reconcile  this  principle  with  the 
existence  of  a  Protestant  establishment  in 
Ireland  ?  Dr.  M'Hale,  no  mean  authority^ 
had  given  an  illustration  of  his  notions  of 
"justice  to  Ireland  ;"  he  said  that  he  looked 
for  ••  successive  reforms  of  the  Protestant 
church,  until  not  a  vestige  of  the  nuisance 
should  remain."  The  national  independ- 
ence, too,  was  comprehended  in  the  term 
so  often  employed.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  had  publicly  announced, 
that  he  had  only  suspended  the  agitation 
for  "repeal"  until  he  saw  whether  Minis- 
ters would  do  *' justice  to  Ireland."  Con- 
sequently, justice  to  Ireland  was,  in  his 
(Mr.  CConnell's)  opinion,  equivalent  to 
the  separation  of  the  two  countries.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  without  entering 
into  further  argument,  seeing  that  the  Bill 
before  the  House,  so  far  from  being  calcu- 
lated to  promote  good    government,  was 
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calculated,  in  the  highest  degree^  not  only 
to  promote  bad  government  in  the  towns 
but  to  render  Ireland  itself  ungovernable^ 
he  would  content  himself  with  entering  his 
protest  against  it,  knowing  that  all  further 
opposition  was  futile* 

Clauses  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  6, 

Mr.  Shatv  asked  the  reason  for  the  intro^ 
duction  of  the  word  "  office"  into  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  which  had  not  been  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year. 

Mr.  Sergeant  OLoghleti  said,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  and  learnt  Gentleman  would 
take  the  trouble  of  reading  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  as  it  passed  that  House  and  was  sent 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  he  would  find  that 
the  word  "  office"  was  inserted  in  it.  That 
word  was  introduced  in  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Sham  said,  that  in  the  copy  which 
he  had  received  o£  the  Bill  of  last  year,  the 
word  "  office"  did  not  appear,  and  this  Act 
would  confer  the  right  of  franchise  on  about 
20,000  persons.  If  the  city  of  Dublin  was 
to  be  legislated  for  at  all  in  respect  of  its 
corporate  functions,  he  thought  Ibat  it  was, 
at  least,  entitled  to  a  separate  consideration, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  city  of  London,  and 
that  the  same  machinery  could  not  be  very 
easily  applied  to  the  260,000  inhabitants  ct 
Dublin,  and  the  S,000  of  Belturbet. 

Mr.  George  JF.  Young  said,  the  clause 
then  under  £scus8ion  rendered  it  necessary 
that  all  municipal  cesses,  rates,  and  taxes, 
should  be  demanded  before  the  franchise 
could  be  interfered  with.  He  (Mr.  Young) 
had  been  most  painfully  circumstanced  of 
late ;  for  in  Ireland  the  franchise  was  not 
made  to  depend  upon  the  fact  of  publicity 
being  given  to  the  amount  of  each  person's 
assessment.  Now  in  England  it  was  abso« 
lutely  necessary  that  the  assessment  to  the 
poor-rates  should  be  published,  and  each 
individual  could  thereby  know  what  was 
the  amount  to  which  he  had  been  assessed  ; 
but,  according  to  the  law,  as  it  applied  to 
Ireland,  a  man  might  be  depriv^  of  his 
franchise  for  the  non-payment  of  a  tax  of 
which  he  had  no  notice.  The  law  ought 
to  be  so  framed  that  a  man  should  know 
distinctly  what  rates  were  payable  by  him. 

Mr.  &ConneU  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem-* 
ber  might  console  himself.  No  such  law 
existed,  or  had  existed.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  nothing  could  be 
more  monstrous  or  more  unjust ;  but  it  was 
not  law,  and  no  particular  decision  could 
make  it  law.  To  take  away  a  franchise 
for  the  non-payment  of  a  tax,  without  giv- 
ing: the   least   notice   to  those  who   were 
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liable  to  pay  it,  was  contrtry  to  tbe  first 
principles  of  law,  and  opposed  to  all  jus- 
tice. And  yet  such  injustice  might  be  in- 
flicted, though  not  by  the  statute  law,  for 
that  would  not  authorize  it,  yet  by  the  par^ 
ticular  decision  of  a  tribunal,  intended  for 
a  particular  purpose,  and  with  the  view  of 
casting  difficulties  in  the  way  of  th«  regis, 
tries. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young  said^  that  it  would 
ill  become  him  to  differ  on  a  point  of  law 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dub- 
lin ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
that  any  unjust  decision  had  been  come  to 
in  the  quarter  alluded  to,  for  it  would  be 
afiectation  in  him  (Mr.  Young)  to  profess 
ignorance  of  his  meaning,  it  was  impossible 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman,  or  for  any  indivi- 
dual in  that  House,  to  feel  to  the  painful 
extent  which  every  Member  of  that  tri- 
bunal did  feel,  that  it  had  pleased  the  Le- 
gislature to  place  on  the  shoulders  of  men 
profoundly  conscious  of  their  inability  ade- 
quately to  discharge  the  duties  required  of 
them,  a  weight  of  responsibility  from  which, 
if  it  were  possible,  they  would  gladly  re- 
lieve themselves.  He  could  only  say  for 
them,  as  for  himself,  that  in  the  decision 
to  which  they  had  com*  they  had  been 
guided  only  by  an  anxious  desire  to  come 
to  a  just  conclusion  on  those  extremely  dif- 
ficult subjects  submitted  to  their  conside- 
ration. But  in  making  the  assertion  that 
that  decision  was  intended  to  serve  a  pur. 
pose,  the  hon.  Member  had  brought  a  charge, 
and  had  imputed  motives,  which  he  had  no 
right  to  ascribe,  and  which  he  threw  back 
on  him  with  such  feelings  as  he  knew  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  enter, 
tain  if  those  aspersions  were  cast  upon  him. 
The  hon.  Gendeman  said,  that  the  decision 
was  intended  to  serve  a  purpose.  What 
right  had  he  to  impute  motives,  or  insinuate 
accusations ?  ''I  say,"  continued  the  hon. 
Member,  "  that  my  motives  were  as  pure 
and  incapable  of  suspicion  as  any  which  the 
hon.  Member  could  have  had,  had  he  been 
in  my  place.  I  give  it  him  back,  I  tell  him, 
with  those  feelings  with  which  he  would 
repel  such  imputations  cast  upon  him.  I 
rej)eat,  I  have  endeavoured  to  fulfil  the  du- 
ties required  of  me  to  the  best  of  my  ability, 
and  I  will  not  allow  him  to  cast  any  stigma 
upon  me  for  doing  so." 

Mr.  CyConneU  said,  if  he  had  imputed 
motives  to  the  hon.  Member  it  would  have 
been  the  duty  of  the  Chairman  to  have 
stopped  him. 

Mr.  George  F.  Fowng— You  said  *'  for  a 
purpose." 


Mr.  OtConneU  admitted  he  had;  hb 
meant  for  the  purpose  of  excluding  votes. 
He  had  not  said  that  was  a  bad  purpose* 
He  was  glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  in  such  good  odour  with  himself,  but 
he  regretted  that  his  judgment  was  not  so 
good  as  his  intentions.  It  seemed  he  did 
not  comprehend  the  subject,  and  yet  he  took 
away  the  franchise,  and  then  he  praised 
himself. 

Mr.  George  F.  Youfig  said,  all  the  casu- 
istry of  the  Hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
not  induce  the  House  to  sanction  the 
stigma  which  he  attempted  to  affix  upon 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  OConnell  sud  he  had  used  no  casu- 
istry, but  casuistry  had  been  used  against 
him. 

Lord  Stanley  put  it  to  the  Committee 
whether  the  present  was  either  a  fit  time 
or  place  for  acrimonious  discussion  ?  He 
could  not,  however,  wonder  at  the  warmth 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth;  but 
he  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  did  not  mean  more — though  his 
language  certainly  went  to  a  greater  extent. 
— than  that  the  decision  to  which  he  re- 
ferred had  the  effect  of  excluding  votes.  It 
was  impossible  to  suppose  that  the  Com. 
mittee  alluded  to  were  doing  their  duty 
otherwise  than  fairly  and  conscientiously, 
or  that  they  could  be  actuated  by  corrupt 
motives  in  either  receiving  or  rejecting 
votes.  But,  to  return  to  the  clause  under 
consideration,  he  must  say,  that  it  was  far 
too  important  to  be  discussed  in  so  thin  a 
House.  As  he  disapproved  of  the  whole 
Bill  he  should  not  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  on  the  present  clause,  but  he 
could  not,  at  the  same  time,  help  observing 
on  the  unfairness  of  calling  upon  them  to 
make  provision  for  the  self-government  of 
those  cities  and  towns  in  which  Corpora- 
tions were  to  exist  without  laying  before 
them  all  the  circumstances  and  information 
necessary  to  enable  them  to  arrive  at  a  just 
conclusion  in  each  case.  He  should  like  to 
know  how  they  were  to  decide  whether  a 
10/.  qualification  should  be  given  to  this 
place,  and  a  5/.  to  that;  when  all  the  infor- 
mation they  had  to  guide  them  was,  that 
all  places  having  a  population  above 
20,000  were  to  have  a  10/.  qualification, 
and  all  places  having  a  population  under 
that  number  a  5L  qualification  ?  This  was 
all  the  information  they  had  to  guide  them. 
Was  this  the  course  which  had  been  pur- 
sued witli  respect  to  Scotland  ?  He  must 
also  say,  that  making  a  residence  of  six 
months  confer  a  right  of  voting  was  a  sort 
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of  premium  to  the  less  respectable,  as  op- 
posed to  the  more  respectable  parts  of  the 
constituency  in  corporate  towns. 

Mr.  Sergeant  0  Loghlen  said,  that  with 
respect  to  residence  this  Bill  followed  the 
provisions  of  the  Irish  Reform  Bill,  intro- 
duced by  the  noble  Lord  himself.  He  then 
thought  a  51.  qualification  sufficient  in  cer. 
tain  places,  although  he  now  objected  to  it 
as  being  too  low.  It  should  not  be  for- 
gotten either,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  eu. 
logised  the  statute  of  the  9th  George  4th, 
which  first  gave  the  5/.  franchise.  With 
respect  to  the  number  of  votes  he  would 
observe,  that  in  Lisbum  the  number  of 
houses  was  863,  of  which  Q3  were  of  the 
value  of  10/.  In  this  boroush,  then,  there 
would  only  be  93  voters  under  this  Bill  if 
the  6L  franchise  were  not  created.  The 
same  observation  would  apply  to  Droghcda, 
Longford,  and  a  number  of  other  towns. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  instead  of  show- 
ing that  this  Bill  was  consistent  in  this  par. 
ticular  with  the  £nglish  and  Scotch  Acts, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
thought  fit  to  avoid  that  part  altogether. 
He  denied  that  he  had  ever  eulogised  the 
Act  of  the  9th  George  4th, ;  what  he  said 
was,  that  that  Act  gave  no  political  power, 
whereas  this  Bill  did.  He  denied  that  this 
Bill  had  any  other  than  political  objects  in 
view,  and  said  that  the  efiect  of  it  would 
be  to  establish  debating  societies  and  politi. 
cal  dubs  in  every  town  in  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
spoken  of  Lisbum ;  why,  Lisbum  was  ex- 
cluded from  this  Bill.  He  should  like, 
however*  to  know  where  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  got  the  information  respect- 
ing Lisbum  which  he  had  read  to  the 
House.  He  found  in  a  Report  before  the 
House  that  Lisbum  contained  992  houses 
of  all  descriptions,  and  of  those  209  were 
stated  to  be  of  the  value  of  10/.  and  up- 
wards. The  Commissioners,  however,  ex- 
pressed their  belief  that  there  were  354 
houses  of  that  value,  and  this,  he  thought, 
showed  that  the  Committee  were  not  in  pos- 
session of  such  information  as  would  enable 
them  fairly  to  discuss  the  details  of  this 
Bill. 

Colonel  ConoUy  said,  that  the  whole  cha- 
racter of  the  franchise  established  by  the 
measure  was  so  very  low  as  to  manifest  its 
utter  unsuitability  for  the  county  for  which 
it  was  intended.  The  statements  put  forth 
by  the  leamed  Attorney-General  for  Ire- 
land were  called  iir  question  in  a  great  va- 
riety of  instances.  On  former  occasions 
the  leamed  Gentleman's  statements  with 


respect  to  Dublin,  Cork,  and  Naas,  were 
shown  to  have  been  most  incorrect ;  and 
that  night  his  extraordinary  statement  with 
respect  to  Lisbum  was  calculated  to  throw 
an  additional  light  upon  the  subject  under 
consideration.  Lisbum  was  left  out  of  the 
Bill  because  a  Roman  Catholic  ascendancy 
could  not  be  established  there,  and  it  waB 
hopeless  to  place  it  under  the  domination  of 
the  leamed  Member  for  Dublin.  The 
bare  fact  of  Government  having  recourse  to 
so  low  a  rate  of  franchise  was  incontestible 
proof  that  they  could  not  find  a  respectable 
constituency  in  the  ordinary  class  of  towns 
in  Ireland.— Why,  then,  he  would  ask, 
keep  up  the  machinery  of  these  Corpora* 
tions  at  all — and  why  descend  to  the  lowest 
class  to  form  the  constituency?  The 
learned  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  says, 
it  is  necessary  to  resort  to  this  class,  in 
order  to  enfranchise  the  bulk  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  towns ;  it  is  necessary,  in  fact, 
as  he  admits,  to  have  recourse  to  those  who 
are  living  in  a  state  of  absolute  pauperism. 
He  (Colonel  Conolly)  would  maintain  that 
in  large  towns  the  functions  of  Corporations 
could  be  executed  under  Acts  of  Parliament 
now  in  force,  while  in  small  towns  the 
greatest  possible  evil  with  which  they  could 
be  afflicted  would  be  the  establishment  of 
debating  societies,  subservient,  as  they  ne- 
cessarily must  be,  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin,  who  had  made  himself  master  of 
the  Grovemment. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob-« 
served,  that  when  the  Committee  came  to 
the  schedules,  that  would  be  the  time  for 
discussing  the  question,  whether  any  parti- 
cular town  ought  or  ought  not  have  the 
benefit  of  a  Municipal  Corporation.  The 
gallant  Colonel  (Conolly)  said  that  Lbbum 
was  excluded  because  it  would  not  be  pos. 
sible  to  bring  it  under  the  leamed  Member 
for  Dublin's  domination.  No;  thereason  why 
Lisbum  was  excluded  from  the  Bill  was, 
that  the  Corporation  was  extinct.  But 
then  Mallow  was  also  excluded  from  the 
Bill,  and  Dungarvon  also ;  and  it  would 
be  scarcely  contended  that  in  those  two 
towns  the  leamed  Member*s  influence 
would  not  tell  for  something.  When,  then, 
therefore,  the  gallant  Colonel  came  forward 
and  said  that  we  exclude  a  particular  town 
because  we  could  not  bring  it  under  the 
domination  of  the  leamed  Member  for 
Dublin,  the  gallant  Colonel,  spoke  either 
in  utter  ignorance,  or  misrepresented  the 
facts  of  the  case.  He  would  contend  that 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  did  not  desire 
that    Mimicipal   Corporations    should   be 
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given  to  towns  for  political  purposes^  nor 
was  it  intended  to  exclude  any  towns  from 
the  operation  of  tbe  BilL  The  only 
object  the  Ministers  had  in  view  was,  to 
promote,  as  far  as  possible,  a  good  form  of 
municipal  government.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  had  said  that  night,  that 
his  Majesty's  Government  had  departed 
from  the  principle  that  had  been  adopted 
for  England  and  Scotland.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  was  for  the  purpose  of  affording 
popular  control,  and  that  those  who  exer- 
cised municipal  functions  should  be  respon- 
sible to  those  who  chose  them.  This  would 
apply  to  all  the  Boroughs  contemplated  by 
the  Bill,  in  the  same  manner  that  the  prin- 
ciple had  already  been  sanctioned  by  the 
King,  Lords,  and  Commons  for  this  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  Sergeant  OLoghlen  said,  the  noble 
Lord  had  quoted  from  the  Report  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  and  they  only 
stated  what  the  probable  number  of  houses 
would  be.'  The  gallant  Colonel  (Colonel 
Conolly)  complained  that  Lisburn  had 
been  left  out  of  the  Bill,  because  it  pos- 
sessed a  large  Protestant  constituency ;  but 
he  seemed  to  forget  that  Belturbet,  Bally- 
shannon,  and  Antrim  were  inserted  in  the 
Bill,  all  of  which  were  Protestant  towns. 

Mr.  OConnell  said,  that  the  Boundary 
Commissioners  had  given  too  large  an  esti- 
mate in  all  cases.  In  Tralee  the  num- 
ber of  lOL  houses  estimated  by  them  was 
354;  whereas  the  number  registered  was 
only  179.  Now,  Tralee  had  been  twice 
contested  since  the  passing  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  and  in  one  instance  the  successful 
candidate  was  only  returned  by  a  majority 
of  four.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Shaw)  said,  that  if  thb  Bill  were  to  pass, 
the  number  of  persons  enfranchised  by  it 
in  Dublin  would  amount  to  20,000.  That 
was  the  precise  number  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  would  be  created  by  the 
Reform  Bill.  He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  was 
sorry  to  pay  his  prediction  had  not  been 
fulfilled,  inasmuch  as  the  whole  number  of 
electors  registered  in  Dublin  did  not  exceed 
8,000.  He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  contended, 
that  the  scale  of  qualification  did  not  de- 
scend ;  for  a  tenant  of  a  51.  house  in  towns 
in  Ireland  would  be  equal  in  value  as  com. 
pared  to  a  10/.  house  in  Liverpool.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  would  not  ad. 
mit  that  the  9th  of  Geo.  4th  was  a  good 
Act,  but  yet  he  was  willing  to  extend  its 
provisions  to  every  town  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Shaw  denied,  that  the  noble  Lord 
^Stanley)  had  proposed  to  extend  the  pro- 


visions of  the  9th  Geo.  4th.    All  diAt  tlie 
noble  Lord,  or  those  at  that  side  of  the 
House  proposed  was,  to  leave  that  Act  as 
they  had  found  it — capable  of  being  ex- 
tended, in  point  of  law,  to  any  town ;  but, 
in  fact,  few  had  appeared  willing  to  adopt 
it.    He  could  not  but  admire  the  simplicity 
and  innocence  with  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  disavowed  all  political 
objects,  as  connected  with  the  Bill  before 
the  House;    and  would  the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  add,  that  even  in  his  own  opin- 
ion, such  would  not  be  its  tendency  ?   and 
would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  further 
venture  the  assertion,  that  if  it  was  not  the 
object  of  the  Government  to  confer  politi- 
cal favour  on  a  particular  party — ^that  it 
was  not  the  motive  of  those  who,  on  this 
occasion,  were   coercing   the  Government 
against  their  opinions  and  judgment  ?  With 
regard  to  the  Corporation  of  Dublin,  he 
admitted  that  it  had  been  exclusive  in  its 
politics,  and  that  cxclusiveness  he  and  his 
friends  were  ready,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, to  surrender  j  but  they  never  would 
consent  to  transfer  all  the  power  inta  the 
hands  of  their  political  opponents,  and  to 
gain  it  was  the  sole  object  criT  those  at  whose 
instance  the  measure  was  pressed.     While 
he  allowed  that  the  Corporation  of  Dablin 
was  exclusive,  he  denied  that  it  was  dose 
or  self-elected,  or  that  any  charge  of  per- 
sonal corruption  could   be  justly  brought 
against  its  members;    and  he  was  asto- 
nished at  the  assertion  which  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  opposite,   the  Attorney* 
General  for  Ireland,  had  made  on  that 
subject.     He  would  not  deny  that  there 
was  some  mismanagement  of  property—* 
that  accounts  had  been  mixed,  which  per- 
haps would  have  been  better  kept  distinct ; 
but  it  was  an  entire  misrepresentation  of 
the  facts  to  say  that  1,500/.  a-year  had  been 
put  into  the  pocket  of  their  treasurer,  or 
that  there  had  been  any  misapplication  of 
their  funds  to  private  purposes,  or  the  per- 
sonal advantage  of  the  members  of  the  Cor- 
poration.   As  corporate  functions  in  their 
proper  score,  they  had  few  to  discharge. 
The  Ballast  Board,  the  Paving  Commis- 
sioners,   and   the   Police-office,    were    all 
regulated  by  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  not 
under  the  control  of  the  Corporation ;  and 
what  was  very  remarkable,  the  present  Bill 
expressly  provided  that  they  should  not  be 
subjected  to   the  new    Corporation.      In 
short,  political  jiower  and  influence  was 
what  it  would  confer,  and  what  its  abettors 
wanted.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  had  stated  in  his  evidence. 
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that  the  first  act  of  the  new  town-council 
should  be  to  build  a  new  town-hall  for 
public  discussion,  and  that  would  form  a 
centre,  from  which  political  associations,  of 
the  most  dangerous  character,  would  spread 
throughout  the  entire  country,  and  be 
wielded  by  a  power  that  it  would  be  then 
found  impossible  to  control.  He  was  willing 
to  put  end  to  the  political  functions  of  the 
present  Corporations,  and  all  corporate  in- 
terference with  theadministration  of  justice; 
but  he  would  ever  raise  his  voice^  and 
exert  his  utmost  energy,  against  taking  this 
power  and  influence  from  the  attached 
friends,  in  order  to  confer  them  upon  the 
acknowledged  opponents  of  British  con- 
nexion and  British  interests. 

Mr.  Sergeant  OLoghlen. — If  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  really  meant 
what  he  said^  he  knew  less  of  the  affairs 
of  the  city  of  Dublin  than  any  man  living ; 
for  it  was  established  by  a  decree  of  the 
House  of  Lords  in  1823 — and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he  (Mr. 
Sergeant  O'Loghlen)  should  have  thought, 
must  have  known  the  fact,  that  a  sum 
amounting  to  1,500/.  per. annum  of  the 
Corporation  funds  had  been  misapplied, 
from  the  year  1799  up  to  that  time; 
making  in  the  whole  no  less  an  amount 
than  74,000/.  The  Corporation  of  Dublin 
had  not  transferred  the  large  amount  which 
had  been  misapplied  to  another  branch  of 
their  private  property,  but  had  made  it  a 
-charge  upon  public  property. 

Mr.  Shatv  said,  that  all  he  had  denied 
was,  that  there  could  attach  any  charge  of 
individual  corruption  as  respected  the  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin.  He  did  not  deny  the 
existence  of  the  decree  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  admitted  that  the  Corporation 
had  violated  the  letter  of  the  Act  which 
regulated  the  pipe. water  rate ;  but  he  con- 
tended, that  they  had  observed  its  spirit  to 
the  extent  of  expending  on  the  works  in 
question  (under  the  Metal- Main  Act)  the 
full  amount  received,  although  the  Act 
required  that  money  to  be  applied  in  pay- 
ment of  a  debt  due  by  the  pipe-water 
estate;  this,  however,  as  regarded  the 
pecuniary  interest  of  the  Corporation  was 
little  more  than  the  transfer  of  a  debt  from 
one  estate  of  the  Corporation  to  another ; 
and  while  he  would  not  altogether  justify 
the  departure  from  the  Act,  he  could,  in 
the  strongest  manner,  deny,  that  there  had 
been  any  interested  misapplication  of  the 
funds,  or  personal  fraud  or  corruption  com- 
mitted in  respect  of  them  by  the  Corpora- 
tion of  DabUni 


Mr.  O'Connell.  In  the  misapplication 
of  this  money  the  Corporation  of  Dublin 
had  not  followed  the  letter  of  the  law 
certainly.  No ;  but  they  had  violated  the 
letter  of  the  law  as  much  as  the  man  who 
filches  your  handkerchief  violates  the  letter 
of  the  law  against  feloniously  stealing 
from  the  person. 

The  Attornetf'General  begged  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
question  immediately  before  them,  which 
was  not  as  to  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  the  Corporation  of  Dublin;  but  as  to 
whether  there  should  hereafter  be,  in  the 
towns  of  Ireland  a  municipal  qualification 
or  franchise,  which,  in  some  cases,  should 
be  vested  in  10/.  householders,  and  in  other 
towns  in  the  5/.  householders.  He  had 
heard  no  objection  raised  to  this  arrange* 
ment,  except  that  it  did  not  assimilate  with 
the  practice  in  England.  No  ol)jection 
had  been  made  to  the  clause  which  had  not 
been  already  answered. 

Mr.  Gmilburn  begged  to  ask,  why  in  par- 
ticular boroughs,  where  a  greater  number 
of  10/.  householders  existed,  the  .5/.  fran« 
chise  was  to  be  created  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Bill.  In  Kilkenny  there  were  -2AO  10/. 
householders,  while  in  Londonderry  there 
were  408.  Now,  the  10/.  franchise  was  to 
be  continued  to  Kilkenny,  and  the  5/.  to 
Londonderry — the  latter  giving  nearly 
double  the  number  of  10/.  householders. 
He  wished  to  know  on  what  principle 
Government  acted  P 

Mr.  (/Conuell  said,  that  in  Kilkenny  there 
had  been  no  contest  since  the  Reform  Bill, 
and  the  10/.  householders,  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goulburn) 
alluded,  were  10/.  freeholders. 

Clauses  6th,  7th,  8th,  and  9th,  were 
agreed  to. 

On  Clause  10th, 

Mr.  Sharv  was  anxious  to  know  how  it 
was  proposed  to  preserve  the  rights  of  free* 
men  to  their  Parliamentary  franchise,  as  the 
Bill  had  no  provision  for  that  purpose 
similar  to  the  English  Municipal  Reform 
Act.  The  new  Corporations  were  to  be 
composed  of  burgesses  deriving  all  their 
rights  from  a  household  franchise,  and 
there  would  be  no  recognition  by  them, 
qua.  Corporations,  of  the  rights  of  freedom  ; 
in  short,  there  would  be  no  point  of  simi* 
larity  between  the  old  and  the  new  Cor* 
porations,  except  the  name ;  and  if  any  dis- 
cretion were  left  to  the  new  town-council, 
as  to  the  admission  of  persons,  it  would 
virtually  amount  to  their  rejection — and 
thus  gnidually  would  be  done  away  the 
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only  counterpoise  which  at  present  existed 
in  the  city  of  Dublin  to  the  influence  of  the 
10/.  householders. 

Mr.  0*Cofinell  said,  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended by  the  Bill  to  give  any  greater 
weight  to  the  new  Corporations  than  were 
enjoyed  by  the  old  ones.  Previously  to  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  a  Return  was 
made  to  the  House  by  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin,  stating,  that  they  did  not  recog- 
nize the  right  of  any  freeman  to  demand  his 
freedom.  The  Court  of  King's-bench,  by 
refusing  a  mandamus,  sanctioned  the  view 
taken  by  the  Corporation,  and  yet  now  hon. 
Members  stand  up  for  inchoate  rights  which 
were  decided  not  to  exist.  The  clause 
would  leave  the  right  just  as  it  found  it. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  that  there  was  no  doubt 
that  the  distinction  was  as  well  established 
in  Dublin  as  in  other  Corporations,  be- 
tween honorary  freemen,  and  those  who 
were  free  by  the  rights  of  birth,  servitude, 
and  marriage ;  these  rights  were  attained 
through  the  minor  guilds ;  but,  as  regarded 
the  Parliamentary  franchise,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  right  should  be  consummated 
by  passing,  what  was  termed  the  city  at 
large.  This  was  seldom  refused,  though  it 
had  been  in  some  few  instances.  In  one, 
the  Court  of  King's-bench  refused  a  man- 
damns  against  the  Corporation.  Still,  in 
substance,  the  freedom  by  right  was  fully 
recogiiiised  and  acted  upon,  and  by  virtue 
of  it  1,900  freemen  were  registered  in  the 
city  of  Dublin  under  the  Irish  Reform  Act. 
What  he  wanted  to  know  was,  whether  it 
was  intended  by  a  side-wind  to  affect  these 
rights,  as  well'  as  others  of  a  similar  kind, 
which  would  accrue  to  freemen  ? 

Mr.  iyConncll. — Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  deny  that  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Dublin  do  not  recognize  the  right 
of  a  freeman  }  The  Court  of  KingVbcnch 
decided  that  no  such  right  existed.  The 
mode  adopted  by  the  Corporation,  since  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  was  in  direct 
violation  of  that  Act.  All  tlicir  admissions 
of  freemen  since  were  by  special  favour, 
and  400  or  500  fraudulent  voters,  thus 
admitted,  had  recently  been  placed  upon 
the  registry  in  Dublin. 

Mr.  Gotdbuni  wished  to  know  whether 
the  new  Corporations  were  to  admit  those 
whom  they  chose  to  admit,  and  reject  those 
whom  they  chose  to  reject  ? 

The  Attorney^Getieral  said,  the  new 
town-council  would  have  no  discretion  at 
all.  An  inchoate  right  did  not  exist,  except 
where  it  could  be  peremptorily  enforced. 

Lord  Slanleji  mi,  the  question  was  » 


very  important  one  at  the  present  moment 
If  the  son  of  a  freeman  daim  to  be  admitted 
to  his  right,  the  Corporation  may  say 
whether  or  no  they  will  admit  him.  What 
he  (Lord  Stanley)  wished  to  know,  whether 
the  new  Corporation  would  have  the  power 
of  rejecting  him  if  they  should  think  iit. 
He  saw  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  preparing  a  case,  but  it  was  to  the 
Attorney-General  that  his  (Lord  Stanley's) 
observations  were  addressed. 

The  Aiiorney^GenercU  apprehended  the 
new  Corporation  of  Dublin  would  have  no 
discretion.  Thase  freemen  who  had  been 
admitted  in  the  way  described  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  since  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  were  usurpers, 
and  ought  to  be  disfranchised  by  a  quo 
warranto. 

Mr.  ^/mn;.^-Nothing  can  be  more  oon^- 
trary  to  the  fact  than  the  assertion,  that 
the  freemen  in  question  had  been  admitted 
by  special  grace  or  favour^-those  who  had 
been  so  admitted  (being  quite  a  distinct 
class)  had  no  right  to  be  registered  as  voters 
for  the  city  of  Dublin,  and  none  such  were 
registered ;  but  it  could  not  be  for  a  moment 
maintained,  tliat  those  who  were  free  by 
birth  or  servitude  ought  not  to  be  admitted 
to  register. 

Mr.  Shell  begged  to  know  what  the  right 
was  at  present  ?  It  was  said  to  be  inchoate, 
and  yet  the  Court  of  King's-bench  refused 
to  enforce  it.  It  appeared  from  the  utate^ 
rocnt  of  the  right  hon.  the  Recorder,  that  it 
was  obligatory  in  the  minor  guilds  to  admit, 
but  that  it  was  discretionary  with  the  Cor- 
poration  to  admit  to  the  freedom,  so  as  to 
enable  the  freemen  to  vote  at  elections  for 
Members  of  Parliament.  The  Bill  before 
the  Committee  enacts,  "  That  no  person  is 
to  be  admitted  by  gift  or  purchase,  but  that 
he  should  be  admitted  by  birth,  servitude^ 
or  marriage."  The  right  of  exclusion  re- 
mained as  at  present,  and  he  thought  it  just 
that  it  should  so  remain.  I'here  was  a 
combination  in  existence  amongst  the  Pro- 
testant tradesmen  of  Dubliuj  who  declared, 
they  would  not  receive  Roman  Catholics  as 
apprentices,  lest  by  possibility  they  might 
obtain  their  freedom.  If  a  veio  existed  now, 
he  wished  to  know  why  it  should  not  exist 
under  the  new  Corporation  ? 

Mr.  Shaw  never  heard  of  any  such  com- 
bination as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
alluded  to,  though  he  was  quite  free  to 
admit,  that  generally  speaking,  the  freemen 
were  different  both  in  politics  and  religion 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Q  Conned  said^  that  the  Membei 
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for  Bandan  was  Counsel  before  the  Register- 
ing Barrister,  for  those  persons  whom  he 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  contended,  had  been 
fraudulently  admitted  by  special  favour 
since  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  suggested  to  the  Registering 
Barrister  the  propriety  of  rejecting  one  of 
the  claimants,  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 
question  decided  by  way  of  appeal  to  a  higher 
tribunal  The  Member  for  Bandon  thought 
the  proposal  a  fair  one,  but  in  the  morning 
Mr.  Hatchell  came  down  and  said  the  par- 
ties could  not  agree  to  the  proposition.  At 
a  subsequent  period  a  claimant  was  rejected, 
and  instead  of  taking  the  appeal  to  the 
Court  of  King's-bench,  they  resorted  to  the 
Court  of  Exchequer,  and  certainly  the  Chief 
Baron  coincided  in  the  view  taken  by  the 
Registering  Barrister,  and  the  man  was 
registered. 

On  Clause  15th, 

Mr.  Sham  pointed  out  the  absurdity  of 
the  shortness  of  the  time  allowed  for  the 
Mayor  to  perform  the  duty  imposed  upon 
him.  The  hem.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  (Mr.  O'Connell)  boasted,  that  there 
would  be  20,000  voters  under  the  Bill. 
Now,  under  the  Irish  Reform  Act,  it  had 
taken  eight  Revising  Barristers  with  eight 
separate  Courts,  six  weeks  to  register  7>000 
voters,  and  the  time  limited  for  the  Mayor 
and  assessors  holding  a  single  Court,  was 
from  the  Ist  to  the  15th  October,  and  the 
whole  machinery  of  the  Act  depended  upon 
the  r^istry  being  completed  in  that  time. 

Mr.  Sergeant  O^Loughlen  saw  no  reason 
why  the  registry  should  not  be  completed 
in  the  time  specified. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

The  Clauses  to  the  42nd  were  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  The  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

Slave  Trade  (Spain).]  Viscount 
Palmerston  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Slave  Trade  (Spain)  Bill. 

Mr.  Fowell  Buxton  did  not  rise  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  upon  the  Bill,  or  the 
general  question  to  which  it  referred, 
though,  if  the  time  had  served,  he  would 
have  gladly  availed  himself  of  the  oppor- 
tunity which  the  motion  afibrded  for  so 
doing.  He  was  free  to  admit  that  the 
measure  of  which  the  noble  Viscount  now 
moved  the  third  reading,  was  fraught  with 
a  great  many  advantages,  and  was  likely 
to  be  of  considerable  importance  in  regard 
to  the  great  question  to  which  it  referred, 
bat  at  the  same  time  it  was  his  firm  con- 
victioDi  ibat  it  wa«  wanting  in  one  cN^ntial 


particular  absolutely  necessary  for  the  com- 
pute and  effectual  achievement  of  the 
object  in  view.     Slave  trading  was  not 
made  by  it  a  piratical  ofiience,  and  until  it 
was  it  would  never  be  put  a  stop  to.    The 
point,  however,  to  which  he  particularly 
wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Viscount  and  the  House,  was  the  conduct 
of  Portugal  in  connexion  with  this  subject. 
It  could  not  but  be  manifest  to  all  who 
were  in  even  the  least  degree  conversant 
with  the  matter,  that  without  a  similar 
treaty  with  the  Portuguese  Government, 
the  one  to  which  the  Bill  now  under  con- 
sideration referred^    would  prove  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  nugatory.     In  shorty 
if  there  was  a  single  flag  under  which  slave 
vessels  might  sail,  all  that  the  Government 
would  achieve  by  their  treaties  would  be, 
the  transfer  of  the  trade  from  others  to  the 
one  country  which  still  carried  it  on«  and 
the  practice  of  slave-dealing  would  go  on 
as  briskly  as  ever.     It  was  well  known  that 
nothing  was  more  easy  than  to  obtain 
letters  of  naturalization  from  the  Portu- 
guese Government ;  and  to  a  certainty  the 
owner  of  every  vessel  now  trading  under 
the  Spanish  flag,  would,  from  the  hour 
that,  in  virtue  of  the  present  treaty,  that 
Government  exerted  itself  in  the  suppres* 
sion  of  the  trade,  avail  himself  of  that 
formality.     For    this   reason,    he    much 
wished  the  noble  Viscount  and  the  Go* 
veniment    would    turn    their    immediate 
attention  to  the  point,  and  endeavour  to 
induce  the   Portuguese  Government    to 
enter  into  a  treaty  similar  to  that  just 
ratified  with  Spain.     Portugal  was  bound, 
not  merely  by  former  treaties,  but  by  good 
faith  and  good  feeling,  to  subscribe  to 
such  an  arrangement ;  and  he  entertained 
no  doubt  would,  if  properly  urged,  at  once 
do   so.     Negotiations  upon  the  subject 
had  been  now  pending  for  nearly  twenty 
years,  but  hitherto  without  any  satisfactory 
result.     If,  however,  the  noble  Viscount 
were  to  inform  the  Minister  representing 
the  Crown  of  Portugal  here,  that  Great 
Britain  was  determined  to  wait  no  longer, 
but  to  take  the  suppression  of  the  trade 
into  her  own  hands — as  she  could,  if  she 
pleased,   very  easily — he    felt  confident 
some  understanding  would  at  length  be 
come  to.    He  was  sure  the  country  at 
large  would  support  the  noble  Viscount  in 
any  attempt  to  enforce  the  ratification  of 
treaties  for  the  suppression  of  the  traffic ; 
and  the  sooner,  and  the  more  energetically 
bQ  aet  about  it|  the  more  satiified  tba 
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people  would  be.  Should  the  Portuguese 
Government  refuse  to  become  a  party  to 
such  a  treaty  as  that  to  which  he  alluded, 
he  trusted  the  noble  Viscount  would  not 
hesitate  to  inform  them^  that  orders  would 
be  given  to  the  British  cruisers  to  take  the 
pirates  wherever  they  found  them ;  and  he 
need  not  add,  he  hoped  such  orders  would, 
in  such  an  event,  be  given  and  acted 
upon. 

Viscount  Palmerston  agreed  with  the 
bon.  Member  in  thinking  that  the  most 
effectual  plan  that  could  be  adopted  for 
the  suppression  of  the  slave-trade,  was  for 
all  the  nations  to  make  it  a  piratical 
offence,  and  punish  it  accordingly*  It 
was  obvious,  however,  that  this  could  only 
be  done  by  the  consent,  and  with  the  good 
will  of  all  the  parties  concerned,  and  not 
by  the  mere  desire  of  one  or  two  of  them. 
Other  nations,  unfortunately,  did  not  view 
the  trafficking  in  human  life  with  the  same 
feelingsof  disgttstand  aversion  that  England 
did,  and  the  consequence  had  been,  that 
as  yet  it  had  been  found  impossible  to 
persuade  several  of  the  necessary  parties 
to  concur  in  designating  the  trade  as  a 
piratical  affair,  and  punishable  as  such. 
In  the  case  of  Spain,  the  British  Govern- 
ment originally  proposed  to  affix  to  the 
offence  the  severest  penalty  of  the  law, 
but  it  was  eventually  found  impossible  to 
persuade  its  Government  to  go  to  that 
extent.  It  agreed  to  affix  to  the  crime  a 
severe,  but  not  the  severest  penalty.  Not- 
withstanding that,  however,  he  hoped  that 
much  more  good  would  result  from  the 
treaty  than  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
expect.  The  Portuguese  flag,  it  was  true, 
might  be  made  use  of  for  the  purposes  of 
the  trade,  but  it  was  undeniable  that  the 

E>wer  which  the  treaty  went  to  give  Great 
ritain,  of  putting  down  the  trade  when 
attempted  under  the  flag  of  Spain,  would 
be  productive  of  most  beneficial  results. 
With  regard  to  Portugal,  he  had  only  to 
observe,  that  the  House  must  not  suppose 
that  there  was  no  treaty  upon  the  subject 
between  Great  Britain  and  its  Government. 
There  was  a  treaty,  which,  as  far  as  it 
went,  was  found  tolerably  effective,  though 
not  entirely  so.  The  defects,  wefe  first, 
that  the  district  of  country  South  of  the 
Line,  was  not  included  in  the  limits  to 
which  it  extended ;  and,  secondly,  that  it 
did  not  empower  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  vessels  found  equipped  for  the 
trade^  though  not  in  flagranti    deUctu, 

Upoo  these  pdrti  a  negotiation  was  now 


pending  with  the  Portuguese  Government ; 
and  considering  that  on  every  principle  oif 
good  faith,  and  regard  to  honour,  Portugal 
was  bound  to  enter  into  it,  he  (Viscount 
Palmerston)  could  not  believe  but  that  all 
was  desired  would  be  obtained.  The 
negotiation  had  been  protracted  in  conse- 
quence of  the  recent  change  of  Govern- 
ment in  that  country,  but  he  was  in  daily 
expectation  of  receiving  the  required  treaty 
duly  signed.  He  had  only,  in  conclusion, 
to  assure  the  House,  that  no  exertion  would 
be  spared  by  the  British  Government  to 
achieve  the  total  abolition  of  the  slave- 
trade,  and  from  the  communications 
recently  received  from  Powers  not  actually 
engaged  in  carrying  it  on,  but  whose  flags 
might  be  made  available  for  the  purpose, 
when  those  countries  hitherto  most  con- 
cerned in  it  discountenanced  its  continu- 
ance, he  and  the  Government  had  every 
reason  to  expect  that  their  efforts  would 
be  crowned  with  complete  success. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  thought  it  evident  that 
no  practical  end  had  been  obtained.  A 
little  smoke  had  been  raised,  just  to  give 
rise  to  the  supposition  that  something  was 
being  done ;  but  as  far  as  the  suppression 
of  the  trade  was  concerned,  it  was  evident 
no  advance  had  been  made. 

Viscount  Pa/merston  observed,  that  the 
smoke  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  alluded  must  have  got  into  his 
head,  and  rendered  him  unable  to  read  the 
Bill  under  discussion.  Had  he  done  so 
he  must  have  perceived  that  a  most  im- 
portant step  towards  the  suppression  of  the 
trade  had  been  gained  by  the  treaty  to 
which  the  measure  related. 

Mr.  Finch  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Weymouth  in  thinking,  that  until  the 
traffic  in  slaves  was  made  a  piratical  offence, 
it  would  never  be  entirely  suppressed. 

Mr.  Fowell  Buxton  expressed  his  perfect 
satisfaction,  that  the  Government  were 
doing,  and  would  continue  to  do,  all  in 
their  power  to  induce  other  nations  to  join 
with  them  in  discountenancing  the  slave* 
trade.  If,  in  the  case  of  Portugal,  nothing 
was  done,  he  begged  to  say,  that  he  would 
be  prepared  to  cdl  upon  the  House,  by  a 
specific  motion,  to  sanction  British  cruizers 
in  seizing  vessels  under  that  flag,  in  virtue 
of  the  existing  treaty.  He  wished,  before 
he  sat  down,  to  know  from  the  noble  Vis- 
count, if  any  negotiation  was  pending  to 
extend  the  operation  of  the  French  treaty, 
on  the  same  subject,  to  the  limits  to  bs 
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Viscoont  Palmerf  foxrepliedy  that  though 
the  limits  were  not  qaite  as  extensive  as 
was  desirahle,  no  inconvenience  had  as 
jet  resulted  from  their  narrowness.  No 
negotiation  upon  the  subject  was  pend- 
ing. 

The  Bill  read  a  third  tine  and  passed. 

Factories'  Act.]  Mr.  Poulett  Thom- 
son moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Factories'  Regulation  Bill. 

Mr.  Hindley  felt  it  his  duty  to  lift  up 
his  firm  protest  against  the  mtroduction 
of  the  Bill|  and  against  the  alterations  it 
proposed.  It  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House,  that  when  the  seven  hours 
Bill  was  brought  in,  the  Government 
desired  more  information  as  to  the  system 
pursued  in  the  cotton  factories ;  a  Com- 
mission was  accordingly  sent  down  into 
the  country  attended  by  medical  gentlemen 
of  the  first  eminence  for  that  purpose. 
And  it  was  in  consequence  of  that  Com- 
mission, that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp) 
then  the  leader  of  that  House^  said,  that 
with  respect  to  children  under  eleven  years 
of  age,  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Dorsetshire,  did  not  in  his 
opinion  go  far  enough.  And  he  (Mr. 
Hindley)  put  it  to  the  House,  whether  it 
was  right  that  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet 
should  now  come  down  with  a  Bill  to  repeal 
an  Act  which  had  passed  with  the  sanction 
of  a  Cabinet  of  which  he  was  a  Member 
not  more  than  one  or  two  Sessions  ae:o. 

Lord  Francis  Egerion  said,  the  House 
would  give  him  credit  for  the  great  interest 
he  had  taken  in  this  measure,  and  he  could 
not  but  express  a  hope,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  continue  to  oppose  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill,  as  it  had  been  moved 
under  the  impression  that  no  opposition 
would  take  place. 

Mr.  Trevor  also  thought  the  present 
was  not  a  fit  time  for  discussing  a  measure 
of  such  importance. 

Sir  {ATidrew  Agnew  md,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  said  enough,  he  considered, 
to  make  the  Government  pause  before 
they  went  on  with  such  a  Bill. 

Mr.  Hindley  would  then  reserve  his 
opposition  till  the  second  reading,  which 
he  hoped  would  not  be  till  after  Easter. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  brought  in,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Portuguese  Tariff.]  Mr.  Emerson 
Teiment  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Viscount   ^.^^^.^^ 

(ViKQVQt  Palmerstw)  whether  it  were  true  I  Prelats* 


that  the  Government  of  Portugal  had  intro- 
duced a  Tariff  of  Duties,  which,  if  carried 
into  full  effect,  would  be  not  only  injurious 
to,  but  almost  annihilate  the  exports  of 
British  produce  to  Portugal. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  it  was  true 
that  a  Tariff  of  duties  had  been  proposed 
by  the  Government  of  Portugal,  which,  if 
carried  into  effect,  would  be  greatly  in- 
jurious to  our  commercial  intercourse  with 
that  country,  though  it  was  not  directed 
more  against  the  import  of  British  goods 
than  those  of  other  nations.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  commercial  treaty  between 
this  country  and  Portugal  had  expired 
with  notice  on  the  30th  of  April  last,  and 
a  negotiation  was  now  going  on  for  a  new 
commercial  treaty  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. If  that  negotiation  should  not  suc- 
ceed, or  if  before  it  was  brought  to  a  close, 
the  tariff  should  be  carried  into  operation, 
it  would  be  for  the  Government  to  propose 
to  the  House,  and  it  would  be  for  the 
House  to  consider,  measures  which  would 
prevent  other  nations  from  obtaining  com- 
mercial facilities  in  this  country  which 
they  refused  to  give  us. 

Subject  dropped. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday^  March  15,  1836. 

Miivtrrcs.]  Petitians  presented.  By  the  Earf  of  Raoxom, 
fiom  Waieham  and  Mattock,  for  ReUef  to  the  Diawnlen; 
ftom  the  Parochial  Union  of  Cookham,  for  Extending  the 
time  for  tlic  Repayment  of  the  Sums  borrowed  for  the 
Building  of  Workhouses  under  the  Poor-Law  Amendment 
Act — By  Lord  TxupiJiMOiiKf  firom  Taghmon.  agiiatt 
Tithes  in  Ireland. — ^By  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  from 
Salisbury,  for  Poor-Laws  to  Ireland. — By  the  Earls  of 
Ripow  and  Radnor,  and  Lonb  Hathbston  and  Ellbn  • 
BOBouoB,  from  a  Number  ot  naoei««»/or  Alteimtiona  in 
the  Eodeaiastical  Courts'  BilL 

Educatiok  (Ireland).]  The  Bishop 
of  Exeter  presented  a  Petition  from 
the  Inhabitants  of  the  town  of  Derby, 
complaining  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  sys- 
tem of  Education  established  in  Ireland,  and 
praying  their  Lordships  AOt  to  sanction 
any  further  grant  to  Maynooth,  or  any 
similar  establishment;  and  spoke  to  the 
following  effect:* — My  Lords,  in  pre- 
senting myself  to  the  notice  of  the  House, 
I  beg  leave  to  assure  your  Lordships,  and 
especially  the  noble  Lords  near  me,  (his 
Majesty's  Ministers),  that  I  rise,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  proposing  any  motion  in 


*  From  a  corrected  edition,  published  by 
Murray,  with  noteS|  by  the  Right  Reverend 
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a  spirit  of  hostility  to  them,  or  to  awaken 
any  angry  discussion  on  the  subject  to 
which  my  motion  refers;  on  the  contrary, 
my  intention  is — and  I  trust  I  shall  be 
found  to  have  realized  that  intention — so 
to  deal  with  the  subject  as  to  satisfy  the 
noble  Viscount  himself^  that  I  have  no 
other  feeling  than  that  which  his  Majesty's 
Government  must  have  in  common  with 
me — I  mean,  a  feeling  for  the  real  good 
of  the  mass  of  the  population  of  Ireland, 
so  far  as  their  real  good  may  be  affected 
by  the  influence  of  education.  In  moving, 
as  I  shall  do,  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  practical 
results  of  the  operations  of  the  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  National  Education  in 
Ireland,  I  do  that  which  by  no  means  im- 
plies the  slightest  censure  on  tlie  Govern- 
jnent,  though  I  admit  it  implies  some 
suspicion  that  the  Commissioners  have 
not  conducted  this  great  undertaking  in  a 
manner  in  which  it  was  desirable  it  should 
be  conducted.  Still,  my  Lords,  as  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  cannot  be  held  re- 
sponsible for  Commissioners  acting  under 
the  authority  of  the  Crown,  more  than 
can  any  other  noble  Lords  of  this  House, 
they  need  not  consider  a  motion  of  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  such'Commissioners  as 
in  any  degree  directed  against  themselves. 
They  are  bounds  most  undoubtedly — and 
I  know  they  will  feel  themselves  called 
upon  to  act  accordingly — they  are  bound 
to  defend  all  officers  acting  under  the 
authority  of  the  Crown  when  they  are 
attacked,  if  they  think  the  attack  unfair, 
or  if  there  be  not  such  a  primd  facie  case 
made  out  as  calls  on  the  accused  -party  to 
answer  it. 

My  Lords,  if  the  charges  I  am  about  to 
make,  and  if  the  doubts  I  am  about  to 
express,  of  the  fitness  and  propriety  of  the 
continuance  of  the  system  in  its  present 
state,  shall  be  found  to  be  frivolous  and 
vexatious,  then,  I  entreat  your  Lordships 
to  dismiss  it  at  once.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  shall  appear  that  I  have  a  grave  case  of 
complaint,  and  that  I  tender  sufficient 
evidence  to  support  it,  I  trust,  under  those 
circumstances,  nis  Majesty's  Government 
will  consider  that  they,  above  all  the 
Members  of  this  House;  are  especially 
called  upon  to  promote  this  inquiry.  My 
Lords,  I  have  no  right  to  doubt  that  such 
are  the  intentions  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  I  have  no  right  to  doubt  that  they 
wish  to  give  all  possible  publicity  to  the 
working  of  this  system.  They  baye  always 


consented  to  the  production  of  all  Returns 
that  have  been  asked  relating  to  it,  (with 
one  exception,  indeed,  when  they  objected 
to  a  Return  of  the  comparative  number  tff 
Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic  children 
attending  these  schools ;  they  have  always 
expressed  their  wish  and  desire  to  assist  in 
the  development  of  all  its  operations; 
and,  believing  them  to  be  sincere  in  the 
desires  and  views  which  they  have  often 
expressed  on  this  subject,  I  will  say,  in 
the  outset,  that  I  will  not  call  upon  your 
Lordships  for  a  vote  against  the  Govern- 
ment, if,  after  Tliave  entered  into  this 
inquiry,  they  disapprove  of  my  motion.  I 
trust  this  declaration,  on  my  part,  will 
satisfy  your  Lordships,  that  I  entertain  no 
views  hostile  to  his  Majesty's  GovernmenL 
in  bringing  forward  this  subject— -that 
I  present  myself  to  yon  on  the  present 
occasion,  only  because  I  am  convinced 
that  in  doing  so  I  am  discharging  my 
duty  as  a  humble  minister  of  that  religion, 
which  it  is  my  bounden  duty  to  advance 
as  far  as  my  poor  ability  will  permit. 

In  order  that  noble  Lords  may  see  that 
it  is  not  my  wish  or  intention  to  proceed 
hostilely,  I  will  beg  leave  to  read  the 
terms  of  the  motion  with  which  I  shall 
conclude.  They  are  these: — "  That  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
what  progress  the  new  system  of  education 
in  Ireland  has  made  towards  effecting  the 
main  purpose  for  which  it  was  established 
— ^namely,  *  the  combined  education  of 
the  poorer  classes  of  the  community  in 
that  country,  both  Protestant  and  Roman 
Catholic,  resting  upon  religious  instruc- 
tion;' to  inquire  whether  the  funds 
intrusted  to  the  Commissioners  have  been 
judiciously  administered  for  the  attainment 
of  that  object ;  and  whether  experience  of 
the  practical  result  of  their  labours  has 
rendered  it  safe  and  advisable  to  adopt  the 
recommendations  contained  in  their  Second 
Report,  for  the  great  extension  of  the 
sytem  therein  contemplated." 

Your  Lordships  will  perceive,  that  in 
the  first  part  of  my  motion  I  have  stated 
the  purpose  for  which  this  system  was 
established— -nfimely,  the  combined  educa- 
tion of  the  poorer  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity, both  Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic, 
resting  on  religious  instruction.  I  have 
done  so  on  the  authority  of  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commona  of  1828,  which  Report  is 
expressly  stated  in  Lord  Stanley's  letter 
to  be  tbt  wttboritj  on  which  Ibo  preaen^ 
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plan  is  based.  It  concludes  by  saying,**- 
''  It  has  been  the  object  of  your  Com- 
mittee to  discover  a  mode  in  which  the 
combined  education  of  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  may  be  carried  on,  rest- 
ing upon  religious  instruction,  but  free 
from  the  suspicion  of  proselylism.'* 

This  then,  I  say,  has  been  the  object 
"which  has  always  been  avowed;  and  I 
think  that  it  will  hardly  be  denied  that 
the  time  is  now  arrived  for  endeavouring 
to  ascertain  how  far  this  object  has  been 
accomplished*  My  Lords,  when  the 
system  was  first  set  on  foot,  it  was  avowed, 
on  all  sides,  to  be  an  experiment ;  such 
was  the  judgment  of  it,  expressed  both  in 
this  and  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  such  was  the  language  used,  and  the 
opinion  stated,  by  one  of  the  most 
influential  and  most  distinguished  Members 
of  tlie  Commission—-!  mean  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin.  That  most  reverend 
Prelate  always  admitted  that  the  system 
was  an  experiment,  and.  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  avow  his  suspicion  that  the 
experiment  would  not  succeed.  Well, 
then,  my  Lords,  there  having  been  no 
inquiry  into  the  result  of  this  experiment 
up  to  the  present  day»  this  consideration 
alone  would  justify  my  present  motion. 
But  independently  of  this,  I  think  I  shall 
be  enabled  to  state  grounds  sufficient, 
why  that  inquiry  should  now  take  place. 

The  Second  Report  of  the  Commission, 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and  which  was 
laid  on  your  Lordships'  Table  at  the  end 
of  the  last  Session,  and  printed,  I  believe, 
during  the  recess,  contemplates  such  an 
enormous  extension,  both  of  the  means 
and  the  sphere  of  action  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, that  it  really  becomes  the  bounden 
duty  of  your  Lordships,  and  of  all  who 
are  concerned  in  giving  effect  to  the 
>  recommendation,  to  pause  and  weigh  well 
the  grounds  on  which  you  are  called  upon 
to  proceed,  and  the  extent  to  which  you 
are  invited  to  go.  It  can  hardly  be 
necessary  for  me  to  remind  your  Lordships 
of  the  enormous  extent  of  the  demands 
made  by  these  Commissioners ;  they  re- 
quire very  large  sums  of  money  for  nine 
laccessive  years,  and  then  a  perpetual 
allowance  of  200,000/.  per  annum.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say,  this  is  not  the  place  in 
which  any  man  would  say  that  the  ex- 
penditure of  that  or  any  other  sum  would 
be  too  large,  if  it  should  have  the  effect  of 
giving  religious  peace  to  the  people  of 
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lation  of  that  country  sound  religious  edu- 
cation. It  is  because  I  think  that  religious 
peace  cannot  be  obtained,— that  sound 
religious  education  cannot  be  afforded,— 
by  a  continuance  of  the  system  on  which 
the  Commissioners  have  hitherto  acted, 
that  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty,  before  you 
come  to  consider  the  vote  which  is  to  be 
proposed  for  carrying  on  this  system,  to 
call  upon  your  I.ordships  to  take  a  view  of 
the  whole  case,  and  by  a  Select  Committee 
to  consider  the  course  which  you  may 
deem  it  necessary  to  pursue. 

Your  liordships  are  aware  that  while  the 
Commissioners  demand  this  large  sum 
of  money,  they  avow  that  their  purpose  is 
to  take  upon  themselves  the  education  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  population  of  Ireland. 
They  expressly  say — 

*^  We  think  that  the  new  system  may 
be  gradually  extended  through  the  agency 
of  such  teachers  as  we  have  contemplated, 
until  its  benefits  are  enjoyed  by  the  great 
mass  of  the  population." 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  must,  in  the  first 
place,  say  that  I  think  it  hardly  possible—* 
although  the  Report  bears  the  signatures 
of  every  member  of  the  Commission — that 
it  could  have  been  unanimously  agreed  to. 
It  appears  to  me  hardly  possible,  for  in- 
stance, that  the  most  reverend  Prelate 
(the  Archbishop  of  Dublin)  could  have 
assented  to  that  recommendation.  And 
why  do  I  say  this  ?  My  Lords,  it  may  be 
in  the  recollection  of  your  Lordships,  that 
when  the  system  was  first  proposed,  it  ex- 
cited feelings  of  great  apprehension  and 
alarm  in  the  minds  of  most  of  the  clergy 
of  Ireland,  and  especially  of  the  clergy  of 
the  diocese  of  Dublin,  who  addressed  their 
diocesan  in  terms  of  respectful  but  strong 
remonstrance  against  it.  To  this  address 
the  most  reverend  Prelate,  with  firmness 
and  with  dignity — but  with  the  most  entire 
disposition  to  conciliate  every  feeling  of 
distrust  that  might  have  arisen  in  their 
minds, — returned  an  answer  on  the  7th  of 
March,  1832,  in  which  he  said— 

"  From  all  that  I  have  been  able  to  learn, 
I  have  been  convinced  that  no  one  descrip- 
tion of  school  can  be  the  best  adapted  to 
all  parishes  alike." 

The  most  reverend  Prelate  was  here 
addressing  himself  to  the  subject  of  the 
different  circumstances  and  character  of 
these  parishes,  and  the  different  religious 
persuasions  of  their  population.  He  then 
goes  on  to  say — 

.  *<  Tbe  rector  of  each  pariah  muit  be^  left 
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to  judge  what  system  is  best  suited  to  his 
own ;  and  I  am  very  far  from  wishing 
that  a  more  imperfect  system  should  be 
introduced  in  any  place  where  one  intrin- 
sically better  can  be  made  available." 

The  most  reverend  Prelate  considered 
that  in  all  cases,  where  it  was  possible, 
they  ought  to  afford  religious  instruction 
on  the  principles  of  the  Church  of  England ; 
on  which  subject  some  doubts  appear  to 
have  been  entertained  respecting  his 
views ;  and  he  goes  on  to  explain  himself 
thus  :— 

^'  I  never  understood  that  it  was  intended 
to  substitute  such  (national)  schools  for 
those  on  a  more  perfect  system  in  any 
place  where  such  should  have  been  intro- 
duced and  found  to  succeed,  but  to  rescue 
"from  hopeless  ignorance  those  who  (whe- 
ther by  their  own  fault  or  otherwise) 
could  not  be  brought  to  avail  themselves 
of  any  better  plan."* 

That  was  a  very  modest  expression  of  opi- 
nion in  favourof  the  new  system  on  the  part 
of  the  most  reverend  Prelate,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  he  was  quite  sincere  in  giving  it; 
I  have,  also,  no  doubt  he  would  at  that 
time  have  been  astonished  if  he  had  been 
told  that^  within  a  short  period,  Parlia- 
ment would  be  called  upon,  in  part  on  his 
authority,  to  come  forward  and  adopt  this 
as  an  universal  system.  I  am  sure  the* 
most  reverend  Prelate  would  have  so 
felt.  Still,  however,  I  admit  that  if  it  has 
been  found,  by  the  experience  of  the  last 
four  years,  that  the  system  has  worked  so 
well  as  to  prove  it  to  be  the  best  plan 
which  can  be  adopted,  then,  indeed,  there 
has  been  no  inconsistency  in  the  conduct 
of  the  most  reverend  Prelate,  even  if  he 
has  cordially  joined  in  the  recent  Report. 
But  the  question  of  the  success  of  the 
system  is  that  which  is  at  issue. 

The  Report  states  that  there  shall  be 
5,000  schools,  and  as  many  teachers,  in 
Ireland — that  this  number  is  required  for 

*  The  following  passage  (p.  23)  is  still 
more  remarkable : — "  Where  schools  on  the 
Kildare-place  plan,  or  on  one  intrinsically 
better,  are  found  to  work  well,  and  to  embrace 
the  great  mass  of  the  population,  I  should  be 
truly  soriy  to  see  an  inferior  one  substituted. 
But  in  the  many  districts  where  the  case  is 
otherwise,  it  does  seem  to  me  highly  desirable, 
that  at  least  an  attempt  should  be  made  to  im- 
part some  useful  knowledge  to  those  who 
would  otherwise  either  be  left  in  hopeless 
ignorance,  or  would  learn  more  evil  than  good, 
^m,  perhaps,  some  hedge-schoolmasters,  who 
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the  purpose  of  affording  education  to  the 
great  mass  of  the  population.  Now,  my 
Lords,  let  the  House  recollect  that  the 
establishment  of  a  system  of  education, 
resting  on  religious  instruction,  is  that  for 
which  the  Board  was  appointed — ^that 
religious  instruction  was  declared  to  be 
the  very  foundation  and  basis  of  the  whole 
plan;  and,  therefore,  if  it  has  failed  in 
that,  it  has  failed  at  the  very  root.  I  en- 
treat your  Lordships,  then,  to  observe  how 
the  Commissioners  have  provided  for  reli- 
gious instruction  in  these  schools,  to  be 
established  throughout  Ireland.  There 
are  to  be,  as  I  have  said,  5,000  teachers, 
and  these  teachers  are  to  receive  a  very 
advanced  species  of  education.  I  will 
beg  leave  to  read  to  your  Lordships  ia 
what  manner,  and  on  what  subjects,  these 
schoolmasters  are  to  be  instructed : — 

**  In  order  to  secure  teachers  of  skill 
and  intelligence,  we  propose  establishing 
five  professorships  in  our  training  insti- 
tution:—  1.  Of  the  Art  of  Teaching  and 
Conducting  Schools.  2.  Of  Composition, 
English  Literature,  History,  Geography, 
and  Political  Economy.  3  Of  Natural 
Historv,  in  all  its  branches.  4.  Of  Mathe- 
matics  and  Mathematical  Science.  5.  Of 
Mental  Philosophy,  including  the  elements 
of  Logic  and  Rhetoric." 

My  Lords,  these  are  most  important 
subjects,  certainly,  and  cannot  be  too 
much  encouraged  in  their  proper  order. 
I  quarrel  not  now  with  the  attempt  to 
give  this  ^ide  circle  of  knowledge  to  the 
schoolmasters  of  Ireland.  I  only  contend 
that  the  main  object  is  not  provided  for, 
and  that  the  plan  of  the  Commissioners  is 
not  likely  to  attain  that  object.  For  it 
must  be  observed,  that  in  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners,  when  speaking  of  the 
qualification  of  schoolmasters,  there  is  a 
total  absence  of  anything  like  a  reference^ 
to  religion ;  for  anything  that  appears  to 
the  contrary  they  may  be  atheists.  No 
mode  is  pointed  out  by  which  the  slightest 
particle  of  religious  knowledge  can  be 
obtained  by  them.  It  may,  perhaps,  be 
said  that  they  will  partake  of  the  general 
means  of  religious  instruction  given  by  the 
Board,  in  all  the  schools  under  their  con- 
trol ;  but  if  this  be  said,  I  must  take  leave 
to  deny  the  correctness  of  the  statement. 
The  only  principle  on  which  the  Board 
rests  its  expectation  of  adequate  religious 
instruction  being  given  in  its  schools,  is 
the  duty  of  the  several  pastors  o£  congre- 
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to  tlie  teaching  of  their  respective  flocks. 
But  bow  can  such  pastors  contrive  to  in- 
struct those  who  were  formerly  under  their 
charge,  when  they  are  removed  to  the 
normal  school  of  Dublin,  or  of  some  other 
great  city,  or  county-town  in  Ireland  ? 
My  Lords,  it  is  impossible.  These  5,000 
schoolmasters  will  be  left  to  pick  up  their 
religion  as  they  can;  and  I  must  say, 
this  is  the  first  time  that  the  people  of 
this  country  were  ever  asked  to  believe, 
that  children  can  be  taught  the  only 
truths,  which  it  is  really  essential  for  them 
to  know, — ^true  morality,  and  true  religion, 
—-by  those  who  are  not  deeply  imbued 
with  the  principles  of  religion  themselves. 

But  these  teachers  are  not  merely  to 
benefit  the  people  of  Ireland  "through  the 
schools  committed  to  their  charge.  Iden- 
tified in  interest  with  the  state,  and  there- 
fore anxious  to  promote  a  spirit  of  obedi- 
ence to  lawful  authoritv,  we  are  confident, 
(says  the  Report),  that  they  would  prove  a 
body  of  the  utmost  value  and  importance 
in  promoting  civilization  and  peace.'* 

My  Lords,  a  higher  authority  than 
these  Commissioners  has  commanded  a 
different  coigrse  to  be  pursued  in  training 
men  to  loyalty.  **  Fear  God,  and  honour 
the  King,''  says  a  book  which,  whatever 
the  Commissioners  may  think  of  it,  your 
Lordships  are  not  so  liberal  as  to  discard. 
My  Lords,  the  "  Fear  of  God"  must  go 
first,  for  no  man  will  honour  the  King,  no 
man  will  be  loyal  or  faithful  to  his  earthly 
governors,  who  does  not  fear  God, — who 
does  not  honour  the  King  because  he  fears 
God  ?  And  yet  there  is  not  the  slightest 
care  taken,  I  repeat,  to  teach  these  teach- 
ers their  only  true  lesson  of  wisdom — nay, 
there  is  not  the  slightest  security  taken 
against  the  appointment  of  the  most  god- 
less youths  in  Ireland  to  be  teachers  in 
these  schools. 

It  is  singular  enough,  but  it  does  so 
happen,  that  about  the  time  when  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  was  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  the  Minister  of 
Public  Instruction  in  France  directed  a 
circular  letter  to  be  addressed  to  the  rectors 
of  the  academies  in  that  country ;  and  it  is 
not  a  little  mortifying  to  observe,  how 
much  more  importance  the  French  Minis- 
ter attaches  to  religion,  as  an  essential 
part  of  education,  than  has  been  ascribed 
to  it  by  these  Commissioners.  Yet  this 
was  not  wont  to  be  the  case.  This  country 
was  not  wont  to  be  inferior  to  France  in 
reverence  for  religion,  nor  in  zeal  for  the 


promotion  of  its  sacred  cause.   My  Lords, 
M.  Guizot  says — 

"  It  has  been  sometimes  thought,  that 
to  succeed  in  securing  to  families  of  differ- 
ent creeds  the  reality  and  the  freedom  of 
religious  instruction,  it  was  sufficient  to 
substitute  for  the  special  lessons  and 
practices  of  the  several  religious  denomi- 
nations, some  lessons  and  practices  sus- 
ceptible in  appearance  of  being  applied  to 
all  religions.  Such  measures  would  not 
answer  the  real  wish  either  of  families  or 
of  the  law.  They  would  tend  to  banish 
all  positive  and  effective  religious  instruc- 
tion from  the  schools,  in  order  to  substi- 
tute one  that  is  merely  vague  and  abstract.** 

Such  are  the  observations  of  M.  Guizot 
on  the  subject  of  a  generalized  religious 
instruction  in  schools.  But  then  follows  a 
passage  of  greater  importance,  tending  & 
show  the  feeling  which  the  French  minis- 
ter entertains,  as  to  the  absolute  necessity 
of  giving  a  sound  religious  education  to 
those  whose  duty  it  will  be  to  instruct 
others,— a  point  upon  which  the  Commis- 
sioners, I  grieve  to  say,  are  altogether 
silent.    The  passage  runs  thus — 

"  If  the  reality  and  the  freedom  of  the 
religious  instruction  of  the  children  ought 
to  be  thus  secured,  in  all  schools,  and 
for  all  creeds,  with  still  stronger  reason 
ought  the  same  care  to  be  taken  for  the 
religious  instruction  of  the  teachers  them- 
selves, who  are  to  be  placed  at  the  head 
of  these  schools." 

My  Lords,  I  should  be  glad  to  hear 
any  noble  Lord  get  up,  and  say,  he  has 
found  a  passage  like  this  in  any  part  of 
the  Report  of  these  Commissioners.  Alas ! 
there  is  not  a  single  syllable  in  it  of  the 
kind.  I  am  sure,  therefore,  that  your 
Lordships  will  feel  that  the  recommen- 
dation of  these  Commissioners,  as  far  as 
concerns  one  great  and  essential  particular, 
the  religious  instruction  of  the  teachers,  is 
not  only  defective,  (that  would  be  to  say 
little),  but  positively  vicious.  Without 
religion,  all  other  knowledge  can  only 
lead,  as  it  always  has  led,  the  corrupt 
nature  of  man  to  a  more  frig:htful  excess 
of  wickedness.  In  short,  my  Lords,  by 
omitting  to  provide  for  the  effective  reli- 
gious instruction  of  the  teachers,  the 
Commissioners  have  neglected  their  first 
and  most  obvious  duty. 

On  looking  to  the  grounds  on  which 
the  Commissioners  rest  thetrdemands  for  an 
accession  to  their  funds,  and  the  extension 
of  their  place,  I  find  them  declaring — 
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'<  That  the  system  has  akeady  been 
Tery  geoerally  adopted  under  the  auspices 
both  of  Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic 
clergymen,  and  of  Protestant  and  Roman 

Catholic  laymen That  it  has  proved 

generally  beneficial  and  acceptable  to 
Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics  accord- 
ing to  their  respective  wants/' 

They  state,  in  particular,  that  no  fewer 
than  140  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Church,  180  of  the  Presbyterian  persua- 
sion,and  1,397  Roman  Catholic  clergymen, 
have  been  among  the  applicants  for  their 
aid  in  the  establishment  of  new  schools. 
Now  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  investigate 
this  matter,  and  I  find  by  the  Returns 
which  have  been  laid  before  the  House, 
that  with  respect  to  the  140  persons 
described  as  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Ohurch  who  have  given  in  their  adhesion 
to  the  plan  of  the  Commissioners,  there 
are,  in  fact,  only  80.*  If  your  Lordships 
look  to  the  Return,  which  was  obtained, 
with  great  difficulty,  at  the  end  of  the  last 
Session,  and  then  only  so  obtained  in 
consequence  of  something  very  like  a 
threat,  which  was  held  out  by  a  Noble 
Baron,  not  now  in  this  country,— that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  make  the  authority 
of  this  House  felt,  if  the  Return  was  any 
longer  withheld— your  Lordships  will  find^ 
that  instead  of  there  being  140  applicants 
from  among  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Church,  there  are  in  fact  only  80.  The 
same  persons  are  registered  over  and  over 
again,  in  consequence  of  their  having 
applied  for  more  than  one  school.  There 
are  two  clergymen  (I  do  not  mention  the 
fact  to  their  disparagement,  for  I  have  no 
right  to  suppose  them  to  be  not  sincere 
and  zealous  in  the  cause),  but  there  are 
two  clergymen  belonging  to  a  parish  in 
the  diocese  of  Derry,  who  have  applied 
for  so  many  schools,  that  their  names  are 
reckoned  as  thirteen — nearly  a  tenth  of 
the  whole  number  I  And  these  individuals 
are  the  rector  and  curate  of  a  parish  in 
which  there  is  by  no  means  a  large  Pro- 
testant population.  I  wish  most  heartily 
that  the  case  stopped  here,  but  it  does  not. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  there  will  be  in  this 
House  no  special  pleading  in  justification 
of  the  statement  of  the  Commissioners,  on 
the  ground  of  their  speaking  of  140  sig- 

*  Eighty-eight  names  are  given  in  the  re- 
turn. But  eight  of  these  do  not  apply  to  any 
of  the  schools  specified  in  the  other  return 
previously  made,  and  are,  all  of  them,  open  to 
objection. 


natures,  and  of  their  being,  id  fact,  140 
signatures  of  clergymen^  though  not  of 
140  clergymen.  I  am  quite  sure,  I  repeat, 
that  such  a  subterfuge  would  be  spumed 
by  every  one  of  your  Lordships.  I  am 
quite  sure  the  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of 
the  Commission  would  not  wish  that  such 
an  answer  should  be  made  to  the  charge ; 
but  if  it  be  made,  I  can  then,  in  reply,  refer 
to  another  part  of  the  very  same  Report. 
My  Lords,  if  you  will  turn  to  the  Abstract 
of  the  Table,  No.  1,  at  the  end  of  the 
Report,  you  will  find  a  statement  of  the 
number  of  persons,  clerical  and  lay,  who 
have  signed  applications  for  aid  in  found- 
ing those  schools.  Out  of  the  applicants 
for  1^06  schools  at  present  in  operation, 
it  is  expressly  and  in  terms  stated,  that 
there  are  117  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Church;  and  that  for  the  191  not  yet 
in  operation,  but  building,  twenty-three  of 
the  applicants  are  clergymen  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  Now,  these  numbers  of 
117  and  twenty-three,  make  up  exactly 
140.  This,  then,  is  the  number  of  clerical 
applicants  stated  by  the  Board,  though 
there  are  in  truth  only  eighty,  the  signa* 
tures  of  the  same  persons,  in  many  in- 
stances, being  counted  over  and  over 
again.  I  repeat,  therefore,  that  this 
statement  by  the  Commissioners,  of  the 
number  of  Protestant  clergymen  under 
whose  auspices  the  system  is  said  to  have 
been  adopted,  is  not  only  not  true,  but 
contrary  to  the  truth. 

But,  my  Lords,  even  here  the  matter 
does  not  rest.  I  have  something  still  to 
say,  which  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
consider  far  more  surprising.  Your  Lord- 
ships, I  am  sure,  will  bear  in  mind  what 
took  place  when  this  system  was  originally 
introduced.  I  hold  in  my  hand  Lord 
Stanley's  letter,  which  was  the  foundation 
of  the  system,  and  which  contains  the 
principles  laid  down  for  the  guidance  of 
the  Commissioners.  That  noble  Lord 
says  !— 

**  As  one  of  the  main  objects  must  be  to 
unite  in  one  system  children  of  different 
creeds,  and  as  much  must  depend  upon 
the  co-operation  of  the  resident  clergy, 
the  Board  will  probably  look  with  peculiar 
favour  upon  applications  proceeding  either 
from — 1st.  The  Protestant  and  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  of  the  Parish;  or  2nd. 
One  of  the  clergymen,  and  a  certain  num- 
ber of  parishioners  professing  the  opposite 
creed;  or  3rd.  Parishioners  of  both  deno- 
minations." 
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'  Now,  then  aie  thiee  different  classes, 
and,  as  the  Commissioners  present  three 
elanes  of  applicants  in  their  Report,  we 
are  bound  to  suppose  that  they  intend 
their  classes  to  be  the  same  as  Lord  Stan- 
ley's-^strictly  the  same;  the  first  class 
being  of  schools  for  which  application  was 
made  by  the  resident  parochial  clergymen 
of  the  different  denominations.  The  Com- 
missioners state  that  the  number  of  appli- 
cants of  the  first  class  is  140;  I  have 
reduced  them  to  eighty,  and  I  shall  now 
prooeed  to  reduce  them  a  little  more. 

My  Lords,  circumstances  occurred 
which  excited  in  my  mind  a  strong  sus- 
picion of  the  inaccuracy  of  the  Board  in 
this  particular,  and  I  was  induced  to  take 
some  pains  in  corresponding  not  only  with 
friends  in  Ireland,  but.  also  with  other  most 
respectable  individuals  to  whom  I  was 
before  a  stranger,  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
real  facts  of  the  case.  The  results  of  that 
investigation  I  will  now  take  the  liberty  of 
stating  to  your  Lordships* 

I  find  that  several  of  the  clergymen  stated, 
in  the  Report  of  the  25th  of  March  of  last 
year,  to  be  applicants  to  the  Board,  have 
been  dead  these  two  or  three  years, — that 
several  others  have  withdrawn,— -that  se- 
veral others  have  ceased  to  have  any  con- 
nexion with  the  parishes  with  which  they 
were  concerned  when    the  schools  were 
established, — that  many  had    never  any 
connexion  with  the  parishes  at  ail, — and 
that  of  the  existence  of  at  least  one  no 
traces  can  be  found  ; — in  short,  I  pledge 
myself,  if  your  Lordships  will  grant  me  this 
Committee,  to  show,  by  incontrovertible 
evidence,  that  the   number  of  140  will 
dwindle  down  to  40  at  most.     From  one 
clergyman  I  have  received  a  letter,  stating 
that,  on  seeing  the  name  of  an  individual 
printed  among  the  applicants  for  a  school 
in  the  parish  of -which  the  writer  was  rector, 
he  wrote  to  him,  inquiring  how  he  came  to 
apply   for  the  erection   of  a  school  in  a 
parish  with  which  he  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do.    The  answer  was, — 
.  '*  I  happened   to  be   visiting  in   your 
parish,  and  put  my  name  to  the  applica- 
tion on  being  told  that  my  doing  so  did  not 
imply  any  connexion  with  the  place,  or 
impose  any  future  responsibility.    I  signed 
it  merely  as  an  individual,  and  not  as  the 
clergyman    of,     or     belonging     to,     the 
parish." 

This  shows  the  sort  of  artifices  to  which 
recourse  has  been  had,  not  by  the  Com- 
missioners, but  by  partisans  of  the  system. 


I  win  not  weary  your  Lordships  by  going 
into  many  cases  in  remote  parts  of  the 
country  of  whichthere  is  a  great  variety, .and 
some  of  which  are  very  extraordinary.  In 
one  instance,  the  individual  described  as  a 
clergyman  had  discarded  not  only  the 
dress,  but  the  address,  of  a  clergyman  ;  he 
registered  his  vote  for  the  county  as  an 
esquire,  and  lost  his  vote  for  the  false  de- 
scription* My  Lords,  this  worthy  appli- 
cant to  the  Board  is  counted  three  times, 
havingapplied  forthreeschools.  He  is  three 
of  the  140.  Noble  Lords  may  testify  sur- 
prise ;  but  .if  the  noble  Viscount  will  grant 
me  the  Committee,  I  will  prove  everything 
I  have  stated.  Meanwhile  I  will  say,  that 
I  find  this  person,  once  a  clergyman,  now  a 
layman,  styled  an  esquire  in  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  for  inquiring  into  the 
State  of  the  Poor  of  Ireland  in  the  last  year: 
I  do  not  wish  to  mention  the  name  of  this 
person  publicly,  but  if  the  noble  Viscount 
asks  me  for  it  I  will  give  it  him,  whether 
he  grants  me  the  Committee  or  not. — 
There  is  another  person  in  the  Return, 
who  I  will  not  say  lost  his  gown,  but  who 
bad  been  removc^i  from  his  cure,  twenty 
years  ago,  for  some  act  of  great  misconduct, 
and  afterwards,  on  endeavouring  to  thrust 
himself  into  active  ministry,  was  removed 
by  the  Bishop.  That  person  has  applied 
for  two  schools,  and  he  is  two  of  the  140. 
In  some  other  cases  the  names  put  down 
are  gross  forgeries. 

But,  my  Lords,  there  is  one  case 
peculiarly  worthy  of  remark.  For  where 
did  it  occur  ?  In  a  remote  part  of  Ireland  ? 
No,  my  Lords,  in  the  city  of  Dublin  itself. 
The  name  of  Robertson,  a  supposed  clergy^ 
man,  is  given  in  an  application  of  the  first 
class  for  the  establishment  of  a  school  in 
the  parish  of  St.  Peter's,  which  is  part  of 
the  corps  of  the  archdeaconry  of  Dublin. 
Now,  the  archdeacon  himself  has  written  to 
me,  stating  not  only  that  there  is  no  such 
clergyman  among  his  curates,  or  connected 
with  him,  but  that  he  absolutely  does  not 
know  the  name — and  another  friend  in- 
forms me,  that  he  has  inquired  diligently, 
but  inquired  in  vain — for  no  one  knows  ot 
the  existence  of  such  a  person.  Can  this 
have  been  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the 
Commissioners?  I  have  no  doubt  they 
thought  this  person  belonged  to  Dublin — 
but  did  they  believe  he  was  a  resident 
clergyman  in  the  parish  for  which  he 
applied  ?  The  very  circumstance  of  their 
not  having  ascertained  the  fact  is,  to  my 
mind,  a  clear  and  manifest  proof  that  they 
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do  not  take  the  trouble  to  mftke  the  in- 
quiries which  they  ought  to  deem  neces- 
sary. Their  not  having  done  so  in 
this  case,  in  which  the  proofs  lay  at 
their  own  door,  shows  that  they  have  not 
considered  it  to  be  a  part  of  their  duty  to 
do  so  at  all ; — in  short,  my  Lords,  I  say, 
confidently,  that  as  the  Commissioners 
have  not  thought  proper  to  ascertain  the 
authenticity  of  the  signatures  to  these 
applications,  they  have  neglected  their 
most  obvious  duty — nay,  they  have  pursued 
a  course  which  was  manifestly  likely  to  pro- 
voke, and  has,  in  fact,  provoked,  very  dis- 
gusting fraud. 

My  Lords,  the  case  which  I  have  just 
mentioned  occurred,  I  repeat,  within  the 
city  of  Dublin,  within  the  jurisdiction, 
therefore,  and  under  the  eye«  of  one  of 
the  Commissioners — the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin — who  had  it  in  his  power  most 
easily,  by  merely  looking  into  his  Diocese 
Book,  to  ascertain, — and  I  should  have 
thought  he  would  have  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  ascertain — whether  the  application 
for  this  school  in  Dublin,  professing  to 
be  made  by  a  clergyman  of  the  Church 
of  England,  was  really  made  by  the 
clergyman  of  the  parish,  before  he  per- 
mitted his  own  name  to  be  affixed  to 
this  Report ;  much  more,  before  he  came 
to  Parliament,  claiming  increased  means 
for  the  extension  of  the  system,  and 
founding  his  claim  on  the  alleged 
number  ofclergymen  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land who  support  it. 

But  this  has  not  been  confined  to  the 
city  of  Dublin.  Within  the  very  same 
diocese,  in  a  parish  very  near  the  country 
residence  of  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Plunket),  the  parish  of  Delgany,  a 
similar  case  has  occurred.  Two  clergy- 
men of  the  Church  of  England  are  stated 
as  applicants  for  a  national  school  there. 
My  Lords,  I  have  the  happiness  of  being 
acquainted  with  the  clergyman  of  that 
parish  (the  reverend  Mr.  Cleaver),  and 
believing  that  he  was  ardently  opposed  to 
this  unscriptural  plan  of  education,  I 
requested  a  common  friend  to  inquire  of 
him  how  it  happened  that  two  of  his 
curates  had  applied  for  a  national  school  to 
be  established  in  his  parish.  **  Two  of  my 
curates  !*'  said  this  gentleman,  "  it  is 
impossible.  I  know  nothing  of  any  such 
school."  and  then  came  an  explanation. 
The  names  of  those  two  applicants  were 
Colbonrne  and  Morrison.  Mr.  Cleaver 
assured  my  friend  that  they  had  nothing 


whatever  to  do  with  his  parish.  One  of 
them,  indeed,  had  no  pastoral  connexion 
with  any  parish  at  all,  and  the  other  was 
resident  on  his  living  in  a  distant  part  of 
Ireland*  coming  to  the  neighbourhood  of 
Delgany  only  as  an  occasional  visitor* 
But  the  case  does  not  end  here.  Mr. 
Morrison,  finding  that  his  name  had  been 
put  forth  as  one  of  the  applicants  for  this 
school,  immediately  wrote  to  Mr.  Cleaver, 
assuring  him  that  he  never  had  signed  any 
such  application,  and  that  he  wondered 
who  it  was  that  had  had  the  audacity  to 
put  his  name  to  such  a  document.  The 
other  gentleman  is  now  in  Italy,  and, 
therefore,  whether  his  name  was  foiled  or 
not  cannot  be  ascertained.  Be  this  as  it 
may,  it  is  enough  for  my  argument  that 
neither  he  nor  Mr.  Morrison  had  any 
connexion  with  the  parish  of  Delgany. 
Yet  their  names  are  made  to  swell  the  list 
of  clerical  applicants  to  the  Board,  and 
that,  too,  on  account  of  a  parish  in  the  di* 
ocese  of  Dublin,  though  the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin  must  have  known  that  they  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  either  with  the 
parish  or  with  the  diocese,  and  had  no 
right  whatever,  therefore,  to  appear  as 
applicants  of  the  first  class  in  this 
Report. 

So  much  for  the  clerical  applicants  of 
the  Established  Church.  The  number  of 
Presbyterian  clergymen  stated  to  be 
applicants  is  180.  My  Lords,  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  of  examining,  and  1  find  that 
though  the  number  of  applications  is  180, 
the  number  of  applicants  is  about  90* 
But  'this  is  not  all.  I  wrote  to  a  dis* 
tinguished  minister  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  in  Ireland — a  man  of  very  high 
character ;  and  from  him  I  have  received 
a  report,  by  which  it  appears  that  many 
of  these  names  are  of  persons  not  Presby- 
terians— in  short,  he  reduced  the  number 
to  about  seventy.  Without,  however,  taking 
this  into  account,  and  without  any  evidence 
in  Committee,  but  upon  the  mere  showing 
of  these  Returns,  instead  of  180  clerical 
applicants  of  the  Presbyterian  Church, 
there  are,  in  truth, only  ninety.  Now,  these 
mis-statements — this,  at  least,  will  not  be 
deemed  too  strong  a  term  to  apply  to 
them,-^are  not  merely  otiose  and  in- 
operative declarations  ;  for  the  Commis- 
sioners who  make  them  say,  that  it  is 
because  they  have  140  applicants,  who 
are  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England  ; 
and  because  they  have  180  applicants, 
who  are  clergymen  of  the  Presbyterian 
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Charcli  in  Ireland,  that  they  ate  jastified 
in  saying  that  their  system  has  been 
'*  very  generally  adopted  under  the  auspices 
of  Protestant  as  well  as  Roman  Catholic 
clergymen  ;**  nay,  to  **  have  been  found 
generally  beneficial  and  acceptable  to 
Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics,  accord- 
ing to  their  respective  wants."  Will  your 
Lordships  allow  them  any  longer  to  claim 
this  as  a  ground  upon  which  to  rest  their 
demand  for  an  enormous  increase  of  their 
funds,  and  an  unlimited  extension  of  their 
operations  ?  before  you  do  so,  I  am  quite 
persuaded  that  when  you  are  solemnly 
assured,  that  in  Committee  I  shall  be 
able  to  prove  the  facts,  I  have  now  stated, 
you  will  not  refuse  the  inquiry  which  I 
ask. 

My  Lords,  I  will  now  trespass  upon 
your  Lordships  with  some  statements  on 
another  part  of  the  subject, — I  will  en- 
deavour to  show  to  you  irom  the  disburse- 
ment of  the  funds  of  the  Board,  what 
has  been  their  success  in  satisfying  the 
people  of  Ireland,  of  both  Churches  alike 
—Protestant  and  Roman  Catholics. 

There  were,  at  the  time  this  Report  was 
made,  1,106  schools  in  operation;  and 
your  Lordships  are  told  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, that  these  schools  are  ''  found  to 
be  generally  beneficial  and  acceptable  to 
the  members  of  the  different  religious 
communions  in  Ireland,  according  to 
their  respective  wants."  Now,  it  appears 
that  of  these  1,106  schools,  713  have  been 
applied  for  by  Roman  Catholic  priests 
alone,  without  any  other  clerical  appli- 
cants whatever.  The  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England,  alone,  have  applied  for  nine- 
teen but  of  these,  nine  only  are  applied  for 
by  those  who  are  resident  parochial  clergy 
of  the  parish.  Your  Lordships  will 
therefore  perceive  that  as  7 1 3  to  nine  such 
is  the  comparative  approbation  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priests  and  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  of  this  system.  The 
Roman  Catholic  priests  have-  received 
5,525/.  18s.  3|(i.  for  building;  the  resident 
parochial  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England 
have  received,  under  this  head,  nothing. 
The  Roman  Catholic  Clergy  have  received 
for  fittiogs-up  4,571/.  Os.  M. ;  those  of  the 
Church  of  England  29/.  5s.  10(/.  The 
Roman  Catholic  priests  have  received  in 
salaries  to  teachers  6,587/. ;  the  parochial 
resident  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land have  received  only  66/.  The 
Roman  Catholic  priests  have  received  for 
school     requisites    2,586/.  the    parochial 
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resident  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England, 
26/.  the  Presbyterian  clergy  alone  have 
applied  for  36  schools,  and  have  obtained 
145/.  for  building,  155/.  8s.  for  fittings-up, 
and  292/.  for  salaries. 

But  it  does  appear  that  in  some  in- 
stances the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England  have  applied  in  conjunction  with 
the  Roman  Catholic  priests.  There  are 
124  schools  for  which  the  clergy  of  the 
two  churches  have  joined  in  their  appli- 
cations. These  have  received  811/.  for 
building  ;  502/.  forfittings-up;  1,286/.  for 
salaries  ;  and  334/.  for  school-requisites* 
But  of  these,  fifty-six  only  have  been  applied 
for  by  the  resident  parochial  clergy  of  the 
Church — those  whose  co«  operation  is 
deemed,  in  Lord  Stanley's  letter,  necessary 
for  the  perfect  carrying  on  of  the  system 
these  have  received  for  building  206/.,  for 
fittings-up  336/.,  for  salaries  719/.,  and 
something  for  school- requisites. — ^There  are, 
110  schools,  for  which  Presbyterian  clergy- 
men have  joined  in  application  with 
Roman  Catholic  priests ;  receiving  for 
building  725/.  19s.  2c/.,  for  fittings-up 
624/.  10s.  From  these,  however,  deductions 
should  be  made  on  account  of  those  who 
have  withdrawn  from  connexion  with  th^ 
Board,  or  who  are  not  really  Presby- 
terian clergymen  ;  the  exact  number  of 
these  is  not  known. — There  are  fifty-sevea 
schools  in  operation,  for  which  Roman 
Catholic  priests  have  been  joined  by 
Roman  Catholic  laymen  only ;  receivings 
for  building  220/.,  forfittings-up  384/.  4s. 
Ud. — There  are  twenty-four  schools 
under  the  superintendence  of  nunneries^ 
monasteries,  or  religious  houses  ;  receiv- 
ing for  building  517/.»  for  fittings-up 
389/.  6s.  \Qd. 

So  much  for  the  schools  already  in 
operation.  But  there  are  191  cases  of 
schools  now  building,  and  not  yet  in 
operation,  in  which  the  difference  in  favour 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  is  far  more 
inordinate  than  in  the  others.  The 
applicants  for  these  191  schools  have  re- 
ceived for  building  18,343/.  15s.  5c/.;  132 
have  been  applied  for  by  Roman  Catholic 
priests  without  any  other  clerical  appli- 
cants, and  have  received  for  building 
1 3,341 /.8s.4(/.,twohave been  appliedfor  by 
clergymen  of  the  church  without  other 
clerical  applicants,  and  have  received  for 
building  199/.;  in  neither  case  was  the 
applicants  the  resident  Minister  of  the 
parish.  Three  have  been  applied  for  by 
Presbyterian     clergymen     without    other 
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clerical  applicants,  and  have  received  for 
building  56^.  135.  4d.  There  are  eighteen 
fbr  which  clergymen  of  the  Church  have 
joined  Roman  Catholic  priests,  and  re- 
ceived for  building  1,227/.  7s. ;  of  these, 
ten  only  have  been  applied  for  by  the 
resident  parochial  ministers,  and  have 
received  for  building  707/.  7s.  There  are 
thirteen  for  which  Presbyterian  clergymen 
have  joined  with  Roman  Catholic  priests, 
and  received  for  building  1,214/.  2s.  6e/. 
There  are  fifteen  for  which  Presbyterian 
and  Roman  Catholic  laymen  have  applied 
and  received  for  building  1,558/.  7s.  6d. ; 
there  have  been  three  applied  for  by  Pro- 
testant laymen  alone,  and  have  received 
for  building  212/.  18s.  8d. ;  there  have 
been  five  applied  for  by  Roman  Catholic 
laymen  alone,  and  have  received  for 
building  544/.  ]s,Sd. 

So  much  for  the  distribution  of  the 
funds  of  the  Board — so  much  for  the  proof 
thence  derived  of  the  system  being  gene- 
rally beneficial,  and  acceptable  to  Pro- 
testants and  Roman  Catholics  alike,  in  pro- 
portion to  their  respective  numbers  and 
wants. 

But  I  must  not  rest  this  part  of  my  case 
here.     It  may  be  said,  that  this  is  only  a 
proof  that  the  clergy  of  one  persuasion  are 
well  disposed  towards  the  system,  while 
those  of  the  other  persuasion  are  deter- 
mined against  it.     [The  Duke  of  Leinster 
— Hear,  hear!]      I  am  not  surprised  to 
hear  that  chfeer ;  it  is  very  natural,  coming 
from  the  noble  Duke ;  but  I  must  state 
that  the  scheme  was  not  originally  intro- 
duced merely  as  suiting  the  inclinations  of 
one  party  in  preference  to  those  of  the 
other ;  but,  it  was  avowedly  introduced  as 
a  scheme  intended    and  designed  to  be 
equally  beneficial  and  equally  satisfactory 
to  both.     My  Lords,  this  it  is  which  makes 
the  acceptance  of  the  scheme  by  the  dif- 
ferent parties  to  be  the  fair  test  of  its 
success.    A  scheme  set  on  foot  professedly 
favourable  to  persons  of  one  religious  per- 
suasion, will,  of  course,  have  applicants 
only  or  chiefly  on  that  one  side,  and  that 
in  proportion  to  the  degree  in  which  the 
persons  of  that  persuasion  consider  it  to 
be  favourable  to  them.     But  this  system 
of  education  in  Ireland  professes  to  be  a 
national  system ;  it  is  maintained  by  the 
national  purse,  and  undertakes  to  meet 
the  wants  and  the  wishes  of  a  whole 
nation.    When,  therefore,  it  is  repudiated 
by  one  great  section  of  that  nation,  it  is 
manifest  that  the  scheme  has  failed. 


It  may,  however,  be  said  that  there  is  a 
violent  and  unreasonable  prejudice  against 
it  on  the  part  of  the  Protestant  clergy. 
Nay,  the  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of 
his    Majesty's    Government,     the    other 
night,  expressly  charged   the  Protestant 
clergy    with    bigotry    or    fanaticism    for 
rejecting  the  system.     "  If  the  bigotry  or 
fanaticism  of  one  party,"  said  the  noble 
Lord,  **  made  them  refuse  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  scheme  offered  to  them,  that 
was  no  reason  why  the  benefit  of  it  should 
not  be  extended  to  others."    Bui,  in  order 
to  enable  the  noble  Viscount  to  make  that 
statement,  he  must  show,  first,  that  the 
real  tendency  of  the  system  is  beneficial 
to  both— fair  and  equal  to  both.      Now, 
my  Lords,  it  is  notorious  that  this  scheme, 
in  its  very  outset,  started  with  a  declara- 
tion that  the  Bible  must  be  excluded  from 
the  schools  at  the  time  of  united  instruc- 
tion.    Why?  Because  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  did  not  like  it ;  because,  on  con- 
scientious grounds,  they  objected   to  a 
scriptural  education  being  attempted   to 
be  given   to  Roman    Catholic    children. 
This  was  expressly  called  *'  a  vital  defect" 
in  the  former  systems  of  instruction,  sup- 
ported by  the  public  funds.      But,   my 
Lords,  is  it  not  very  conceivable,  that  con- 
scientious men  on  the  other  side  may  enter- 
tain objections — and  I  am  bigot  and  fana- 
tic enough  to  avow  that  they  appear  to  me 
very  reasonable  objections — to  the  system 
actually  set  on  foot,  because   the  Bible 
is  not  included  ?    Surely,  it  is  a  little  hard 
for  them  to  be  condemned  and  branded 
with  the  reproach  of  bigotry  and  fanaticism, 
—very  awkward  and  unpopular  phrases, 
in  these  times  especially, — for  adhering 
to  their  consciences,  in  spite,  I  will  say,  of 
a  degree  of  temptation  to  the  contrary, 
which  has    rarely  been   met  with  equal 
resistance.     For,  allow  me,  my  Lords,  to 
ask  the  noble  Viscount,  what  but  con- 
science could  have  induced  the  Protestant 
clergy  of  Ireland  to  abstain  from  gratify- 
ing, at  once,  the  Government  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  people,  and  sparing  their 
own  miserably  impoverished  purse,  by  ap- 
plying to  the  National  Board  for  assistance 
in  support  of  their  schools?     My  Lords, 
it  is  quite  notorious  that  this  was  a  sure 
and  adequate  means  to  obtain  the  favour 
of  Government  in  Ireland.     When,  there- 
fore, persecution  in  the  fiercest  form  was 
directed  against  the  clergy  of  that  country, 
and  when  they  did  not  take  this  easy  and 
gainful  course  to  check  it  in  its  full  career, 
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it  19  hnposstble  that  anything;  bot  the  most 
Exemplary  and  conscientious  adherence  to 
their  own  sense  of  their  own  duty  could 
have  influenced  them.  My  Lords,  I 
honour  that  venerable  body,  the  clergy  of 
Ireland,  more  than  I  can  express  ;  but 
scarcely  for  anything;  do  I  honour  them 
more,  than  for  their  conscientious  adher- 
ence to  what  they  believe,  whether  rightly 
or  not,  to  be  sound  religious  objections  to 
this  system.  But  I  return  to  my  proper 
su^ect. 

My  Lords,  in  looking  to  the  operations 
of  the  Board,  I  And  one  class  of  cases  to 
which  I  request  your  particular  attention. 
It  appears,  by  the  return  made  to  your 
Lordships,  that  of  the  number  of  schools 
in  operation,  twenty-four  are  under  the 
superintendence  of  nunneries,  monas- 
teries, or  other  religious  bodies,  and  that 
these  schools  have  received  more  aid  from 
the  Board  than  all  the  aid  given  to  the 
applications  from  the  parochial  clergy  of 
the  Established  Church  alone.  Now,  I  will 
venture  to  put  this  matter  to  the  candour 
of  the  noble  Viscount  and  his  friends — for 
I  am  perfectly  sure  that  their  liberality 
does  not  go  so  for,  as  to  expect  the  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church,  or  the  laity  of 
that  church,  to  send  Protestant  children 
to  be  taught  by  monks  and  nuns  in  these 
schools — ^I  am  quite  sure  that  they  must 
•ee  that  the  very  circumstance  of  these 
schools  being  under  such  managers,  is,  in 
effect,  an  exclusion  of  Protestant  children 
from  them.  I  put  it,  therefore,  to  their 
candour,  whether  a  single  instance  of  this 
sort  would  not  be  a  violation  of  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  this  system  professes  to 
proceed ;  yet  we  have  seen  that  the  Board 
admits  no  fewer  than  twenty-four  such 
instances;  and  I  here  promise,  if  the  noble 
Duke  who  cheered  me  a  little  while  ago, 
will  prevail  upon  his  noble  Friend  to  grant 
this  Committee,  that  I  will  undertake  to 
double  the  number  of  those  twenty-four 
exhibited  in  the  Return.  My  Lords,  I  am 
ready  to  produce  an  individual  of  high 
character,  integrity,  and  accurate  observa- 
tion, who  has  himself  ascertained  the  ex* 
istence  of  nine  others  not  included  in  the 
Return,  and  is  willing  to  testify  to  that 
effect,  on  his  oath,  before  any  Committee 
Which  your  Lordships  may  appoint.  Nor 
is  this  a  solitary  instance.  I  will  produce 
other  witnesses  ready  to  prove  other  cases 
of  the  same  kind.  I  also  pledgee  myself  to 
prove,  by  the  sworn  testimony  of  several 
persons  of  the  highest  respectability,  who 


may  defy  contradiction,  that  in  those 
schools  under  the  direction  of  religious 
communities,  into  which  two  or  three 
stray  Protestant  children  may  find  their 
way,  there  is  exhibited  to  their  view  that 
which  Protestants  arc  taught  to  consider 
— and  on  the  soundest  principles  consider 
— the  grossest  idolatry. 

If  the  Committee  shall  be  granted,  I 
am  prepared  with  evidence  to  show,  that 
in  one  of  the  schools  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  a  monk,  there  has  been  erected 
an  altar;  that  for  more  than  two  years 
the  service  of  the  mass  has  been  performed 
there  during  school-hours,  and  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  half-dozen  Protestant  children 
who  may  have  been  induced  to  attend  the 
school.  The  clergyman  of  the  parish  in 
which  this  took  place  brought  it  to  the  at- 
tention of  one  of  the  commissioners  of 
Public  Instruction,  who  undertook  to  re- 
present it  to  the  Board.  No  doubt  that 
gentleman  fulfilled  his  undertaking,  for 
subsequently  an  order  came  down  from 
the  Board  to  remove  this  altar.  But,  my 
Lords,  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  state,  that 
before  this  representation  was  made  to  the 
board,  one  or  other  of  the  inspectors  had 
been  frequently  there ;  and,  if  he  had  in- 
spected anything,  he  must  have  seen  this 
altar,  and,  if  he  had  inquired  about  any- 
thing he  must  have  been  informed  of  its 
use.  Be  this  as  it  may,  after  the  repre- 
sentation to  the  commissioners  of  Public 
Instruction,  an  order  came  down  for  the 
removal  of  this  altar ;  but  some  time 
afterwards  the  curate  of  the  parish,  to 
his  utter  surprise,  saw  the  altar  still 
continue,  notwithstanding  its  prohi- 
bition, and  on  asking  the  superin- 
tendent ''  How  comes  this  V*  he  was  told 
by  the  leading  monk,  that  he  had  got  the 
special  permission  of  the  board  to  keep 
the  altar  in  the  school  till  the  new  Roman 
Catholic  chapel,  then  building  in  the  same 
parish,  should  be  ready  to  receive  it,  the 
outer  walls  of  which  were  only  at  this  time 
erected. 

I  can  produce  another  casein  which, on 
the  Board  having  granted  a  considerable 
sum  for  the  fitting  up  of  a  national  school 
for  boys,  under  the  management  of  a 
monastic  establishment^  the  money  had 
been  applied  in  discharge  of  the  expenses 
of  building  a  nunnery ;  and,  in  another 
instance,  1  can  prove,  on  the  testimony  of 
Commissioners  of  Public  Instruction — of 
those  who  are  thought  worthy  of  the  con- 
fidence of  his  Majesty's   Ministers — and 
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thatt  too  in  a  case,  in  which  a  Roman 
Catholic  Bishop  was  concerned — that  the 
sum  of  100/.,  granted  by  the  Board  for 
the  purposes  of  a  school,  was  abstracted 
from  the  uses  for  which  it  had  been 
granted,  and  applied  towards  the  building 
of  a  Roman  Catholic  chapel. 

My  Lords,  your  Lordships  will  not  im- 
agine that  I  mention  these  facts,  now,  as 
instances  of  the  carelessness  of  tiie  Board 
in  dispensing  the  money  intrusted  to  their 
care.  The  money-consideration  is  the 
smallest  part  of  the  case ;  for  let  it  be 
remembered,  that  money  cannot  be  mis- 
applied in  this  case  without  leading  to  far 
worse  consequences  than  mere  waste. 

But  these  schools  have  not  only  been 
instruments  of  extorting  funds  for  pro- 
rooting  the  purposes  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion,  but  they  have  also  been  made  the 
theatres  of  the  coarsest  and  fiercest  Roman 
Catholic  agitation.  I  can  prove,  that,  in 
one  of  these  places,  a  dinner  was  given  to 
a  person  whose  very  presence  implies  agi- 
tation— to  Mr.  0*Connell.  In  another  of 
these  schools  a  dinner  was  given  to  the 
arch-agitator  of  the  West — I  mean  the  so« 
called  Archbishop  of  Tuam,  Dr.  M'Hale. 
In  another  parish,  the  master  of  the  na- 
tional school  went  forth  at  the  head  of  an 
organized  body — organized  by  him — in 
honour  of  this  same  Dr.  M'Hale,  and  met 
him  with  banners,  on  which  were  inscribed 
the  words  **  Liberty  and  Religion."  Your 
Lordships  will  understand  what  was  meant 
by  the  word — **  Liberty,"  when  you  bear 
in  mind  that  this  took  place  immediately 
after  Dr.  M'Hale  came  fresh — I  had  al. 
most  said  reeking — from  the  dinner  of  agi- 
tation at  Tuam,  a  dinner  at  which  speeches 
were  delivered,  which  in  other  times,  I 
will  leave  to  your  Lordships  to  say  whether 
better  times,  would  have  excited  some 
curiosity  on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Attorney-General . 

My  Lords,  a  clergyman  residing  in  the 
parish,  where  the  procession  took  place 
under  the  direction  of  the  national  school- 
master,  felt  it  his  duty  to  make  a  repre- 
sentation on  the  subject  to  the  Board  ;  and 
be  received  an  assurance  that  the  matter 
should  be  inquired  into.  No  inquiry, 
however,  having  been  instituted,  after  an 
interval  of  several  weeks,  this  gentleman 
renewed  his  remonstrance.  After  this 
second  application,  the  Board, witliout  the 
slightest  notice  to  the  clergyman,  sent 
down  an  inspector ;  but  unhappily,  for 
want  of  notice,  no  witnesses  were  forth- 


coming'^those  who  could  have  prpved  the 
case  were  absent,  and  so  off  went  the  in« 
spector,  and  no  further  notice  was  taken 
of  the  affair.  Another  complaint,  on  ac- 
count of  another  act  of  misconduct;  was 
made  against  the  same  schoolmaster; 
in  reference  to  which  the  clergyman  re« 
ceived  from  the  Board  a  simple  intimation, 
that  there  had  been  an  inquiry  by  their  in- 
spector, and  that  they  were  satisfied.  The 
clergyman  did  that  which  he  felt  due  to 
himself  and  to  common  justice — he  re- 
quested that  he  might  see  the  Report 
made  to  them  by  the  inspector ;  but  the 
Commissioners  refused  to  comply  with 
this  very  reasonable  demand.  My  Lords, 
on  this  case  I  must  add  one  further  par- 
ticular. The  complaint  stated  to  the 
Board,  that  the  schoolmaster  charged 
with  these  offences  was  a  man  who  had 
been  dismissed  from  another  employment 
for  using  treasonable,  or  at  least  seditious 
language  to  the  coast-guards.  He  referred 
them  to  proof  of  this  fact  also  ;  but  to  this 
they  thought  proper  to  pay  no  attention 
whatsoever. 

I  now  proceed  to  a  case  which  I  am 
sure  will  appear  to  the  House  to  be  of  a 
grave  character,  and  one  which  makes  me 
confident  that  I  shall  obtain  the  assistance 
of  the  noble  Marqness  near  me  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  in  obtaining  this 
Committee  which  I  ask.  I  am  assured, 
and  I  believe  I  can  prove  the  fact,  that 
in  a  national  school  built  on  the  pro-« 
perty  of  that  noble  Marquess,  and  under 
the  patronage  of  the  noble  Marquess's 
agent,  the  boys,  just  after  the  execution  of 
certain  persons  who  had  been  tried  and 
condemned  by  the  special  commission  in 
Queen's  County,  were  found  writing  these 
words  as  their  copy — of  course  set  them 
by  the  master — "  God  be  with  the  poor 
fellows  that  were  hanged  at  Maryborough." 
[A  Noble  Lord  I — ^This  might  be  a  charit. 
able  wish.]  My  Lords,  1  hear  that  this 
might  have  been  only  a  kind  and  charit- 
able wish.  Now,  will  the  noble  Lord  who 
so  loudly  whispers  this,  or  will  any  one  of 
your  Lordships  gravely  get  up  in  his  place 
and  tell  me,  with  a  firm  countenance,  that 
he  thinks  it  was  so  intended  ?  Is  there 
any  one  of  your  Lordships  who  is  not  sure 
that  those  words  were  put  before  those 
children  to  imbue  their  infant  minds  with 
feelings  of  disaffection  to  the  law,  to  make 
them  honour  the  men,  who  had  justly 
suffered  for  their  crimes,  as  martyrs ;  to 
teach  them,  from  their  earliest  infancy. 
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to  side  with  the  violators  of  the  law,  to 
sympathize  with  them,  and  to  regard  the 
law  itself  as  a  system  of  tyranny  and 
oppression. 

My  Lords,  I  will  not  trespass  on  your 
patience  with  any  more  particular  cases, 
though  many  more  I  have,  which  I  reserve 
for  the  Committee.  The  main  point, 
after  all,  is  this, — whether  this  system 
carries  into  effect  the  principle  on  which 
it  professes  to  be  founded, — whether,  as 
is  the  declared  object  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  1828,  which  Lord  Stanley's 
letter  directs  the  Commissioners  to  follow 
up, — the  main  question,  I  say,  is,  whether 
these  schools  give  to  the  children  of  Ire- 
land a  combined  education  of  Roman 
Catholics  and  Protestants,  resting  on  re- 
ligious instruction  ?  My  Lords,  in  proof 
of  the  affirmative,  it  is  stated  that  certain 
lessons,  extracted  from  the  Scriptures,  are 
constantly  used  in  the  schools.  On  a 
former  occasion,  1,  and  those  who  view 
this  matter  as  I  do,  were  reproached  for 
not  ascribing  sufficient  importance  to 
these  Scripture  extracts,  a«  part  of  the 
instruction  of  the  Board's  schools;  but, 
my  Lords,  be  the  value  of  these  extracts 
what  it  may  (of  that  1  shall  say  something 
presently),  they  are  not  commanded,  but 
merely  recommended  to  be  used.  And 
how  far  this  recommendation  is  likely  to 
avail,  may  be  guessed  from  the  declared 
opinion  of  Roman  Catholic  Prelates  re- 
specting Scriptural  education.  I  recollect 
that  Dr.  Doyle  declared  to  Parliament, 
that  the  use  of  Scripture  in  the  instruc- 
tion of  children  is  radically  wrong,  and 
mischievous  in  itself.  The  united  judg- 
ment of  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  Bishops, 
proclaimed  to  Parliament  in  their  peti- 
tion of  1 824,  is  to  the  same  effect.  After 
this,  your  Lordships  will  judge  whether  it 
is  probable  that  Dr.  Murray,  the  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  will  very 
earnestly,  or  rery  sincerely  recommend 
the  use  of  these  Scripture  extracts.  So 
far  from  being  constantly  used,  the  truth 
is,  that  in  a  large  proportion  of  the  coun- 
try they  are  not  used  at  all.  They  are 
kept  to  be  shown  to  such  strangers  as 
may  manifest  any  curiosity  about  the 
matter;  but  those  who  have  examined 
them  will  tell  you,  that  the  very  appear- 
ance of  the  books  is  a  proof  that  in  many 
instances  they  are  not  used.  In  Dublin, 
at  one  of  the  national  schools,  a  monk, 
who  was  the  manager,  told  a  very  respec- 
table indiyidual  whom  I  am  ready  to  prg* 


duce,  that  they  rejected  these  extracts 
with  scorn.  Nay,  I  go  further:  I  am 
ready  to  show,  that  in  schools  under  the 
immediate  patronage  of  Dr.  Murray,  who 
professes  to  join  in  this  recommendation^ 
the  Scripture  lessons  are  not  used. 

And  here,  my  Lords,  I  am  reminded, 
that  a  few  weeks  ago,  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Piunkett)  was  pleased  to  re* 
proach  me  with  being  a  false  prophet, 
because,  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Board's  proceedings,  I  ventured  to  predict 
that  no  Scripture  extracts  would  be  ever 
nsed  in  these  schools.  My  Lords,  I  plead 
guilty  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
charge.  I  certainly  did  make  the  predic- 
tion with  which  he  now  taunts  me;  but 
for  making  it  I  -am  not  altogether  without 
what  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  at  least, 
may  consider  something  of  an  excuse.  1 
ventured  upon  that  prediction  on  the 
authority  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
himself. 

My  Lords,  I  well  remember,  and  your 
Lordships  in  general  will  not  have  for- 
gotten, the  eloquent  and  triumphant 
speech  in  which,  some  years  ago,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  called  on  this 
House,  more  especially  on  the  reverend 
Prelates,  who  were  seated  on  this  Bench, 
to  have  confidence  in  Roman  Catholics, 
so  far  at  least  to  have  confidence  in  them, 
as  to  believe  them  on  their  oaths.  Now, 
when  I  ventured  on  that  prediction,  with 
the  falsehood  of  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  reproaches  me,  1  did  whut 
he  called  on  your  Lordships  to  do — I  be- 
lieved the  declaration  of  a  Roman  Catho- 
lic Archbishop  mada  upon  his  oath.  In 
doing  so,  I  own  that  I  was  wrong ;  I  own 
that  I  have  justly  subjected  myself  to  the 
taunt  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and 
I  promise  him  that  I  never  again  will  of** 
fend  in  like  manner.  But  true  it  is,  my 
Lords,  that  1  said,  in  1832,  that  no  Scrip-* 
ture  extracts  could  be  agreed  upon  by  the 
different  members  of  the  Board.  I  said 
this,  because  I  was  sure  that  the  Protest- 
ant Commissioners  could  not  consent 
wholly  to  abandon  the  Protestant  version 
of  the  Scripture,  and  adopt  the  Douay 
version  in  its  place.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  believed  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Com- 
missioners would  admit  of  nothing  but  the 
Douay  version ;  therefore  I  said  that  no 
Scripture  extracts  could  be  agreed  upon. 
I  believed  this,  and  ventured  to  predict  t 
accordingly,  because  I  knew,  (I  forget 
whether  I  then  stated  such  to  be  tbo 
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ground  of  my  belief,)  that  Dr.  Murray  had 
so  sworn  before  the  Commissioners  of  Irish 
Education  Inquiry  in  the  year  1824.  I 
have  the  Report  of  these  Commissioners 
before  me,  and  will  read  an  extract  from 
the  evidence  of  Dr.  Murray  upon  which  I 
founded  my  prediction.     He  was  asked, 

'^Supposing  that  portions  of  Scripture  should 
he  extracted  in  the  words  of  the  Protestant 
authorized  version,  for  instance^  would  tl)ere 
be  aoy  objection  to  their  being  used  equally 
by  Protestant  and  Uoman  Catholic  children  ?'' 

Dr.  Murray's  answer  upon  his  oath  was 

this : — 

''I  think  that  if  any  words  attributed  to  our 
Saviour  were  given  in  any  other  form  than 
that  which  is  set  down  in  the  Douay  version, 
an  objection  would  lie  against  it.  As  to  ex- 
tracts,  if  they  are  given  as  Scripture,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  we  have  all  along  said 
we  could  not  propose  to  the  children  anything 
as  Scripture  except  what  is  taken  from  our 
own  version/' 

When  Dr.  Murray  made  this  declara- 
tion, the  Commissioners  reminded  him 
that,  on  a  former  occasion,  he  had  spoken 
somewhat  differently,  that  he  had  stated 
that  no  difBculty  would  arise  in  the  ar- 
ranging of  a  harmony  on  the  part  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners wished  to  know  whether  the  mak- 
ing it  a  sine  qua  non  that  the  harmony 
should  be  compiled  from  the  Douay  ver- 
sion in  omnibus f  appeared  to  be  in  accord* 
ance  with  that  statement  ?  Dr.  Murray's 
answer  was : — 

"  I  expressed  that  as  my  opinion,  with- 
out foreseeing  all  the  difficulties  which 
have  since  arisen." 

Your  Lordships  will  perceive  that  Dr. 
Murray  here  has  positively  sworn  that 
after  the  difficulty  had  been  brought  to 
the  attention  of  himself  and  the  other  Ro- 
man Catholic  Bishops,  they  felt  that  they 
could  not  adopt  the  course  proposed,  be- 
cause they  could  not  permit  anything  to 
be  exhibited  as  Scripture,  except  in  the 
form  in  which  it  appeared  in  their  own 
version.  This,  I  repeat,  he  solemnly 
swore  :  he  swore  to  the  same  effi^ct,  again 
and  again  ;  and  because  he  did  so,  I  be- 
lieved that  be  would  not  and  could  not 
concur  in  any  sort  of  Scripture  extracts 
in  these  schools. 

It  will  not  be  said  that  these  Scripture 
extracts  do  not  purport  to  be  Scripture. 
The  volume  I  hold  in  my  hand  is  declared 
to  contain  the  whole  Gospel  by  St.  Luke, 
accompanied  by  passages  from  other  parts 
of  Scripture. 


And  here,  my  Lords,  I  am  compelled 
to  make  some  remarks  on  these  Scripture 
extracts,  which  do  not  apply  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Commissioners  alone. 

My  Lords,  I  repeat,  and  your  Lordships 
will  find  it  worthy  of  your  notice,  that  the 
preface  declares  that  this  volume  contains 
the  whole  Gospel  of  St.  Luke.  And  yet, 
my  Lords,  I  had  not  gone  through  three 
pages  before  I  found  a  very  considerable 
chasm,  not  in  size  but  in  importance,  ex- 
tending to  ten  verses  only,  1  admit, — to 
ten  verses  of  the  1st  chapter  of  St.  Luke, 
the  28th  to  the  37th  inclusive.  But  this 
is  a  passage  of  the  greatest  importance  in 
the  estimation  of  all  Christians — aye,  my 
Lords,  in  the  estimation  of  all  who  call 
themselves  Christians.  Even  those  per- 
sons who  thought  fit  to  set  forth  a  book, 
some  years  ago,  which  they  facetiously 
entitled,  **  An  improved  version  of  the 
New  Testament,"  even  they  felt  the  im- 
portance of  this  passage  very  strongly, 
and  they  showed  how  strongly  they  felt 
it,  by  leaving  it  out  altogether.  They  left 
out  the  whole  of  the  1st  and  2nd  chapters 
of  St.  Luke,  and  the  1st  and  2nd  chapters 
of  St.  Matthew,  because  they  thought 
proper  to  disbelieve  the  great  doctrine 
contained  in  them.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  this  part 
of  the  1st  chapter  of  St.  Luke,  which  the 
Commissioners  have  left  out,  is  one  of  the 
most  important  passages — perhaps  I  might 
say  the  most  important  passage — in  the 
Gospel  of  that  Evangelist.  It  is  so  in  the 
estimation  of  our  Church,  because  it  gives 
more  fully  than  is  elsewhere  given  in  the 
Gospels,  the  account  of  the  incarnation  of 
our  blessed  Lord.  I  have  already  shown, 
that  it  is  most  important  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Unitarians  also.  My  Lords,  we 
are  told  that  one  of  the  Commissioners  is 
an  Unitarian,  and  it  has  been  suggested, 
that  this  was  a  concession  to  his  peculiar 
feelings,  which  perhaps  coincided  with 
those  of  the  authors  of  the  improved  trans- 
lation. For  one,  I  do  not  believe,  it  1 
do  not  believe  that  that  gentleman  sought 
or  wished  such  a  concession.  I  will  not 
believe  that  the  Unitarian  Commissioner 
is  one  who  maintains  all  the  absurdities 
and  wickedness  which  some  other  Unita- 
rians may  maintain.  But  this  having 
been  suggested  as  a  probable  reason  for 
the  omission,  I  notice  it  merely  io  order 
to  declare  that  I  do  not  believe  it.  To 
the  Roman  Catholics  it  is  a  passage,  of  all 
i  others,  the  roost  venerated.    It  is  a  pasy 
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sage  on  which  they  found,  and  by  which 
they  justify,  the  worship  offered  up  hy  them 
to  the  Virgin  Mary,  which  worship  is  set 
forth  in  the  books  sanctioned  by  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  members  of  the  Board,  in 
terms,  t  need  not  say,  of  the  highest  and 
most  solemn  import.  In  short,  my  Lords, 
it  is  certain,  and  undeniable,  that,  in  the 
eyes  of  all  these  Commissioners,  this  is  a 
most  important  passage,  and  yet  they  left 
it  out.  Why  was  this  ?  My  Lords,  the 
reason  is  not  very  difficult  to  be  disco- 
vered. It  is  simply  and  merely,  because 
it  was  impossible  for  the  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  Commissioners  to  agree 
in  translating  one  leading  word  in  the 
passage ;—  the  word  addressed  by  the 
angel  Gabriel  to  the  Virgin  Mary,  which 
the  Roman  Catholics  render  "full  of  grace," 
and  found  upon  it,  I  repeat,  that  worship 
of  the  Virgin  which  we  deem  idolatrous. 
The  Protestants,  on  the  other  hand,  reject 
that  translation ;  both  because  it  is  not 
faithful  to  the  original,  and  also  because 
the  phrase  "  full  of  grace*'  is  applied  in 
Scripture  only  to  our  Lord  himself.  They 
could  not,  therefore,  adopt  it  instead  of 
their  own  literal  version  of  the  word, 
*'  highly-favoured.'*  And  as  neither  party 
could  give  way,  the  difficulty  was  got  rid 
of  by  the  very  obvious,  though,  consider- 
ing the  declaration  in  the  preface,  the  not 
very  honest,  expedient,  of  striking  out  the 
whole  passage,  and  substituting  an  unau- 
thorized summary  of  four  lines  in  its 
place. 

My  Lords,  I  need  not  trouble  your 
Lordships  or  myself  with  any  argument  to 
prove,  that  the  omission  of  this  passage 
amounts  to  a  mutilation  of  the  Scriptures; 
but  if  I  required  authority  for  such  a  judg- 
ment, I  should  find  it  in  the  emphatic 
words  of  one  of  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves, in  the  answer  of  the  most  reverend 
Prelate,  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  to  an 
address  of  the  clergy  of  his  diocese  in  the 
year  1832,  in  which  they  had  deemed  it 
necessary  to  remonstrate  with  him  on  the 
proposed  Scriptural  extracts,  then  much 
the  subject  of  discussion  as  mutilations  of 
Scripture,  The  passage  of  the  answer 
to  wnich  I  refer  is  in  these  words  :— 

''A  mutilated  book  means,  according  to  all 
Che  usage  of  language  hitherto,  one  which 
professes  to  be  entire  when  it  is  not  \  as  for 
instance,  when  any  one  strikes  out  as  spurious 
(which  some  have  done)  the  opening  chapters 
of  Matthew  or  Luke,  and  then  presents  the 
book  to  «s  as  the  New  Testament,  we  should 
rightly  lem  this  a  motiiation." 


My  Lords,  I  willingly  adopt  this  very 
accurate  definition,  with  the  happy  illus« 
tration  which  accompanies  it,  and  now,  T 
leave  it  to  yonr  Lordships  to  decide  whe- 
ther this  little  volume  which  I  hold  in  my 
hands,  the  whole  Gospel  of  St.  Luke,  ac* 
cording  to  the  Commissioners,  be,  or  be 
not,  a  mutilation  of  Scripture  ?* 

*  It  is  proper  to  remark — and  I  hope  the 
remark  may  call  forth  some  explanation — that 
the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  in  an  elaborate 
speech  which  he  delivered  in  the  House  of 
Lords  on  Tuesday,  March  19, 1833,  in  justifi* 
cation  of  himself  and  his  Brother-Coromis^ 
sioners,  not  only  repeated  the  definition  which 
I  have  cited  above,  saying  ''  As  to  a  muiiiatioa 
of  the  Scriptures,  I  have  always  understood 
that  to  be,  the  publication  of  what  professed 
to  be  a  book,  which  it  is  not,"  bat  actually  re- 
ferred in  the  following  terms  to  this,  '*  2nd 
cumber  of  Scriptural  Lessons,  taken  from  the 
New  Testament,  which  is  not  yet  published , 
though  the  whole  is  now  completed  (March 
1833)  with  the  exception  of  half  of  one  sheet. 
ThU  monher  contains  the  whole  of  the  Gospel  of 
St.  Luke — that  'mutilated'  portion  of  the 
Scriptures,  The  entire  Gostpel  of  St.  Luke  P — 
Mirror  of  Parl.  1833. 

AVhen  the  most  reverend  Prelate  made  this 
declaration,  and  made  it  in  so  exulting  a  tone, 
he  was  eiiher  cognizant  of  the  "  mutilation*' 
which  has  been  here  exposed,  or  not  cognizant. 
If  cognizant,  he  will  admit  that  those  whom  he 
thus  addressed  have  a  right  to  ask  for  some 
explanation.  If  he  was  not  cognizant  of  it — 
if  the  thing  was  done  without  his  consent,  and 
even  without  his  knowledge — he  will  probably 
consider  it  due  to  himself— it  certainly  is  due 
to  the  country — that  so  extraordinary  an  oc- 
currence should  be  traced  to  its  proper  source. 

The  mention  of  explanation  suggests  the  fit- 
ness of  another  inquiry. 

One  of  the  most  unhappy  particulars  in  the 
History  of  the  Board  was  its  abandoning  the 
regulation  originally  laid  down,  that  copies  of 
the  New  Testament  should  be  supplied  to  all 
the  schools,  to  be  read  by  all  the  children,  at 
the  times  of  separate  religious  instruction, — 
the  authorized  Version  for  the  Protestant 
scholars,  and  the  Douay  Version,  an  edition  of 
which  had  been  prepared  expressly  for  this 
purpose,  on  the  requisition  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  1824,  by  the  Roman  Catholic  Pre- 
lates, for  the  children  of  that  communion. 
This  regulation,  which  had  been  first  made  by 
the  Commissioners  of  1824,  was  adopted  by 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1828, — in  deference  to  that  great  principle^ 
which  no  true  Protestant  can  ever  relinquish, 
that  the  Word  of  God  being  the  foundation  of 
all  true  religion,  access  to  it  is  the  indefeasible 
right,  and  acquaintance  with  it  the  indispen- 
sable duty,  of  every  Christian.  Accordingly, 
when  it  was  known  that  this  important  regu« 
lation  had  been  abandoned,  no  one  doubted 
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My  Lords,  I  will  not,  oa  the  present 
occasion ,  enter  into  further  minute  ex- 
amination of  these  Scripture  extracts,  be- 
cause I  feel  that  your  Lordships*  House  is 
not  the  proper  place  for  a  discussion  of 
that  nature,  a  Committee  being,  in  my 
Judgment,  much  more  suitable  to  such  a 
purpose.  There  are  one  or  two  observa- 
tions, however,  which  I  cannot  refrain  from 
making.  It  will,  probably,  be  recollected, 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  the  last 
time  this  subject  was  before  the  House, 
defied  me  to  lay  my  hands  upon  any 
passage  of  the  books  in  question,  to  which 
exception  could  fairly  be  taken.  To  that 
challenge  I  now  reply,  that  I  am  perfectly 
ready  and  anxious  to  go  into  a  Committee 
with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  that 
I  undertake  to  prove,  if  your  Lordships 
will  give  me  an  opportunity,  several  gross 
corruptions  of  the  truth  in  that  volume, 
which  professes  to  form  the  scriptural  part 
of  the  education  of  the  people  of  Ireland — 
all  those  corruptions  tending  to  favour 
the  erroneous  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 

that  this  had  been  done  in  concession  to  the 
Koman  Catholics.  But  a  paper,  laid  before 
Parliament  last  year,  entitled  '^Extract  of  Cor- 
respondence between  Sir  Henry  Hardinge  and 
the  Board  of  Education  in  Ireland,  dated 
January,  1835,''  has  thrown  a  new  light  on  the 
subject.  It  is  there  stated,  that  the  Protestant, 
not  the  Roman  Catholic,  Commissioners  were 
the  authors  of  this  lamented  change — a  change, 
which  has  done  more  to  give  a  Popish  cha- 
racter to  the  whole  system,  than  anything, 
or  everything  besides.  The  following  is  the 
account  of  it : — 

*'  It  may  be  right  here  to  observe,  that  this 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  recom- 
mended^ (rather,  it  was  a  main  part  of  the 
system  of  this  Committee,  as  it  had  been  a 
main  part  of  the  system  of  the  Commissioners 
of  1824)  <'  that  copies  of  the  New  Testament 
according  to  the  Protestant  authorized  version 
should  be  supplied  to  the  different  schools  for 
Protestants,  and  according  to  the  Roman  Ca^ 
tholic  version,  to  which  notes  are  appended, 
for  the  Roman  Catholics.  But  when  Mr. 
Stanley  communicated  with  the  intended 
members  of  the  present  Board,  before  it  was 
finally  instituted,  difBculties  were  expressed  by 
the  Protestant  Ecclesiastics  as  to  their  circu* 
lating  the  Roman  Catholic  version  of  the  New 
Testament/'  The  paper  proceeds  to  state, 
that  this  scruple  was  suffered  to  prevail,  and 
that  the  regulation  was  given  up. 

The  Archbishop  of  Dublin  here  says,  that  he 
had  felt  and  "  expressed  difficulties,  as  to  cir- 
culating the  Roman  Catholic  version"  —  in 
other  words,  as  to  putting  that  version  into  the 
hands  of  the  Roman  Catholic  children,  al- 
though the  alternative  naaifestly  was,  that 


Rome.  Indeed,  in  the  Committee  I  could 
prove,  that  almost  all  the  proceedings  of 
the  Board,  under  this  system,  have  a  ten- 
dency  to  promote  the  Roman  Catholic 
faith  at  the  expense  of  what  Protestants 
believe  to  be  the  true  religion. 

My  Lords,  I  make  no  further  observa* 
tions  at  present  on  these  boasted  Scripture 
extracts*  But  there  are  other  books  used 
in  these  schools  at  the  time  of  the  separate 
religious  instruction  of  Roman  Catholics, 
and  recommended  by  the  Commissioners, 
which  would  warrant  some  remarks,  if  I 
were  not  afraid  of  abusing  your  Lordships' 
patience.  Let  me  only  state,  that  in  one 
of  them  the  children  are  taught,  that  the 
worship  of  God  in  the  Protestant  Church 
is  rejected  by  Him  as  impious  and  sacri* 
legious,  that  our  translation  of  the  Word 
of  God  is  false  and  corrupt,  and  that  the 
state  of  the  Protestant  people  in  Ireland 
is  most  dangerous  and  deplorable;  be* 
cause  they  have  put  into  their  hands, 
instead  of  the  Word  of  God,  only  corrupt 
translations,  which  present  them  with  a 
mortal  poison  instead  of  the  food  of  life. 

those  children  should  have  no  version  of  the 
Scriptures  whatsoever — nay,  that  the  New 
Testament,  in  every  version,  should  cease  to 
be  a  necessary  school-book,  under  this  na** 
tional  system  of  education,  even  at  the  time 
of  separate  religious  instruction,  whether  for 
Protestants  or  for  Roman  Catholics.  Tlie 
reasons  must  have  been  cogent  which  com- 
pelled a  Protestant  Archbishop  to  insist  on  an 
objection  leading,  of  necessity,  to  such  a  result 
— still  more,  which  prevailed  with  him,  to 
continue  the  sanction  of  his  high  authority  and 
co-operation  to  a  system  which  could  not  be 
carried  on  without  a  sacrifice  so  distressing 
to  his  feelings,  and  so  much  at  variance  with 
his  principles.  Be  this  as  it  may,  I  have  too 
much  respect  for  a  conscientious  scruple,  es- 
pecially a  religious  scruple,  to  inquire  very 
Hgidly  into  its  reasonableness  —  I  ask  not, 
therefore,  what  were  the  reasons  for  the 
scruple; — I  only  ask  how  the  scruple  itself 
can  be  reconciled  with  the  following  passage 
of  an  answer,  written  about  the  same  time,  to 
a  remonstrance  of  his  clergy  against  the  use 
of  the  intended  Scripture  extracts,  "because 
such  a  volume,  to  be  acceptable  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Hierarchy,  must  be  in  the  language  of 
the  Douay  and  Rbeims  Version  of  the  Scrip* 
tures." 

"  The  Douay  Version,"  says  the  Archbishop, 
"  is  permitted  to  be  used  under  the  Kildare- 
place  system" — ''and  1  at^Tee  with  them"  (the 
promoters  of  the  Kildare-place  schools) 
'<  m  thinking,  that  there  is  no  translatim  if  the 
Bible  exttuU,  which  u  not  better  than  none,  when 
that  is  the  altermtm.^'^RifhJ  Qtf  Abp,  Of 
DVBUITi  pf  31. 
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Bat  I  will  not  say  more.  I  hope  I  have 
already  laid  sufficient  ground  to  justify  roe 
in  asking  for  this  inquiry.  I  hope,  too, 
that  your  Lordships  are  of  this  opinion — 
still  more  I  hope,  that  the  noble  Lords 
near  me  will  feel  it  to  be  their  especial 
duty  to  permit  a  Committee  to  be  ap- 
pointed. I  say  their  especial  duty,  for 
most  undoubtedly,  I  have  made  out  a 
primd  facie  case,  charging  great  culpa- 
bility on  the  Commissioners ;  and  if  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  screen  them  from 
the  inquiry  which  is  demanded,  I  shall 
then  think  that  Ministers  are — what  I  do 
not  now  consider  them  to  be — responsible 
for  the  misconduct  of  those  Commissioners. 
But,  my  Lords,  if  there  are  among  your 
Lordships  any  who  have  friends  among 
the  Commissioners,  to  them,  above  all,  I 
confidently  address  myself :  they  will,  I 
am  sure,  do  what  the  Commissioners 
themselves,  if  they  were  present, — and 
what  the  noble  Duke  who  is  present  (the 
Duke  of  Leinster),  must  be  anxious  to  do 
— they  will  earnestly  join  me  in  conjuring 
your  Lordships  to  permit  this  inquiry. 

In  seeking  a  Committee,  I  can  assure 
your  Lordships  that  I  have  no  intention 
of  proposing  the  destruction  of  the  (so 
called)  national  system  of  education.  I 
never  disguised  my  opinion  of  that  system 
in  its  origin,  and  I  never  will.  But  it  is  a 
very  different  thing  to  look  at  a  system 
before  it  is  established  and  afterwards.  I 
do  not  think  it  right  to  make  away  with 
established  institutions,  even  if  they  are 
dangerous  or  mischievous,  provided  that 
they  can  be  made  tolerable ;  and  this 
system,  I  think,  may  be  made  at  least 
tolerable,  by  introducing  into  it  two  easy, 
but  important,  temperaments.  I  will 
state  to  your  Lordships  the  two  particulars 
which,  in  my  opinion,  would  go  very  far 
indeed  to  remove  the  objections  to  the 
system;  and,  then,  all  that  would  be 
necessary  would  be,  that  the  system,  so 
amended,  should  be  fairly  and  firmly  car- 
ried into  execution. 

One  change  which  I  would  suggest  is 
founded  upon  the  demand  made  by  the 
Synod  of  Ulster,  to  which  Lord  Grey 
assented, — namely,  that  during  school 
hours  there  should  be  a  regular  Scripture 
lesson  every  day — that  the  children  should 
then  read  from  the  Holy  Scriptures  them- 
selves for  a  time ;  at  which  lesson,  how- 
ever, it  should  not  be  necessary  that  all  the 
children  should  attend,  or  that  any  child 

f  hould  attend  whose  pareDts  objected  to  xtt 


Another  great  point,  and  one  which,  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
British  Legislature  to  secure,  is — the 
protection  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land from  the  tyranny  of  their  priesthood, 
by  insisting  that  that  priesthood  shall  not 
do  that  which  all  of  your  Lordships  must 
feel  to  be  in  absolute  defiance  of  God's 
Word,  and  an  act  of  most  unjustifiable 
tyranny, — I  mean,  that  they  should  no 
longer  be  permitted  to  exclude  their 
people  from  access  to  the  word  of  God. 
My  Lords,  in  order  to  effect  this  great, 
this  paramount  object,  I  would  propose 
nothing  of  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
priests  themselves  could  justly  complain — 
1  would  be  satisfied  with  requiring  that  to 
which  Dr.  Murray  said  there  could  be  no 
possible  objection. 

The  Commissioners,  in  1824  and  1825, 
feeling  the  absolute  necessity  of  insisting 
on  an  adequate  exhibition  of  the  Word  of 
God  to  all  the  children  who  were  going 
through  a  course  of  Christian  education, 
under  the  sanction  and  at  the  charge  of  a 
Christian  government,  required  the  Roman 
Catholic  Bishops  to  produce  a  translation 
of  the  New  Testament,  with  such  notes  as 
they  might  think  fit  to  put  into  the  hands 
of  Roman  Catholic  children  in  all  the 
schools  which  the  State  should  support. 
Having  done  this,  and  having  obtained 
from  the  prelates  such  a  Testament,  they 
asked  Dr.  Murray  whether  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  the  Protestant  and  Roman 
Catholic  children  reading  the  New  Testa- 
ment in  the  same  class,  at  the  time  of 
united  instruction,  each  out  of  their  own 
version  ?  To  this  Dr.  Murray  observed, 
that  serious  difficulties  would  exist  in  the 
way  of  such  an  arrangement ;  and  in  lieu 
of  it,  proposed  that  a  harmony  of  the 
Gospels  should  be  used  in  the  common 
education  of  Roman  Catholic  and  Pro- 
testant children,  and  that  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures themselves  should  be  used  only  at 
the  time  of  separate  religious  instruction ; 
at  which  time,  he  said,  there  could  be  no 
possible  objection  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
children  reading  out  of  the  Sacred  Volume, 
the  Gospels,  and  Epistles  of  the  week. 
These,  in  the  Roman  Breviary,  are  far 
more  numerous  than  in  our  Prayer-book, 
and  include  a  large  portion  of  the  New 
Testament. 

My  Lords,  I  hope  and  believe,  that  if 
this  and  the  other  suggestion,  which  I 
have  made,  were  adopted,  they  would  go 
yery  far  to  remedy  the  great  eviU  of  this 
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system,  at  present  complained  of  by  so 
many  of  the  best  Protestants  of  all  deno- 
minations in  England,  in  Scotland,  and  in 
Ireland.  Surely  this  is  not  asking  much : 
it  is  asking  only,  on  the  one  hand,  for  the 
observance  of  that  rule  which  the  Com« 
missioners  themselves  have  said  might  be 
properly  adopted  ;  and,  on  the  other,  it  is 
asking  only  that  that  should  be  insisted 
upon,  which  Dr.  Murray  himself  proposed, 
and  to  which  he  said  there  could  be  no 
objection.  On  the  authority,  then,  of 
Dr.  Murray,  I  ask  this  from  your  Lord- 
ships— I  ask,  that  you  will  give  the  chil- 
dren of  Ireland  access  to  the  Holy  Volume, 
for  the  reading  of  those  portions,  at  least, 
of  the  Scripture,  which  Dr.  Murray  said 
might  be  read  with  propriety.  The  great 
mischief  of  all  in  Ireland  is,  that  the  mass 
of  the  people  in  that  country  do  not  really 
know  what  the  Holy  Volume  is.  They 
never  see  it;  they  know  nothing  of  iL 
That  which  we,  as  Protestants,  are  most 
anxious  to  obtain  is,  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics should  be  allowed  to  see  the  Holy 
Volume,— that  they  should  become  familiar 
with  it, — ^that  they  should  be  taught  to 
know  that  it  contains  the  Word  of  God 
and  of  truth. 

My  Lords,  I  have  done ;  I  hope  that  I 
have  avoided,  as  I  have  sincerely  intended 
to  avoid,  even  the  appearance  of  pressing 
this  motion  in  any  way  that  should  give  to 
it  the  character  of  hostility  to  the  Govern- 
ment. I  assure  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
that  I  do  not  look  upon  this  question  as 
one  of  party  feeling.  Far  from  it — it  is  a 
matter  which  interests  all,  infinitely  more 
than  the  most  important  party  question 
that  ever  was  proposed.  My  Lords,  1  say 
this  from  the  regard  which  is  due  to  your 
feelings,  no  less  than  to  my  own.  1  am 
sure,  that  every  one  whom  I  address  must 
feel,  that  a  question  which  involves  the 
religious  principles,  the  most  solemn 
duties,  the  everlasting  interests,  of  all  the 
poorer  classes  of  our  fellow-snbjects  in 
Ireland,  Protestant  as  well  as  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, is  one  which,  more  imperatively 
than  any  other,  demands  that  in  the  dis« 
cussion  of  it  every  thing  like  party  feeling 
should  be  cast  aside.  I  assure  your  Lord- 
sbipSy  that  I  should,  with  much  greater 
pleasure,  have  risen  to  express  my  confi- 
aence  in  th^  continued  well-doing  of  the 
system  w)(ich  has  been  established,  if  I 
could  have  done  so  with  truth;  and  I 
deeply  rej^t  that  a  most  imperative  sense 
of  duty^i  cmnpelled  mo  to  arow  before 


your  Lordships  my  utter  distrust  of  it. 
My  Lords,  I  shall  sit  down  entreating  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  if  they  think  that  I 
have  made  out  a  case  for  further  inquiry, 
to  grant  the  Committee,  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  which  I  shall  conclude  by  moving. 
In  their  hands,  after  the  statement  I  have 
made,  I  leave  the  whole  question.  I  will 
not  ask  your  Lordships  to  divide  with  me, 
if  his  Majesty's  Ministers  state  that  they 
will  not  oppose  my  motion.  My  Lords,  I 
move,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  progress  which 
the  new  system  of  education  in  Ireland 
has  made  in  effecting  the  main  purpose 
for  which  it  was  established, — namely,  the 
combined  education  of  the  poorer  classes 
of  the  community  of  that  country,  Pro- 
testant as  well  as  Catholic,  resting  upon 
religious  instruction ;  to  inquire  whether 
the  funds  intrusted  to  the  Commissioners 
have  been  judiciously  administered  towards 
the  attainment  of  that  object ;  and  whether 
experience  of  the  practical  result  of  their 
labours  renders  it  safe  and  advisable  to 
adopt  the  recommendations  contained  in 
their  Second  Report,  for  the  great  exten- 
sion of  the  system  therein  contemplated." 
Viscount  Melbourne  felt  that  he  owed 
an  apology  to  their  Lordships  forven* 
turing  to  present  himself  to  their  atten- 
tion immediately  after  the  very  long  and 
very  able  speech  of  the  right  reverend 
Prelate  who  had  just  sat  down — a  speech 
of  great  minutiee  and  great  detail-^em- 
bracing  many  particulars,  taking  notice  of 
the  conduct  of  particular  schools,  and  en« 
tering  into  a  minute  examination  of  the 
publications  which  had  been  put  forth  by 
the  Commissioners  for  the  use  of  schools  in 
Ireland — matters  with  which  he  could  not  at 
the  moment  be  expected  to  display  a  very 
familiar  acquaintance,  and  with  respect  to 
which,  therefore,  he  was  utterly  nnable  to 
enter  into  a  controversy  with  the  right 
reverend  Prelate.  But  he  thought  he  owed 
it  to  their  Lordships  to  state  generally 
the  grounds  on  which  he  felt  it  would  be 
out  of  his  power  to  comply  with  the  mo- 
tion which  the  right  reverend  Prelate  had 
made.  The  principal  grounds  were  briefly 
these ;  that  the  appointment  of  a  Com* 
mittee  would  tend  to  no  good,  but  to  much 
evil-— to  disturb  the  system  of  education 
satisfactorily  (as  he  believed)  established 
in  Ireland — to  revive  religious  animosities 
and  dissensions,  and  to  interrupt  a  plan  of 
proceeding  which  bad  received  the  aanc« 
tioo  (b9  belie? ed)  of  efery  public  man  ia 


309 


Education 


{March  15} 


C  Ireland  >) 


dfo 


the  country,  and  been  adopted  by  every 
Government  which  had  existed  during  the 
period  of  the  last  five  years.  The  right 
reverend  Prelate  had  stated  with  great 
truth,  that  it  was  a  veiy  different  thing  to 
oppose  a  system  at  the  beginning  and  to 
interfere  with  a  system  after  it  was  estab- 
lished and  in  actual  operation ;  and  that 
those  who  might  be  anxious  to  oppose  a 
system  at  the  commencement,  might  very 
possibly  not  be  desirous  of  intermeddling 
or  interfering  with  its  progress  after  it  had 
once  been  established.  But  their  Lord- 
ships must  consider  the  quarter  whence 
this  proposition  came,  and  the  effects 
which  would  be  produced  upon  the  public 
mind  in  Ireland  wlien  it  was  seen  that  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  whose  labours  were 
to  be  devoted  to  the  improvement  of  the 
existing  system  of  education,  was  ap- 
pointed at  the  suggestion  of  one  of  those 
who  were  the  strongest  and  most  vehement 
opponents  of  the  system  when  it  was  first 
proposed.  On  that  ground  alone  he 
thought  it  would  be  highly  impolitic  in 
their  Lordships  to  accede  to  the  motion. 
The  right  reverend  Prelate  stated,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin, 
in  answer  to  one  of  the  addresses  which 
had  been  presented  to  him,  admitted  that 
the  experiment  was  likely  to  fail.  But 
the  right  reverend  Prelate  omitted  to  state 
the  reason  which  induced  the  Archbishop 
of  Dublin  to  think  it  likely  that  the  ex- 
periment might  fail.  He  omitted  to  men- 
tion that  the  apprehension  of  failure  in  the 
Archbishop's  mind  arose  from  the  antici- 
pated opposition  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
population.  That  certainly  was  not  the 
ground  of  failure  alleged  against  the  system 
by  the  right  reverend  Prelate  (the  Bishop 
of  Exeter)  on  the  present  occasion.  The 
right  reverend  Prelate  subsequently  made 
what  he  (Lord  Melbourne)  must  admit  to 
be  a  very  fair  defence  of  his  most  reverend 
Friend  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  when 
he  stated  that  the  experience  of  the  last 
four  years  of  the  working  of  the  system 
had  convinced  him  (the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin)  of  the  advantages  attending  it — 
that  he  regarded  it  no  longer  as  an  experi- 
ment, and  that  he  was  anxious  for  its 
further  extension.  That,  indeed,  was  a 
correct  statement  of  the  fact — the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  did  consider  the  plan 
to  have  succeeded — did  consider  it  as  in 
the  course  and  progress  of  success,  as  con- 
ciliatory to  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, Catholic  Bpd  Protestant,  and  as  ex* 


tending  the  benefits  of  a  sound  education, 
the  acquirement  of  scriptural  knowledge^ 
and  an  acquaintance  with  the  precepts  of 
true  religion  to  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity in  that  country.  Upon  these 
grounds  he  thought  it  would  be  unwise 
and  imprudent  in  their  Lordships  to  inter* 
fere  with  the  operation  of  the  system,  or 
in  any  degree  to  interrupt  or  prevent  its 
progress.  The  right  reverend  Prelate  re- 
lied very  much  upon  the  Second  Report  of 
the  commissioners,  from  which  he  had 
read  extracts,  and  which  undoubtedly 
opened  very  large  topics  of  discussion, 
rhe  Commissioners  in  that  Report  certainly 
took  very  extensive  views  of  further  pro- 
ceedings upon  the  subject.  But  he  (Lord 
Melbourne)  had  already  stated  that  the 
Government  were  not  pledged  to  the  re- 
commendations contained  in  the  Report. 
Their  intention  in  the  present  year  un- 
doubtedly was,  to  propose  a  larger  vote  for 
this  service  than  was  proposed  last  year; 
but  if  they  were  going  to  adopt  the  system! 
to  the  extent  recommended  in  the  Second 
Report  of  the  Commissioners,  he  did  not 
pretend  to  say  that  some  further  inquiry—* 
some  closer  examination  and  investigation 
would  not  be  necessary.  The  right  reve- 
rend Prelate  complained  that  the  Report 
afforded  no  security  for  the  religion  of 
those  who  were  to  be  the  instructors  of 
the  school- masters.  He  (Lord  Melbourne) 
should  think  that  the  offer  of  any  security 
upon  that  point  would  be  utterly  super- 
fluous; for,  could  it  be  supposed  that  a 
Board  so  constituted  as  the  Board  of  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland  was,  in  appointing  ofli* 
cers  of  such  importance,  would  not  take 
proper  means  to  secure  their  being  persons 
of  right  religious  feeling,  and  of  sufficient 
religious  knowledge.  He  must  here  allude 
to  what  he  could  not  help  calling  the  ra- 
ther disingenuous  parallel  which  the  right 
reverend  Prelate  had  drawn  between  the 
Commissioners  and  the  Minister  of  Public 
Instruction  in  France ;  but  there  was  a 
vast  difference  in  the  situation  of  the 
Minister  of  Public  Instruction  in  France 
and  the  Commissioners  of  Education  in  Ire- 
land, inasmuch  as  thatthe  former  addressed 
himself  to  a  country  where  a  great  pro- 
portion of  the  population  were  Roman 
Catholic,  and  where  the  Roman  Catholie 
was  the  established  religion,  whilst  the 
latter,  on  the  contrary,  were  dealing  with 
a  country  where  a  great  majority  of  th6 
population,  it  was  true,  were  Romail 
Catholics,  but  where  the  Roman  CaAolic 
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was  not  the  established  religion.  In 
France,  too,  it  was  to  be  remembered  that 
the  Protestants  as  well  as  the  Catholics 
were  much  more  under  the  regulation  of 
the  Government  as  to  education,  than  were 
either  Catholics  or  Protestants  in  Ireland. 
But  the  fact,  that  the  established  religion  of 
Ireland  was  the  Protestant,  while  the 
mass  of  the  population  were  Catholics, 
was  the  root  of  the  whole  difficulty ;  this 
it  was  that  forced  them  to  the  adoption  of 
so  many  expedients.  It  was  not  wonderful 
that  the  new  system  of  education  should, 
in  the  first  instance,  have  excited  some 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin  and  others.  Four  yenrs'  experience, 
however,  satisfied  him,  that  it  had  suc- 
ceeded in  a  manner  which  was  beyond 
all  disputation.  He  did  not  see  that  the 
right  reverend  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Exe- 
ter) notwithstanding  the  various  statements 
into  which  he  had  entered,  had  laid  any 
good  grounds  for  the  appointment  of  a  CoQ)- 
mittee.  All  that  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
had  stated  of  the  misconduct  of  school- 
masters;  all  that  he  had  stated  of  the 
improper  behaviour  of  individuals ;  all  that 
he  had  stated  of  the  wrong  use  that  had 
been  made  of  school-rooms,  admitted  of  a 
sufficient  remedy  by  application  to  the 
Board  itself.  If,  after  an  application  to 
the  Board,  it  were  found  that  a  proper 
remedy  was  not  obtained,  it  would  then 
be  for  the  right  rev.  Prelate  to  come  down 
to  Parliament,  and  to  ask  for  the  adoption 
of -such  an  extreme  measure  as  that  which 
he  proposed  on  the  present  occasion.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  tiad  adverted  to  the 
statement  made  by  bis  noble  Friend  who 
opened  this  question  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  in  which  his  noble  Friend 
stated  that  the  Protestant  clergy  should, 
in  the  first  instance,  be  attended  to  in 
founding  the  new  schools,  and  then  the 
light  reverend  Prelate  proceeded  with  con- 
siderable force  to  point  out  the  much 
greater  number  of  schools  which  had 
fallen  into  the  hands  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics compared  with  those  which  had 
been  given  to  Protestant  ministers.  But 
their  Lordships  must  recollect  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  new  project  of 
education  was  established.  When  his 
noble  Friend  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament stated  that  he  wished  on  that 
occasion  to  act  in  concert  with  the  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church,  he  stated  no 
more  than  Uie  truth ;  but  he  did  not  at 

that  time  anticipate  the  bitter  and  deter* 


mined  opposition  with  which  the  plan  was 
ultimately  received  by  the  Protestant 
clergy ;  he  did  not  anticipate  an  address, 
signed  by  seventeen  of  the  prelates  of  Ire- 
land, condemning  the  plan,  and  calliDg 
upon  the  clergy  of  the  Establishment  not 
to  act  upon  it.  The  most  reverend  Pre- 
late, at  the  head  of  the  Irish  Church,  had 
stated  on  a  former  occasion  that  the  Bisbops 
had  much  greater  difficulty  in  restraining 
the  clergy  than  in  exciting  them  to  oppo- 
sition. He  thought  that  that  was  very 
likely — and  the  most  reverend  Prelate 
having  stated  it  as  a  fact,  he  felt  convioced 
of  its  truth ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  prored 
how  great  had  been  the  hostility  od  the 
part  of  the  clergy  of  the  Establishment, 
and  how  little  wonderful  it  must  therefore 
be  considered  that  the  result  stated  by  the 
right  Reverend  Prelate  should  have  fol- 
lowed such  a  commencement.  He  believed 
that  the  original  hostility  of  the  cleigy  was 
fast  fading  away — that  the  original  diffi- 
culties were  likely  soon  to  be  got  over— 
that  the  feelings  of  jealousy  and  irritation 
which  at  first  existed  were  rapidly  passing 
away.  Would  their  Lordships  consent  to 
revive  them — ^would  they  stir  the  question 
again — would  they  call  again  into  action 
all  those  polemical  and  theological  points 
of  difference  which  had  been  referred  toby 
the  right  reverend  Prelate?  He  felt  satis- 
fied that  they  would  not,  and  he  felt 
therefore  satisfied  that  they  would  resist 
the  motion  for  the  Committee.  Everybody 
who  knew  anything  of  Ireland  must  be 
aware — looking  to  the  state  of  the  popu- 
lation in  that  country,  looking  at  the  great 
preponderance  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
faith  in  many  particular  parts  of  it—that 
in  the  application  of  any  general  system  of 
education  many  of  the  schools  must  be 
entirely  Roman  Catholic.  The  rigiit 
reverend  Prelate  had  well  stated  that  the 
object  of  the  new  system  was  to  give  an 
united  plan  of  education  to  Catholics  and 
Protestants.  The  very  strong  feeling  which 
prevailed  upon  the  subject  prevented  the 
plan  from  being  so  successful  as  it  migbt 
have  been  at  the  commencement;  but  the 
best  hopes  of  its  success  at  present  pre* 
vailed,  and  those  hopes  he  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  interrupt  by  acceding 
to  such  a  motion  as  that  proposed  by  the 
right  reverend  Prelate.  The  right  reverend 
Prelate  had  mentioned  certain  schools 
which  were  held  in  connexion  with  nui^* 
neries,  or  within  the  walls  of  nuaoenei* 
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letter  from  one  of  the  Comtnissioners^  Mr. 
Carlisle,  upon  the  subject,  which »  as 
allusion  had  been  made  to  the  matter,  he 
would  trouble  their  Lordships  by  reading. 
The  letter  stated,  that  soon  after  the  Board 
was  established,  applications  were  made  in 
behalf  of  schools  conducted  by  nunneries, 
and  by  lay  confraternities  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, that  the  Board  was  in  doubt  as  to 
the  views  of  Government  with  respect 
to  those  schools,  and  that  in  consequence 
a  communication  was  had  with  Lord  (then 
Mr.)  Stanley,  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
these  applications  should  be  treated ;  that 
after  a  careful  consideration  of  the  subject, 
seeing  that  the  class  of  schools  in  question 
was  most  favourably  reported  of  by  the 
Commissioners  of  1826 — considering  that 
they  came  under  the  rule  of  national 
schools,  and  considering  also  that  if  their 
application  were  acceded  to  they  would 
come  within  the  control  of  the  Board, 
whereas,  if  it  were  refused,  they  would 
remain  entirely  independent  of  it,  the 
Commissioners  agreed  unanimously  that 
the  application  for  these  schools  should 
be  received.  The  letter  concluded  by 
stating  that  the  number  of  these  schools 
was  not  great*  That,  in  his  opinion,  was 
a  sufficient  explanation  of  the  circum- 
stances to  which  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
had  referred.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
only  repeat,  that  the  principle  of  the  ex- 
isting system  of  education  in  Ireland  was 
one  which  had  been  approved  of  by  every 
Grovernment  which  had  existed  in  this 
country  for  many  years  back,  and  the 
present  system  had  been  approved  of  by 
every  successive  Government  since  it  was 
established.  It  was  introduced  by  his 
Doble  Friend  in  the  other  House,  who  was 
certainly  and  unquestionably  a  decided 
friend  of  the  Protestant  religion  and  the 
Church  Establishment — it  received  the 
hearty  support  of  Earl  Grey's  Ministry — 
it  was  adopted  by  the  late  Government, 
who  placed  that  estimate  upon  the  table 
which  their  Lordships  voted  last  year  for 
the  support  and  maintenance  of  these 
schools— it  was  entirely  approved  of  by 
the  present  Government,  and  he  thought 
their  Lordships  would  act  most  unwisely 
if  they  were  to  interfere  with  its  further 
progress  by  adopting  the  present  motion. 

The  Earl  of  Harrowby  begged  their 
Lordships  to  recollect  a  little  how  this 
question  came  before  them.  After  a  great 
number  of  different  Commissions— sitting 
for  a  great  number  of  years,  and  proposing 


a  great  number  of  different  plans  for  the 
education  of  the  people  of  Ireland — had 
been  appointed.  Parliament,  about  four 
years  ago,  adopted  the  plan  which  bad 
since  been  in  operation.  That  plan 
(taking  the  words  from  the  mouths  of  its 
proposers  and  strongest  supporters)  was 
confessedly  a  mere  experiment,  of  the 
success  of  which  they  expressed  no  incon« 
siderable  doubt.  The  measure  having 
now  been  in  operation  for  about  four  years, 
could  anything  be  more  obvious,  could 
anvthing  apparently  be  so  little  liable  to 
objection,  as  that  Parliament,  after  having 
decided  on  making  the  experiment,  should 
now  employ  itself  in  an  inquiry  as  to  how 
that  experiment  had  been  made,  and  with 
what  success?  When  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late first  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to 
bring  forward  this  motion,  he  (Lord  Har. 
rowby)  did  not  anticipate  that  it  was  likely 
any  objection  would  be  made  to  it.  Many 
of  the  plain  and  simple  facts  brought 
forward  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  in  support 
of  his  motion,  had  received  no  answer 
from  the  noble  Viscount,  They  had  been 
told  that  in  many  points  the  money  voted 
by  Parliament  for  the  purposes  of  education 
had  not  been  properly  applied,  and  that 
the  school-rooms  had  been  appropriated 
to  purposes  most  directly  opposed  to  their 
legitimate  object.  These  he  should  con- 
ceive to  be  strong  additional  grounds  for 
inducing  their  Lordships  to  ascertain  fully 
whether  these  facts  were  correct  or  not* 
These  certainly  were  reasons  which  led 
him  to  think  that  the  present  was  not  an 
improper  time  for  directing  such  an  in- 
quiry. The  Commissioners  were  applying 
for  a  very  great  extension  of  the  system  ; 
and  before  they  consented  to  extend,  or 
even  to  continue  the  system,  it  would  be 
right  that  they  should  satisfy  their  minds 
as  to  whether  it  was  working  well  or  not. 
The  noble  Viscount  seemed  to  feel  that 
himself;  for  he  gave  the  House  reason  to 
expect  that  before  any  proposal  was  made 
to  Parliament  for  carrying  out  this  system 
to  a  greater  extent.  Parliament  should  be 
permitted  to  inform  itself,  not  only  whether 
it  were  fit  that  the  system  should  be 
extended,  but  whether  it  might  be  fit  that 
it  should  be  continued.  He  (Lord  Har* 
row'by)  jconfessed  that  that  statement  of 
the  noble  Viscount  had  in  some  degree 
diminished  the  feeling  which  he  at  first 
entertained  that  it  would  be  the  imperative 
duty  of  the  House  to  direct  an  inquiry  of 
such  a  nature  as  that  pointed  out  by  the 
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right  rev.  Prelate.  After  the  noble  Vis- 
count's statement,  he  thought  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  should  be  satisfied  by  placing 
the  whole  of  the  responsibility  on  the  head 
of  the  Government.  At  the  same  time  he 
thought  the  House  and  the  country  were 
iinder  a  great  obligation  to  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  for  directing  the  attention  of  the 
Government  and  of  the  Legislature  to  the 
subject.  There  was  another  reason  why 
he  thought  he  might  remain  satisfied  with- 
out going  to  a  vote  on  the  right  rev. 
Prelate's  motion.  After  the  refusal  of  this 
Committee,  it  was  utterly  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  propose  that  anything 
should  be  given  from  any  fund,  much  less 
from  the  funds  of  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland,  to  support  a  system  of  educa- 
tion into  which  they  had  not  dared  to 
allow  Parliament  to  inquire. 

Lord  Plunket  rejoiced  exceedingly  that 
the  right  rev.  Prelate,  either  at  the  sug- 
gestions of  his  own  good  sense,  or  of  some 
S^ood  Friend,  on  thisoccasion,  had  abstained 
rom  discussing  this  subject,  on  those  old 
grounds  on  which  it  had  beeti  so  often 
discussed  before.  At  the  same  time,  he 
could  not  help  apprehending— looking  at 
the  general  tenor  of  the  ri^ht  rev.  Prelate's 
speech,  and  looking  also  at  what  had 
fallen  ft-om  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
sat  down — that  the  real  object  of  the 
motion  now  made  was  to  get  rid  of  the 
existing  system  of  public  education.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  motion  were 
not  intended  as  an  arraignment  of  the 
irhole  system,  or  whether  (as  it  professed 
to  be)  it  was  merely  founded  on  some  sup- 
posed abuses  of  the  system,  for  which 
amendment  or  correction  was  necessary. 
Education  in  Ireland  had  been  matter 
of  lengthened  Parliamentary  inquiry  for 
nearly  thirty  years ;  and  the  Report  which 
was  made  upon  (he  subject  so  long  ago 
as  the  year  1812,  was  well  worthy  of  their 
Lordships'  attention.  The  names  of  the 
Commissioners  bv  whom  that  Report  was 
made  were  familiar  to  their  Lordships. 
They  were  all  attached  by  early  feelings  to 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland.  There 
was  the  Primate  of  Ireland,  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Caithel,  Dr.  Elrington  (the  head 
of  the  Protestant  University  in  Dublin), 
Mr.  Leslie  Foster,  and  two  or  three  other 
gentlemen,  all  of  whom  had  deeply  at 
heart  the  welfare  of  the  Protestant  Esta- 
blishment; and  they  stated  in  their  Re- 
port principles  well  worthy  of  the  perpe- 
tual recollection  of  every  person  who  felt 


anxious  for  the  welfare  and  well  being  of 
Ireland.  They  stated  that  there  was  a 
thirst  for  learning  on  the  part  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  They  stated,  with  respect  to 
education,  what  Sir  John  Davies  had  long 
ago  said  with  respect  to  law — ^*  Never 
was  a  people,"  said  Sir  John,  *'  so  anxious 
for  the  benefit  of  equal  laws,"  "  Never 
was  a  people,"  said  the  Commissioners  of 
1812,  '*  so  anxious  for  the  benefit  of  gene- 
ral education."  These  two  natural  wishes 
of  the  People  of  Ireland,  notwithstanding 
all  the  difficulties  which  had  hitherto  stood 
in  the  way,  he  felt  were  now  likely  to  be 
realized,  if  the  harvest  were  not  blighted 
by  some  untimely  proceedings  like  the  pre* 
sent  motion.  With  respect  to  the  system 
of  education,  an  experiment,  it  had 
been  called,  the  present  result  was,  after 
four  years'  trial,  that  180,000  children 
were  receiving  the  benefit  of  sound  instruc- 
tion. He,  therefore,  thanked  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government  for 
these  results,  and  for  having  determined, 
on  the  present  occasion,  not  to  yield  to  an 
application,  which,  if  acceded  to,  might 
stop  the  progress  of  the  system, 
and  cause  the  loss  of  much  of  the 
good  which  had  been  already  obtained. 
The  question  which  the  Commissioners  had 
to  consider  was  this:  was  it  possible  in 
Ireland  to  unite  moral  and  religious  edu- 
cation ?  It  was  agreed  that  they  could 
not  separate  them.  Was  it  possible,  then, 
that  they  could  unite  them  ?  That  ques- 
tion occupied  the  attention  of  Parliament 
thirty  years  ago,  and  had  been  a  matter  of 
frequent  discussion  since.  The  great  dif- 
ficulty from  the  first  had  been  whether  the 
Bible  was  or  was  not  to  be  used  as  a  book 
of  education  ?  That  question  was  decided 
in  181 2,  by  tlie  Commissioners  to  whom  he 
had  alluded.  It  was  reconsidered  by  the 
new  Commissioners  appointed  in  1824, 
who  came  to  the  same  decision ;  and  the 
decision  of  the  Commissioners  of  1812  was 
again  admitted  to  be  correct  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  whose 
Report  was  made  in  1828.  These  things 
had  taken  place  under  a  variety  of  suc- 
cessive Governments,  under  a  variety  of 
successive  Sovereigns,  under  a  variety  of 
Administrations;  and  all  the  great  men 
who  had  been  consulted,  or  whose  attention 
had  been  directed  to  this  momentous  ques- 
tion, had  agreed  on  this  point,  that  there 
might  be  a  system  of  joint  religious  and 
moral  education  proceeding  upon  this 
principle— the  ubC;  not  of  the  Scriptnres  at 


i 


3t7 


Education 


{March  15} 


Ctreland.) 


318 


large,  but  of  certain  passages  extracted 
from  the  Scriptures,  which  might  be  applic- 
able to  Protestants  as  well  as  Romau 
Catholics,  and  conceding  always  that  the 
children  of  either  class  should  be  allowed 
the  benefit  of  separate  instruction  by  their 
own  ministers  according  to  their  own  re- 
spective creeds.  Now,  how  was  he  to 
understand  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  in  the  course  of  the  present 
debate?  The  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
stated  that  there  were  certain  parts  of  the 
Scriptures  in  which  it  was  impossible  that 
Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  could 
conscientiously  agree ;  and  with  great  ac- 
curacy, and,  as  usual,  with  equal  ability, 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  pointed  out 
particular  passages  and  points  upon  which, 
as  he  stated,  the  two  religions  were  directly 
opposed  to  each  other.  But  the  conclusion 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  drew  from 
this  statement — if  it  had  any  meaning 
whatever — was,  no  doubt,  very  acute,  very 
ingenious,  very  clever ;  but  if  it  had  any 
sense  or  meaning,  it  was  this — that  the 
Scriptures  could  not  be  introduced  as  a 
book  in  schools  without  becoming  a  sub- 
ject of  religious  controversy.  Then  he 
(Lord  Plunket)  could  not  help  saying,  that 
Be  feared  the  real  object  of  the  riglit  rev. 
Prelate  in  bringing  forward  this  motion, 
was  not  so  much  to  obtain  an  inquiry  into  the 
working  of  the  system,  as  to  arraign  the 
principle  on  which  the  system  was  esta- 
blished. Nothing  could  be  more  alarming 
to  the  people  of  Ireland — nothing  more 
likely  to  arrest  the  beneficial  progress  of 
the  system  now  in  operation,  than  to  hold 
out  an  idea  that  a  change  might  be  the 
consequence  of  the  adoption  of  a  motion  of 
this  description.  He  was  strengthened  in 
this  opinion  by  what  fell  from  the  noble 
Earl  (Harrowby),  who  seemed  to  think  that 
the  inquiries  of  a  Committee  might  lead 
to  a  change  in  the  system ;  that  was  one 
of  the  grounds  on  which  he  objected  to 
this  Committee.  He  was  apprehensive  of 
the  consequences  of  any  change  in  the 
system  in  the  present  excited  state  of  Ire- 
land. The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  said, 
that  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Administration  was  answerable  for  the  mu- 
tilated Scriptures  which  were  used  in  these 
schools.  So  was  a  noble  Lord,  a  member 
of  an  Administration  of  which  the  ris^ht 
rev.  Prelate  was  a  warm  supporter.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate,  as  also  some  noble 
Lords,  including  the  noble  Earl  (Roden) 
on  the  other  side,  whatever  might  have 


been  their  hatred  of  the  offence,  had  not 
treated  all  the  offenders  with  the  same 
degree  of  punishment.  They  had  not 
flourished  the  cat>o'-nine  tails  with  the 
same  alacrity  in  the  one  case  as  in  the 
other.  They  had  not  administered  the 
torture  of  their  censure  with  the  same 
good-will  in  the  case  of  the  late  as  they 
did  in  that  of  the  present  Administration. 
It  was  due  to  the  Administration  of  the 
noble  Duke  (of  Wellington),  and  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  to 
say,  that  their  cordial  approbation  was 
given  to  the  system,  as  well  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  that  system  was  carried  on.  The 
estimate  of  35,000/.  voted  in  support  of 
the  system,  in  July,  1835,  was  prepared  in 
April,  when  Sir  Henry  Hardinge  was  in 
the  Irish  Administration.  It  was  but  justice 
to  that  gallant  officer  to  say,  that  in  the 
debate  on  the  estimate  in  July,  he  express- 
ed his  approbation  of  the  system,  and  said 
it  was  his  opinion  that  the  result  of  the 
system  could  not  be  otherwise  than  bene- 
ficial. He  certainly  added,  that  if  the  facts 
stated  by  the  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  belonged, 
who  opposed  the  estimate,  were  borne  out, 
and  that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  were 
treated  as  they  described,  his  pitnd  would 
be  changed,  and  it  would  be  his  decided 
opinion  that  some  other  course  should  be 
adopted.  The  objections,  however,  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  and  those  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons  were  quite  as  different 
from  each  other  as  the  arguments  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  at  present  were  different 
from  those  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
formerly  used  on  the  subject.  Five  different 
cases  of  abuse,  on  the  part  of  persons 
acting  under  the  direction  of  the  Board, 
were  alleged  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
These  cases  were  inquired  into  by  the 
Board  itself,  and  he  took  it  on  himself  to 
say  were  found  to  be  frivolous  and  un- 
founded. Those  who  made  these  charges 
were  told  that  if  they  sent  to  the  Board 
every  investigation  would  take  place ;  but 
from  that  hour,  the  15th  July,  up  to  the 
present  moment  no  attempt  was  made  to 
verify  them.  If  the  right  rev.  Prelate  made 
out  the  cases  he  stated  the  Board  would 
give  every  possible  means  of  redress.  At 
the  same  time,  when  his  noble  Friend,  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  refused  that 
night  to  accede  to  the  proposition  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  he  did  not  understand 
his  noble  Friend  to  say,  that  if  any  particular 
case  of  abuse  should  be  made  to  appear 
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that  Parliamentary  inquiry  was  necessary, 
such  an  inquiry  should  not  be  granted. 
But  he  felt  the  necessity  and  prudence  of 
the  course  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
adopted,  of  not  permitting,  under  the  mask 
(he  did  not  mean  to  use  the  word  in  an 
ofiensive  sense)  of  inquiring  into  abuses, 
a  notion  to  get  abroad  tiiat  the  principle 
of  the  present  system  was  to  be  departed 
from.  It  had  been  stated  that  the  most 
rev.  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin  had  con- 
sidered this  measure  as  a  mere  experiment 
»— that  he  was  not  sanguine  in  his  ex- 
pectations of  its  success-^but  that  he 
thought  it  ought  at  all  events  to  have  a 
fair  trial.  Might  he  (Lord  Plunket)  be 
permitted  to  ask  whether  the  plan  had  had 
a  fair  trial?  It  had  not  for  one  single  day 
had  a  fair  trial.  The  noble  Viscount  had 
already  stated  the  active,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  the  conscientious,  part  which  four- 
teen or  fifteen  Prelates  of  Ireland  thought 
it  necessary  to  adopt  when  it  was  first  pro- 
posed to  carry  the  system  into  operation. 
Notwithstanding  the  active  part  taken  by 
these  reverend  Prelates,  he  was  still  sin- 
cerely of  opinion  that  a  great  proportion 
not  only  of  the  lay  Protestants  of  Ireland, 
but  of  the  Protestant  clergy  of  that  coun- 
try, were  favourable  to  the  progress  of  this 
measure.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Exeter)  had  criticised  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Board  of  Commissioners, 
that  140  members  of  the  Protestant  Esta- 
blished Church  had  addressed  applications 
to  them  in  favour  of  this  measure.  The 
Board  never  stated  any  such  thing.  The 
rieht  rev.  Prelate  was  perfectly  aware  of 
what  was  stated ;  he  knew  perfectly  well 
that  what  the  Board  stated  was  this ;  that, 
amongst  the  applications  which  had  been 
made  to  them  for  assistance  under  this 
system,  there  were  the  signatures  of  140 
clergymen  of  the  Established  Church.  So 
there  were;  that  statement  of  the  Board 
was  not  only  substantially  but  literally 
true,  because  although  the  names  of  some 
of  those  clergymen  were  repeated  three 
and  even  four  times  over,  yet  in  every  in- 
stance the  duplicate  signature  had  been 
to  a  separate  and  distinct  application.  If 
they  had  described  the  number  of  the 
Protestant  clergy  in  favour  of  the  propo- 
sition as  greater  than  it  actually  had  been, 
they  had  done  the  same  thing  with  respect 
to  the  other  denominations  of  clergy ;  so 
that  the  proportion  remained  the  same, 
and  the  question  was  not  substantially 
affected.    At  any  rate,  he  hoped  the  right 


rev.  Prelate  did  not  mean  to  insmnate 
that  the  Commissioners  did  anything 
which  they  had  done  for  the  purpose 
of  imposition.  He  hoped  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  did  not  believe  that  any  one 
member  of  the  Commission  would  be  guilty 
of  such  an  act.  But,  even  if  an  indi« 
vidual  member  could  be  guilty  of  such 
baseness,  it  was  surely  impossible  that 
seven  colleagues,  men  of  character,  and 
filling  high  stations  in  society,  should 
combine  for  so  unworthy  a  purpose. 
There  was  no  ground,  therefore,  for  believ« 
ing  that  in  this  respect  there  had  been  the 
slightest  exaggeration  in  the  Report.  It  was 
necessary  for  him  to  advert  to  some  other 
circumstances,  in  order  to  show  whether 
the  Board  had  fair  play.  It  was  a  matter 
of  public  notoriety,  that  there  had  been 
meetings  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  consist- 
ing of  many  thousands  of  persons,  who 
were  told  that  the  sacred  word  of  God  had 
been  mutilated,  and  that  attempts  were 
making  by  the  Board  to  deprive  them  of 
their  Bible.  Was  that  fair  play  ?  Under 
such  circumstances  could  it  be  said  that 
the  experiment  had  been  fairly  tried.  The 
noble  Earl  opposite  (who  was  not  so  hostile 
to  the  existing  system  when  his  noble 
Friends  were  in  office,  as  he  was  at  pre« 
sent)  had  addressed  some  of  these  meet 
ings,  the  very  persons  composing  which 
had  their  Bibles  in  their  hands  and  they 
were  exhorted 

**  To  put  their  trust  in  providence^ 
And  keep  their  powder  dry.'' 

At  a  numerous  and  respectable  meeting 
of  Orangemen,  in  the  county  of  Tyrone^ 
Mr.  Grier  in  the  chair,  the  following  re* 
solution  was  unanimously  agreed  to:— « 
"That  as  Protestants,  reprobating  the 
new  system  of  national  education,  we  will 
not  (he  begged  the  House  to  observe  the 
candour  and  piety  of  the  declaration) 
listen  to  any  clergyman  who  supports  it." 
So  the  dissenting  clergy  in  the  north  of 
Ireland,  who  depended  on  their  congre- 
gations for  subsistence,  were  told  that 
they  would  not  be  listened  to  in  their 
pulpits  if  they  supported  the  new  system* 
Again,  he  asked,  therefore,  if  the  system 
could  be  said  to  have  had  fair  play* 
Their  Lordships  were  aware  of  the  system 
which  had  been  formed  by  the  Kildare- 
street  society.  Of  that  society,  Mr.  Jack- 
son, an  eminent  lawyer,  was  the  secretary. 
Mr.  Jackson  was  examined  before  the 
Commissioners  of  Education  in  1826* 
The  same  question  was  then  raised  as  had 
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been  just  raised  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate. 
Mr.  Jackson  had  been  asked  as  to  the 
religion  of  the  masters  and  mistresses  of 
the  schools  and  as  to  the  religion  of  the 
scholars.     He    had    argued,    on    former 
occasions,  that  it  was  no  part  of  the  duty 
of  the  Commissioners  to  require  answers 
to    such    questions.     In    his    reply    Mr. 
Jackson  stated  that  he  ought  to  mention 
as  a  reason  for  not  being  better  informed 
on  the  subject,  that  the  society  never  re- 
garded  the  religion  of  any  individual  in 
making  an  appointment  to  an  office  in  the 
capital;    although     there    were   circum- 
stances  which  rendered  it  necessary  that 
the  religion  of  masters  and  mistresses  of 
schools  in  the  country  should  be  known ; 
and  to  the  question  from  the  Commis- 
sioners— "  Are  we  to  understand  that  you 
are  equally  without  data  to  enable  you  to 
ascertain    the    comparative    number    of 
Catholic  and  Protestant  scholars  in  the 
schools?"      Mr.    Jackson    replied,    *' It 
would  be  a  violation  of  our  fundamental 
rule  if  we  were  to  take  measures  to  ascer- 
tain that  fact."    He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  right  rev.   Prelate  would    have  the 
candour  to  acknowledge  that  he  was  not 
justified     in     drawing     any     inference 
against  the  existing  Board  from  what  he 
had  stated.    The  Board  had  no  right  to 
make  the  inquiry,  and  no  inference  there- 
fore could  be  drawn  against  them  for  their 
not   having   done   so:   nay    more,    they 
would  not  have  been  justified  if  they  had 
so  acted.    Let  it  be  recollected  that  by 
tlie  existing  system  above  180,000  young 
persons  were  rescued  from  the  grasp  of 
ignorance  and  vice,  and  were  receiving 
the  benefits  of  a  sound  education.     Surely 
no  good  man  could  seriously  wish  to  stop 
the  progress  of  such  a  system.     Before 
he  sat  down  he  wished  to  say  one  word 
in  vindication  of  the   Roman   Catholics 
from  the  charge  made  against  them  by 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  with  respect  to  the 
Holy  Scriptures.     What  the    right  rev. 
Prelate  had  said,  meant  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  denied  the  authority  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures,  or  it  meant  nothing.     Now  of 
ibis  be  (Lord  Pluuket)  was  sure,  that  no 
Roman  Catholic,  either  in  Ireland  or  any 
where  else,  would  deny  the  authority  of 
the  Holy  Scriptures.    On   the  contrary, 
tbey  held  them  to  be  the  very  essence  of 
Christianity ;  the  revealed  word  of  God. 
It  was  true  that  for  their  explanation  they 
called  in  aid  from  other  sources ;  and  in 
that  consisted   all   that  was  imputed  to  | 
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them,  which  amounted  to  this — that  they 
did  not  consider  that  the  Holy  Scriptures^ 
without  any  comment  or  explanation, 
were  fit  to  be  put  in  the  hands  of  thu 
people. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  assured  their  Lord- 
ships,  that  having  so  often  addressed  them 
upon  this  subject,  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  have  done  so  on  this  occasion,  had  not 
certain  observations    dropped    from    the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  wno  had  just  sat 
down,  to  which  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  make 
some  reply.     It  was  impossible  for  him  to 
hear   those  insinuations  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  thrown  out  against 
him,    and   particularly   the   first  charge 
which  he  had  made,  without  taking  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  expressing  himself 
upon  the  motives  which  had  actuated  his 
conduct  in  that  House.    The  noble  Lord 
had  said,  that  when  other  noble  persons, 
now  on  the  opposition  side  of  the  House 
were  in  office,  he  (the  Earl  of  Roden)  did 
not  seem  to  have  the  same  anxiety  then 
upon  this  subject,    as   now  other  noble 
Ix)rds  were  in  office.    That  was  an  impu- 
tation which  he  must  beg  leave  to  throw 
back  upon  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
He  would  venture  to  state  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  in  his  own  justification, 
in  order  to  prove  to  their  Lordships  that 
he  was  not  actuated  by  any  such  feeling 
as  that  which  had  been  falsely  imputed  to 
him  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord.     It 
would  be  in  their  Lordships'  recollection, 
that  when  an  answer  was  given  in  another 
place  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,   to  a  question    put  by  another 
noble  Lord  there,  as  to  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  continue 
the  same  system  of  education  in  Ireland, 
on  the  very  next   day  he  (the  Earl  of 
Roden)  came  down  to  that  House  and 
gave  notice  of  his  intention  to  put  a  simi- 
lar question  to  that  which  had  been  put 
in  the  House  of  Commons;  and  having 
received  a  reply  which  was  most  unsatis- 
factory to  his  mind,  he  then  took  an  op- 
portunity to  move  for  some  papers  on  the 
subject,  in  order  to  bring  the  question  in 
a  tangible  form  before  their  Lordships. 
That,  however,  he  could  not  do  because 
those  papers  were  not  produced  until  a 
day  or  two  before  the  end  of  the  Session. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord,  then,  had 
no    authority    for  making    that  charge 
against  him.      The   noble    and  learned 
Lord  had  accused  him  of  holding:  forth  to 
meetings  of  Protestants,  and  telling  them 
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that  this  system  had  for  its  object  the 
mutilation  of  the  Scriptures.     Why,  if  he 
were  to  attend  a  meeting  of  Protestants 
to-morrow  on  the  same  subject^  he  would 
state  the  same  thing,  and  he  should  be 
able  to  do  so  with  the  greater  effect,  be- 
cause he  could  refer  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  for  some  of  the  strongest 
proofs  of  it.      The    right    rev.   Prelate 
had     read     statements    to    the    House 
which  showed  that  the  very  ground  of 
the  system  was  the   mutilation  of    the 
Scriptures :  for  instance,  it  appeared  that 
ten  of  the  most  important  verses  in  the 
Gospel  according  to  St.  Luke  had  been 
omitted.     Therefore,  if  he  were  to. meet 
his  Protestant  brethren  again,  he  should 
make  exactly  the  same  statements  again. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  must  know 
very  little  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  if 
he  thought  they  had  but   little  anxiety 
about  the  scriptural  education   of  their 
children,  or  if  he  thought  any  delusion 
was  necessary  to  be  used  to  draw  them 
together  and  excite  their  attention  to  this 
important  subject.      He  would  tell  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  that  knowing  as 
he  well  did  the  character  of  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland,  especially  in  the  province 
of  Ulster,  there  was  no  subject  in  which 
they  were  so  much  interested  as  that  of 
scriptural  education,  and  the  diffusion  of 
the  scriptures  without  note  or  comment, 
or  any  mutilation  whatever.    So  far  from 
their  being  indifferentto  the  question,  itwas 
one  of  the  brightest  traits  in  their  charac- 
ter that  they  were  extremely  anxious  to 
have  their  children  educated  in  the  Scrip- 
tures.   The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
alluded  to  a   meeting  at  which    a  Mr. 
Grier,  presided.     Now  he  knew  nothing 
of  the  meeting,  nor  of  Mr.  Grier,  whom 
the  noble  Lord  charged  with  telling  the 
Protestants  that  they  ought  not  to  en- 
courage this  system  of  education.    Was 
that  a  crime  ?     If  so,  it  was  one  of  which 
every  Protestant  in  Ireland  was   guilty, 
and  one  which  he  hoped  they  would  con* 
tinue  to  commit  as  long  as  the  system  was 
continued,  for  it  was  a  system  which  never 
could  be  adopted  by  uiem.     The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  read  some  evidence 
given  by  Mr.  Jackson  before  the  Commis- 
fitoners  of  the  Board  of  Education,  to  the 
effect,  that  when  he  was  asked,  respecting 
the  Kildare-piace  Society,  what  was  the 
number  of  the  scholars  and  teachers,  he 
replied  that  the  return  could  not  be  made 
because  it  was  contrary  to  a  fundamental 


rule  of  the  society.    But  what  was  the 
fact  ?    That  was  the  answer  of  Mr.  Jack- 
son, but  the  rejoinder  of  the  Board  was — 
'*  You  must  make    the    return."      The 
Kildare-place  Society  did  make  the  return, 
but  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  not 
told  the  House  that.      The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  undertaken  to  vindicate 
the  conduct  of  the  Roman  Catholics  with 
lespect  to  their  use  of   the  Scriptures. 
He  did  not  wish,  on  the  present  occasion, 
to  go  into  any  question  with  respect  to 
the  use  of  the  Scriptures  by  the  Roman 
Catholics,  or  how  far  it  was  allowed  by 
their  church ;  all  he  knew  was,  that  the 
children   of  the   people  of  Ireland  were 
denied  the  reading  of  the  Scriptures  in 
these  schools.    Any  noble  Lord  who  had 
paid  attention  to  the  schools  in  Ireland 
must  be  aware  of  this  fact.     With  regard 
to  the  question  brought  before  the  House, 
he  did  not  think  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  or  the  noble  Viscount  had  answered 
the  case  made  out  by  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late.   If  ever  a  case  had  been  brought 
before  Parliament  which  was  deserving 
of  inquiry  it  was  that  which  had  now  been 
presented  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate ;  and 
he  was  certain  that  when  the  account  of 
what  took  place  in  that  House  appeared 
before  the  public,  if  such  a  thing  should 
happen,  the  impression  would  be,  that  the 
Government  was  afraid  to  meet  the  ques- 
tion— that  it  was  afraid  to  meet  the  ques** 
tion  and  afraid   of  inquiry.    The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  insinuated  that  it 
was  not  surprising  that  Protestant  clergy- 
men in  Ireland  should  declare  their  dis* 
approbation  of  the  existing  system  of  edu- 
cation, when  so  many  Bishops  were  urging 
them  to  do  so.     He  (Lord  Roden)  did  not 
at  that  time  of  day,  think  it  necessary  to 
stand  up  for  the  independence  of  the  Pro- 
testant clergy  in  Ireland.    They  stood  in 
no  need  of  his  eulogium.     He  firmly  be- 
lieved that  the  great  majority  of  the  Pro^ 
testant  clergy  in  Ireland  were  inimical  to 
the  existing  system.     Inauiry  was  neces- 
sary, to  show  that  the  object  which  the 
then  Chief    Secretary  for   Ireland,  now 
Lord  Stanley,  had  in  view  in  proposing 
the  system,  had  not  been    carried  into 
effect.     He  regretted  extremely  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  consented  not  to 
press  his  motion ;  because,    in  so  grave 
and  important  a  matter,   he  should  like 
their  Lordships  to  show,  by  a  division, 
that  the  majority  of  them  really  meant  to 
support  Protestant  interests. 
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Lord  Pltmkei,  in  explanation,  denied 
that  he  had  attributed  any  improper 
motives  to  the  noble  Earl.  All  that  he 
had  said  was,  the  noble  Earl  did  not  attri- 
bute to  the  late  Government  the  purposes 
which  he  attributed  to  the  present. 

The  Earl  of  Winchihea  must  say,  in 
justice  to  his  noble  Friend,  that  he  ex- 
pressed himself  with  equal  warmth  against 
the  existing  system  of  national  education 
in  Ireland  when  carried  on  under  the  late 
Government  as  at  present.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  been  wholly  unanswered 
by  the  noble  Viscount  and  the  noble  and 
learned  I^rd.  If  he  (Lord  Winchilsea) 
wished  for  another  ground  in  favour  of  the 
inquiry,  it  would  be  the  disinclination 
manifested  by  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  give  information  which  the  people  had 
a  right  to  receive.  It  was  one  of  the 
highest  privileges  of  the  people  to  have 
fnll  and  fair  information  with  respect  to 
the  application  of  money  raised  by  any 
tax.  He  (Lord  Winchilsea^  was  not 
aware  until  that  evening  that  the  grant  of 
37,000/.  to  the  Irish  Board  of  Education 
had  been  increased  to  60,000/.  In  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  they  recom- 
mended the  extension  of  the  grant  to 
a  sum  nearer  300,000/.  than  200,000/. 
for  the  first  nine  years,  and  the  fixing  of 
it  afterwards  at  200,000/.  He  thought 
that  the  Protestants  of  this  country  had  a 
fair  right  to  demand  inquiry  before  they 
were  called  upon  to  contribute  any  tax  for 
a  system  of  education  of  a  mixed  character, 
and  respecting  the  expediency  or  working 
of  which  they  entertained  strong  doubts*. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  made  a  most 
clear  and  able  statement,  which  had  been 
totally  uncontradicted  by  the  noble  Lords 
who  bad  spoken  on  this  question,  showing 
that  considerable  abuses  did  exist;  and 
he  should  sit  down  satisfied  that  the  dis- 
cussion within  the  walls  of  this  House  was 
well  calculated  to  open  the  eyes  of  the 
great  body  of  the  Protestants  of  this 
country  to  the  fact  that  the  measures 
pursued  tended  to  the  destruction  of 
Protestantism.  He  boldly  charged  the 
noble  Viscount  with  having  made  certain 
conditions  with  the  individual,  by  whose 
support  alone  Ministers  obtained  their 
places.  There  were  three  conditions — the 
first  was  the  surrender  of  the  Protestant 
Church  ;  the  second  was  the  adoption  of  a 
system  of  national  education,  in  order  to 
make  the  whole  of  the  Protestants  members 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  ;  and  the 


third  was  the  surrender  of  the  whole  police 
and  magistracy  of  the  country  into  the 
hands  of  the  agitator.  He  was  convinced 
that  he  should  be  borne  out  upon  all  these 
points.  Upon  the  subject  of  upholding  a 
national  religion,  Mr.  Burke  said — "  If 
the  Legislature  intends  to  uphold  religion, 
it  must  specifically  state  what  the  religion 
is.  If  you  will  have  a  religion  publicly 
practised  and  taught,  you  must  say  what 
that  religion  shall  be  which  you  will  pro- 
tect and  encourage,  and  distinguish  it  by 
such  marks  and  characteristics  as  you  in 
your  wisdom  may  think  fit.  Your  deter- 
mination may  be  unwise,  but  it  cannot  be 
unjust,  hard,  or  oppressive,  or  contrary 
to  the  liberty  of  mankind. **  In  those 
sentiments  he  cordially  agreed.  It  was  an 
absurdity  to  suppose  that  a  system  of  re- 
ligion could  be  established  where  errors 
were  not  to  be  pointed  out.  He  was  one 
of  the  first  who  opposed  this  system  of 
education,  being  convinced  that  no  such 
system  of  education  could  be  established 
without  a  mutilation  of  the  Scriptures,  or 
keeping  all  the  essential  points  out  of 
view.  If  he  stood  alone  he  would  oppose 
the  grant  when  it  came  up  from  the  House 
of  Commons,  until  he  was  satisfied  how 
the  system  of  education  had  worked. 

Viscount  Melbourne  observed,  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  been  pleased  to  state  that 
three  conditions  had  been  imposed  upon 
him.  He  begged  leave  most  distinctly  to 
deny  that  either  of  those  three  con- 
ditions were  made,  or  any  one  of  them, 
or  any  other  conditions  or  stipulations 
whatever.  He  begged  leave  to  tell  the 
noble  Earl  that  his  information  upon  the 
subject  was  totally  erroneous,  and  without 
any  foundation  whatsoever. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  expressed  him** 
self  gratified  with  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  was  to  him  a 
matter  of  the  greatest  pride  to  know  that 
he  had  given  the  noble  Viscount  an 
opportunity  of  making  the  declaration 
that  he  would  not  propose  an  extension 
of  the  grant  without  inquiry — a  declaration 
which  he  was  quite  sure  would  give  un- 
bounded delight  to  every  Protestant  in 
this  country.  It  was  the  most  satisfactory 
declaration  that  the  House  had  received 
for  a  very  long  time,  and  would  afford 
more  benefit  to  the  Protestants  than  he 
could  venture  to  express.  He  sincerely 
thanked  the  noble  Viscount  for  what  he 
had  said. 
M2 
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The  Motion  was  then  withdrawn. 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  March  15,  1836. 

MrrrtTTRS.]  Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  T.  Dunoombb* 
from  several  Metropolitan  Parishets,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Reform  of  Parliament  Act. — By  Sir  G.  Strickland* 
Colonel  Thompson,  Sir  R.  Fkrovson,  Major  Bsauclkrk, 
and  Meffirs.  IIokbuck,  Bowrino,  Grotr,  Batnbs,  Mark 
PiKLips,  C.  Wood,  Barnard,  P.  H.  Howard,  Kkmp, 
ScnoLKFiRLDf  IIdmr,  Aouonby»  Ewart,  Poulbtt 
Thohson,  and  Waxlby,  ttom  a  very  great  Number  of 
Places, —  against  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Newspapers. — By 
the  Lord  Adtocatb,  from  Ayr  and  Irvine,  against  the 
Stamp  Duty  on  Attomies  Certificates. 

New  Houses  of  Patiliament.]  Sir 
John  Hobhouse  brought  up  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  for  Inquiry  into  the  Plans 
for  building  new  Houses  of  Parliament, 
which  was  read  as  follows  : — "  Your  Com- 
mittee, after  considering  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  which  has  been  referred 
to  them  by  the  House,  and  after  personal 
communication  with  the  Commissioners, 
as  to  the  grounds  on  which  their  selection 
of  certain  plans  was  made,  are  of  opinion 
that  the  plan  of  Mr.  Barry,  numbered  64, 
ought  to  be  80  far  adopted  as  to  be  made 
the  basis  of  immediate  further  inquiries  in 
respect  to  the  cost  of  the  plan  above  men- 
tioned, and  to  the  best  mode  of  carrying  it 
into  execution." 

Sir  John  Hobhouse  did  not  know  whether 
it  was  necessary  for  him  to  preface  his 
Motion  by  the  statement  of  any  details, 
or  of  the  reasons  which  had  induced  the 
Committee  to  adopt  the  resolution  now 
upon  the  table.  He  should  however  pro- 
pose, in  consequence  of  it,  that  a  humble 
address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty, 
praying  that  he  would  be  pleased  to  direct 
inquiries  to  be  made  in  conformity  with 
the  Report,  and  in  such  manner  as  his 
Majesty  should  deem  most  advisable.  He 
was  ready  to  give  any  explanation  that 
might  be  required,  but  it  would  be  seen 
that  the  Report  pledged  the  House  to 
nothing,  and  merely  declared  that  the 
recommendation  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners had  been  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mittee. Should  the  House  agree  to  the 
Report,  the  effect  would  merely  be  that  pro- 
ceedings would  be  taken  to  procure  from 
Mr.  Barry  some  statements  of  expense, 
without  at  all  deciding  that  it  ought  to  be 
incurred.  The  Report  went  no  further, 
and  the  House  would  probably  be  of 
opinion,  that  under  all  the  circumstances, 
due  caution  had  been  used  in  an  important 
and  somewhat  delicate  investigation.    The 


Committee  had  judged  it  best  to  leave  all 
inquiry  into  the  details  in  the  hands  of 
Government ;  and,  of  course,  the  depart- 
ment to  be  selected  for  such  a  duty  would 
be  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests.  They  would  obtain  the  best 
assistance  that  could  be  procured ,  and 
would  proceed  without  any  delay.  He 
had  reason  to  believe  that  if  his  Motion 
were  adopted,  an  estimate  would  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House  in  a  comparatively 
short  time,  upon  which  a  final  conclusion 
might  be  formed.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
concluded  by  moving,  '*  That  an  humble 
address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty, 
praying  that  his  Majesty  would  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  have  an  inquiry  made 
as  to  the  best  mode  of  proceeding  in  con- 
formity with  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners in  such  manner  as  to  his  Majesty 
mav  seem  most  advisable.'* 

Mr.  Hawes  thought  the  Motion  so  im- 
portant that  it  ought  to  have  been  pre- 
ceded by  a  notice ;  and  he  was  somewhat 
astonished,  after  what  had  passed  on  a 
former  occasion,  that  the  House  should 
thus  have  been  taken  by  surprise  npon 
the  subject.  It  appeared  that  one  plan 
had  been  finally  agreed  upon,  and  although 
the  Committee  had  been  sitting  for  some 
time,  and  had  taken  evidence,  the  Report 
was  unaccompanied  by  evidence,  and  this 
circumstance  seemed  to  indicate  that  it 
had  been  prepared  too  hastily.  He  did 
not  say  that  he  would  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  but  he  apprehended  that 
before  it  was  adopted  the  evidence  ought 
to  have  been  produced.  According  to  his 
understanding  of  the  Rei^ort,  it  amounted 
to  a  final  selection  of  a  particular  plan, 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether  the  other 
plans  approved  by  the  Commissioners 
would  be  exhibited.'  The  public  had  been 
long  looking  for  them,  and  he  thought 
that  they  were  entitled  to  see  them. 

Sir  John  Hobfiouse  felt  bound  to  give  an 
answer  to  1)is  hon.  Friend.  Undoubtedly 
evidence  had  been  taken,  and  the  terms 
of  the  Report  would  show  that  the  commis- 
sioners had  been  examined  on  the  subject 
of  the  recommendation  they  had  laid 
before  his  Majesty.  As  to  the  notice  of 
the  present  Motion  having  been  given,  he 
could  only  say  that  it  was  not  meant  to 
take  the  House  at  all  by  surprise,  and  in 
fact  the  Report  did  not  recommend  any 
important  or  definitive  step.  All  that  had 
been  decided  was,  that  before  any  ullimaie 
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decision  were  come  to  upon  plan  No.  64. 
it  was  expedient  that  an  estimate  should 
be  formed  of  the  probable  expense  of 
carrying  it  into  execution.  If  it  were  the 
general  opinion  of  the  House  that  it  would 
be  better  to  see  the  evidence,  the  Com- 
mittee could  have  no  possible  objection 
that  it  should  be  produced.  At  present  it 
had  been  considered  that  such  a  step 
would  be  rather  premature,  and  that  the 
evidence  ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  final 
decision. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  course 
proposed  to  be  pursued  seemed  to  him 
calculated  to  lay  before  the  House,  at  the 
earliest  period,  the  information  by  which 
it  was  to  be  guided  in  its  decision.  The 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  in 
conformity  with  the  plan  proposed  in  the 
Committee;  and,  as  he  had  supported  it 
there,  he  should  give  it  his  cordial  support 
here.  The  House  of  Commons,  naturally 
distrusting  its  own  judgment  on  a  matter 
of  this  kind,  had  recommended  the  Crown 
to  select  Commissioners  to  review  the 
whole  of  the  plans.  They  undertook  the 
duty,  of  course,  gratuitously,  and  had 
devoted  a  great  portion  of  time  and  atten- 
tion to  the  consideration  of  about  eighty 
or  ninety  plans ;  they  had  weighed  the 
merits  of  each,  in  conformity  with  the 
instructions  they  had  received,  and  given 
the  preference  to  four  out  of  the  whole 
number.  That  of  Mr.  Barry  had  received 
their  chief  approbation,  both  for  exterior 
form  and  interior  convenience.  When 
the  Committee  came  to  discuss  the  subject, 
the  members  of  it  had  not  thought  them- 
selves justified  in  recommending  the 
House  to  adopt  the  plan  of  Mr.  Barry, 
which  they  preferred,  without  first  taking 
some  steps  to  ascertain  the  expense  ;  and 
it  appeared  to  them  that  under  the  Crown, 
the  responsible  executive  department  was 
infinitely  better  calculated  to  collect  all 
the  essential  materials  for  a  final  determi- 
nation, than  a  Committee  of  that  House. 
If  the  House  should  be  of  the  same  opinion, 
It  would  amount  to  a  prima  facie  case  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Barry's  plan ;  and  surely 
the  Committee  was  entitled  to  select  it, 
not  as  the  plan  finally  to  be  adopted,  but 
as  the  basis  of  further  inquiry.  Then 
came  the  question,  by  whom  that  inquiry 
was  to  be  made  ?  and  it  would  extend  not 
merely  to  the  cost  of  the  buildings,  but 
to  the  comparative  expense  of  erecting 
them  of  different  materials,  and  their 
durability  as  affected  by  London  smoke 


and  London  atmosphere.  The  Committee 
thought  that  this  inquiry  could  be  better 
conducted  by  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown; 
and  he  was  decidedly  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  which 
was  only  to  induce  the  House  to  call 
upon  the  Crown  to  make  the  inquiry.  He 
could  not  think  that  the  House  had  been 
taken  at  all  by  surprise,  since  the  object 
only  was  to  obtain  all  necessary  informa- 
tion, (before  a  single  stone  was  laid.  No 
pledge  was  given  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  chose  to  divide  the  House, 
he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  hoped  that  the  Motion 
would  be  carried  by  a  large  majority. 

Mr.  Hall  thought  that  all  the  plans 
were  to  be  publicly  exhibited  before  a  6nal 
decision  was  formed.  Mr.  Barry's  plan 
would  not,  he  was  afraid,  be  practicable 
on  account  of  the  expense. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  If  it  should  appear 
that  Mr.  Barry's  plan — beautiful  in  its 
exterior,  and  convenient  in  its  arranjije- 
mentasit  was — could  only  be  carried  into 
effect  under  an  enormous  and  unjustifiable 
outlay,  which  would  require  too  great  a 
sacrifice  of  economy,  the  motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  implied  no  pledge  that 
it  should  be  adopted  by  the  House. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  saw 
no  difficulty,  as  far  as  the  Government 
was  concerned,  in  making  the  inquiry, 
and  obtaining  the  information.  The  ob- 
ject certainly  was,  that  the  plan,  which, 
ever  might  be  selected,  should  be  executed 
with  all  due  regard  to  economy.  With 
regard  to  the  exhibition  of  the  rival  pluns, 
he  had  been  informed  that  if  it  were  done 
immediately,  and  the  drawings  thereby 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  Mr.  Barry,  it 
might  be  attended  with  gveat  incon- 
venience ;  but  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  giving  the  public  the  opportunity  of 
seeing  Mr.  Barry's  plan  with  the  others, 
before  the  House  of  Commons  came  to 
any  final  determination.  On  a  former 
occasion  a  question  had  been  put  to  him 
either  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
or  Southwark,  to  which  he  was  not  then 
prepared  to  give  a  distinct  answer.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  imagine  that 
there  had  been  some  previous  communi- 
cation of  Mr.  Barry's  plan  to  the  Com- 
missioners ;  but  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  was  now  able,  in  the  most 
distinct  and  precise  manner,  to  assert, 
that  up  to  the  moment  when  the  seals 
were  broken,  not  one  of  the  Commission- 
ers  was  aware  which  was  Mr.  Barry's  plant 
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Mr.  Hume  trusted  that  at  all  events  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Committee  would 
be  laid  before  the  House  before  they  were 
called  upon  to  consent  to  the  expenditure 
of  any  portion  of  the  public  money. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Unstamped  Press.]  Mr.  Wakley 
wished  to  know  from  his  Majesty's  Attor- 
ney-General, under  what  Act  of  Parliament 
a  man  named  Cleave  had  been  convicted 
for  selling;  unstamped  newspapers;  and 
under  what  Act  of  Parliament  the  officers 
were  justified  in  seizing  those  papers  which 
were  in  his  possession:  and,  lastly,  how 
were  the  magistrates  justified  in  sentencing 
)nm,  in  addition  to  imprisonment,  to  the 
punishment  of  the  silent  system  ? 

The  Attorney-General  had  inquired  into 
the  circumstances  since  the  same  question 
had  been  put  to  him  before,  and  hud  as- 
certained that  the  man  had  been  convicted 
under  the  16th  of  Geo.  2nd,  which  pro- 
vided, that  any  person  carrying  unstamped 
papers  might  be  arrested,  brought  before 
a  magistrate,  and  sentenced  to  three 
months'  imprisonment.  On  the  4th  day 
of  the  present  month  he  had  been  found 
in  a  cab  with  thirty-three  quires  of  The 
Police  Gazette^  an  unstamped  newspaper ; 
was  arrested,  brought  before  a  magistrate, 
and  under  the  Act  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, sentenced  to  three  months'  im- 
prisonment. With  respect  to  the  treat- 
ment he  had  experienced  in  confinement, 
it  had  been  very  indulgent  indeed ;  and  so 
far  from  his  being  condemned  to  the  pun- 
ishment of  the  silent  system,  he  had  been 
appointed  teacher  of  the  boys  in  the  prison. 
It  only  remained  to  answer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question  as  it  regarded  the  seizure  of 
the  papers  on  his  person.  His  (the  Attor- 
ney-General's) notion  was,  that  the  law 
could  never  mean  that  these  papers  should 
be  restored  to  the  party  upon  whose  per- 
son they  might  have  been  found,  to  be  re- 
distributed in  direct  opposition  to  the  law. 
The  law,  he  presumed,  would  recognise 
no  property  in  these  papers ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  thought  it  would,  he  might 
bring  his  action  of  trover  for  the  recovery 
of  the  property,  and  thus  take  the  decision 
of  a  jury  and  the  opinion  of  a  Court  on 
the  question. 

Mr.  WaJdey  had  never  advocated  a  vio- 
lation of  the  laws,  but  400  persons  had 
been  arrested  for  the  sale  of  a  newspaper, 
which  the  Court  of  Exchequer  bad  de- 
cided not  to  be  a  newspaper. 


Mr.  Roebuck  wished  to  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  another  question 
relating  to  another  transaction  of  the  same 
nature,  it  appeared  that  a  man  named 
Reeve  had  been  stopped  by  some  police 
constables,  with  a  bundle  in  his  possession. 
He  was  asked  what  it  contained,  but  re- 
fused  to  answer.  It  was  then  taken  from 
him,  and  was  found  to  contain  legally 
stamped  papers.  He  was  brought  before 
a  magistrate,  fined,  and  not  paying  the 
fine,  was  sent  to  confinement,  stripped  of 
his  clothes,  and  the  flannel  next  his  skin 
taken  off,  to  the  very  serious  detriment  of 
his  health.  Now  he  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whether  this 
was  in  accordance  with  the  feelings  of  the 
people  at  large,  or  consistent  with  the 
spirit  of  the  English  laws  ? 

The  Attorney 'General  would  not  trou- 
ble the  House  with  his  opinion  as  to 
whether  this  conviction  was  in  accordance 
with  the  feelings  of  the  people  at  large; 
hut  as  to  its  being  consistent  with  the 
spirit  of  the  English  law,  he  should  leave 
the  House  to  judge  from  the  facts  of  the 
case.  From  the  information  which  he 
(the  Attorney-General)  had  received,  it 
appeared  that  the  individual  in  question 
had  been  met  by  a  constable,  and  asked 
what  a  bundle  which  was  in  his  possession 
contained  ;  his  reply  was,  to  knock  the 
constable  down.  Such  was  the  informa- 
tion he  had  received,  and  he  believed  it 
was  correct.  Under  the  27th  section  of 
the  9th  Geo.  4th  he  was  brought  before  a 
magistrate,  who  fined  him,  as  the  Act 
authorised  the  magistrate,  five  pounds, 
and  the  fine  not  being  paid,  he  was  com- 
mitted, according  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  *'  either  to  the  common  gaol,  or  the 
house  of  correction  ;"  in  the  present  case, 
to  the  latter.  Having  been  asked  hisopinion, 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  Reeve 
having  been,  under  the  Act,  committed  to 
the  House  of  Correction,  was  subject  to 
the  discipline  of  the  House  of  Correc- 
tion. There  was  therefore,  he  appre- 
hended, no  ground  for  complaint,  so  far, 
at  least,  as  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  to  a  deviation  from  the  law, 
in  the  course  which  had  been  adopted  in 
this  case. 

Spain  akb  her  late  Colonies] 
Lord  Mahon^  seeing  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  bis  place, 
wished  to  ask  him  a  Question  relative  to 
QegotiatioM  which  baa  beeo  eone  time 
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since  set  on  foot  respecting  the  dispute 
between  Spain  and  her  South  American 
colonies.  It  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House,  that  two  Commissioners 
(Generals  Soublette  and  O'Leary)  had  ar- 
rived in  London  on  their  way  to  Madrid, 
and  bad  been  roost  kindly  received,  and 
assisted  with  advice,  by  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington, and  had  received  every  encou- 
ragement to  effect  the  object  of  their 
mission.  The  last  advices  received  in  re- 
ference to  this  subject  represented  the 
negotiations  as  entirely  broken  off.  This 
was  a  subject,  be  need  hardly  observe  to 
the  House,  of  the  utmost  importance  to 
even  our  trade  and  commerce,  and  he  had 
hoped  that  the  noble  Lord's  assistance 
would  have  sufficed  to  have  brought  the 
negotiation  to  a  satisfactory  termination. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  if  he 
had  received  any  official  information  upon 
this  subject,  and  if  there  was  any  prospect 
of  a  favourable  result  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord,  that  his  Majesty's  present  ad- 
visers were  quite  as  anxious  that  the  ne- 
gotiation referred  to  should  be  brought  to 
a  satisfactory  termination  as  were  the 
Government  of  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  a  Member.  It  was  quite  obvious 
that  the  termination  of  disputes  between 
Spain  and  her  colonies  was  most  desirable 
for  many  reasons,  besides  that  which  af- 
fected the  commerce  carried  on  by  and 
with  these  countries^  It  was  quite  true, 
as  the  noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  Ge- 
nerals Soublette  and  O'Leary  had  arrived 
in  London,  and  proceeded  to  Madrid,  on 
the  subject  of  the  negotiation  which  had 
been  referred  to.  General  Santa- Maria 
had  also  arrived  in  London,  and  had  gone 
to  Madrid,  to  take  part,  on  behalf  of 
Mexico,  in  the  negotiation  ;  and  as  far  as 
a  Miuister  of  Great  Britain  could  take 
part  in  it,  by  the  interposition  of  his 
friendly  offices,  Mr.  Villiers  had  interfered; 
add  in  so  doing,  only  acted  in  perfect 
conformity  with  the  instruction  of  the  Go- 
vernment he  represented.  The  part  he 
had  taken,  however,  was  necessarily  un- 
official— the  interference  of  a  friend  of 
both  parties.  He  had  at  present  no  reason 
to  believe  that  the  negotiation  was  broken 
off.  It  was  in  some  degree  connected 
with  a  communication  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  Cortes ;  for  the  Govern- 
ment, instead  of  concluding  a  treaty  on 
tbe  part  of  the  Crown,  preferred  maling 
this  communicatioD  to  the  Cortes.    Tbe 


dissolution  of  that  body  had  interrupted 
the  progress  of  the  negotiation ;  but  he 
had  good  reason  to  hope  that,  when  they 
re-assembled,  it  would  be  brought  to  a 
satisfactory  termination. 

Civil  War  in  Spain.]  Sir  Robert 
Peel  had  seen  in  the  public  papers  an  ac- 
count that  either  the  wife  or  mother  of 
Cabrera — an  officer  in  the  service  of  Don 
Carlos — had  been  shot  by  order  of  an 
officer  in  the  pay  and  commission  of  the 
Spanish  Government.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  if  he  had  any 
reason  to  know  that  this  account  was  cor- 
rect? 

Viscount  Palmerston  was  much  afraid 
that  the  account  was  correct.  He  had  no 
official  information  on  the  subject;  but 
from  an  account  contained  in  a  private 
letter  he  had  received,  he  feared  there  was 
too  much  reason  to  apprehend  the  account 
was  correct.  The  account  he  had  received 
of  this  diabolical  atrocity  represented  it 
(so  we  understood  the  noble  Lord)  as  a 
reprisal  for  Cabrera's  baving  shot  the  wives 
of  four  officers  of  tbe  Government  army. 

Lord  jp.  Egerton  wished  to  know  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  received  any  information 
of  this  atrocity  having  been  committed  at 
the  instigation  of  Mina  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  such 
was  the  rumour ;  which,  however,  might 
be  quite  false. 

Stamp  Duties — Newspapers.]  Mr. 
Harvey  had  a  Petition  to  present 
on  the  subject  of  the  Abolition  of  the 
Newspaper  Stamp  Duties,  but^'could  not 
consign  It  to  that  ignominious  bourne  from 
which  no  petition  returns,  without  ad- 
verting to  a  rumour  which  had  reached 
him  that  all  these  petitions,  which  were 
for  a  '*  total  repeal"  of  the  stamp  duty, 
were  to  be  thrown  away.  He  had  been  told, 
for  he  had  not  attended  the  Downing-street 
Parliament,  that  the  Government  had  re- 
solved upon  disregarding  these  petitions, 
by  reducing,  and  not  abolishing,  the  stamp 
duties.  Such  a  conclusion,  he  appre- 
hended, could  only  have  been  arrived  at 
in  the  absence  of  all  knowledge  of  public 
opinion  upon  this  subject,  and  he,  there* 
fore,  trusted,  that  after  such  a  manifesta- 
tion as  had  just  been  made,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  be  prepared  to 
defer  the  consideration  of  this  subject 
until  he  could  bestow  upon  these  petitions 
the  attentiou  to  which  they  were  entitled. 
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Mr.  Wakley  said,  that  in  moving  that  the 
House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
on  the  Stamp  Bill,  he  should  take  the 
opportunity  of  expressing  his  perfect  con- 
currence in  what  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  his  hope  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  virould,  upon  a  little 
deliberation,  be  induced  to  do  justice  to 
the  public,  and  consent  not  to  take  off  a 
portion,  but  to  abolish  the  entire  of  the 
stamp  duty.  Should  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  not  do  so,  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  press  the  House  to  a 
division.  He  would  then  move,  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  the  Stamp  Acts. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  sug- 
gested that  it  might  be  the  most  convenient 
course  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
would  consent  to  allow  him  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  to  state  what  were  the 
intentions  of  the  Government,  and  then 
take  the  discussion  on  his  own  motion 
when  the  subject  of  the  Stamp  Duty  on 
Newspapers  was  regularly  brought  forward 
in  the  financial  statement  of  the  year.  This 
he  thought,  would  be  a  much  more^con- 
venient  course  than  that  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Wakley  would  consent  to  adopt 
this  course. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
he  would  proceed  to  explain  his  views. 
He  wished,  however,  the  Committee  to 
understand,  that,  although  the  proposi- 
tion he  was  about  to  bring  forward  em- 
braced the  subject  of  the  stamp-duties  on 
newspapers,  yet  it  was  by  no  means  confined 
to  that  one  object.  His  proposition  was 
of  a  much  more  enlarged  kind,  and,  with- 
out wishing  to  undervalue  the  question  as 
connected  with  the  public  press  and  with 
newspapers,  he  thought  his  proposition 
would  be  found  to  be  deserving  of  the 
consideration  of  Parliament,  even  if  there 
had  not  been  any  stamp-duties  on  ncws- 

Eapers  at  all.  During  the  period  which 
ad  elapsed  since  the  close  of  the  war, 
there  had  been  very  few  proceedings 
of  that  House  which  had  been  more  satis- 
factory than  the  steps  which  under  various 
Governments  had  been  taken  for  the 
simplification  and  consolidation  of  the 
laws,  and  there  was  a  duty  incumbent  on 
the  House,  and  which  in  times  of  peace  and 
tranquillity  it  behoved  the  House  to  per- 
form—it wa8|  to  make  the  laws  clear  and 


intelligible,  and  the  more  especially  when 
those  laws   involved  questions   of  inter- 
ference with  trade  and  commerce,    re- 
strictions on  property,  and  penalties  on 
the  commission  and  omission  of  certain 
acts.    The  criminal  law  had  already  been 
consolidated  to  a  very  great  extent.     This 
most  useful  task  had  been  undertaken  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  (not  then  in  bis 
place)  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  and  his 
example  had  since  been  zealously  followed 
by  others.     He  thought,  that   when  he 
described  to  the  House  the  state  and  con* 
dition  in  which  the  Stamp  Acts  stood,  the 
House  would  agree  with  him,  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  remain  without 
alteration  and  improvement.      The  laws 
relating  to  stamps  existing  on  the  Statute 
Book  were  1 50  m  number,  some  of  tbem 
related  only  to  England,  others  only  to 
Scotland,  some  only  to  Ireland,  and  others 
to  Great  Britain,  or  to  the  empire  at  large. 
They  were  dispersed  through  the  Statute 
Book,  forming  a  complete  farrago  of  legis- 
lation, and  such  contradictory  provisions, 
that  even  the  most  subtle  lawyers  found 
themselves  entangled  in  coming  to  deci- 
sions on  them,  and  individuals  became 
the  victims  subjected  to  penalties  never 
intended  to  be  inflicted  on  them.     From 
the    earliest    statutes    imposing     Stamp 
Duties,  passed  in  the  reign  of  Charles  2nd 
to  the  present  time,  the  legislation  in  re- 
spect to  each  had  been  such  as  greatly  to 
add  to  the  confusion  he  had  adverted  to, 
for  it  was  necessary  now  to  look  not  only 
to  Acts  professedly   applying  to  Stamp 
Duties,  but  to  others  of  a  different  class, 
but  which  contained  enactments  concern- 
ing this  branch   of  revenue;     and   ac- 
cordingly,   he   had  found   in  the  third 
Clause  of  an  Enclosure  Act  a  provision 
subjecting  parties  to  penalties  for  an  offence 
against  the  Stamp  Acts.     Indeed,  one  of 
the  earliest  of  those  statutes,  the  10th  of 
Queen  Anne,  was  strangely  characteristic 
of  the  style  of  legislation  in  those  days.  It 
imposed  Stamp  Duties    and  duties  on 
coffee  and  candles,  it  afforded  relief  to  a 
certain  lady  of  the  name  of  Barnwell,  and 
regulated  the  duty  on  cocoa  nuts  brought 
from  America.     It  would   require  some 
ingenuity  now  to  account  for  the  connex- 
ion.    But  there  were  at  least  120  other 
statutes  equally  anomalous  in  their  pro- 
visions.    It  was,   therefore,  his  intention 
to  propose,  in  the  room  of  these  existing 
statutes,  one  single  statute,  which  should 
contain  the  whole  of  the  Stamp  Laws  of 
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the  country,  with  two  slight  exceptions 
(for  reasons  he  would  hereafter  state), 
namely,  the  laws  relating  to  stage  coaches, 
which  had  been  consolidated  within  the 
last  few  years,  and  the  law  relating  to 
hawkers  and  pedlars*  licences,  which  had 
also  been  consolidated.    With  these  two 
exceptions,  he  should  repeal  all  the  other 
Stamp  Acts,  and  propose  in  their  stead 
the  Bill  which  the  Government  were  in- 
clined to  recommend.  The  Bill  he  sought 
to  introduce  would,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
be  Tery  long,  comprising  no  less  than  330 
sections,  but  those  sections   would    be 
found  in  connexion  one  with  the  other, 
and  with  no  contradiction  amongst  them. 
He  must  state  at  once  that  the  reason  he 
did  not  propose  to  interfere  at  present, 
with  the  existing  law  as  to  post-horse 
duties  was  at  the  request  of  the  very  re- 
spectable class  of  persons,  the  innkeepers 
engaged  in  the  trade,    and,  moreover,  he 
had  it  in  contemplation  this  Session   to 
put  an  end  to  the  system  of  farming  post- 
horse  duties,  that  remnant  of  barbarism 
in  legislation.     The  Stamp  Duties  formed 
a  very  difficult  subject  for  consolidation, 
as  the  duties  were  in  themselves  extremely 
complicated,  as  hon.  Members  knew,  and 
was  indeed  evident  from  the  revenue  they 
produced.  The  grossStamp  revenues  for  the 
year  1833  were  7,414,000/.,  and  in  1834, 
7,461,000/. ;   and   when  hon.   Members 
looked,  under  the  present  scale  of  duty^ 
at  the  variety  of    matters  from  which 
this  revenue  arose, — from  letters  of  ad. 
ministration,  probates  of  wills,  admission 
of  attornies,  and  to  offices,  advertisements, 
affidavits,     agreements,     appraisements, 
apprenticeships,  bankers'  notes,  bills  of 
exchange,  bills  of  lading,  bonds,  commis- 
sion, gold   and  silver  plate,  licences  to 
newspapers,  protests,  and  the  remainder 
of  the  list,  they  must  see  that  the  task  of 
consolidation  in  this  case,  imposed   on 
any  individual,  was  one  of     great  per- 
plexity and  difficulty.     Many  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  already  shown,  either  by  their 
votes  or  speeches,  that  upon  a  number  of 
those  duties  there  existed  a  diffisrence  of 
opinion,  and  all  that  he  would  ask  was, 
that  the  progress  in  the  work  of  consoli- 
dation should  not  be  impeded  by  the  dis- 
cussion of  those  separate  questions.  He  did 
not  ask  hon.   Members  to  abandon  their 
opinions,  but  only  to  suspend  them  until  the 
whole  laws  were  brought  into  one  statute ; 
because  it  was  evident,  that  in  an  Act  of 

l^arliament,  which  wonld  contain  330  sec- 


Itions,  and  would  embrace  all  the  subjects  (o 
which  he  had  just  now  adverted,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  proceed  if  the  House 
should  be  called  on  to  discuss  every  one 
of  the  points ;  the  work  of  consolidation 
would  be  rendered  impracticable,  and  no 
Minister  could  bring  the  matter  to  a  satis- 
factory result.     He  therefore  trusted  he 
should  not  be  thought  unreasonable  in 
expecting  that  some  degree  of  assistance 
should  so  far  be  given  to  him  by  hon. 
Members.     He  should  not,  however,  con- 
clude hon.  Members  on  subjects  which  he 
admitted  to  be  important,  and  must  be 
considered  to  have  extensive  relations.  He 
would  instance  a  matter  frequently  men- 
tioned in  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex— the  exemption  from  duties 
of  landed  property  passing  by  will.    That 
was  a  subject  for  discussion  hereafter,  and 
ought  not  to  be  taken  as  incidental  to  the 
work  of  consolidation.     It  would  be  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
to  bring  forward  that  proposition  in  a  dis- 
tinct form,  and  he  should  feel  that  he 
acted  most  disingenuously  if  he  held  the 
hon.  Member,  by  his  assent  to  the  princi- 
ple of  the  consolidation  of  the  law,  to  be 
precluded  in  any  degree  from  having  the 
full  advantage  of  introducing  it  as  a  sub- 
ject for  separate  consideration.    With  re- 
spect to  the  Stamp  Duty  on  newspapers, 
he  stood  in  a  different  position,   because 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had,  for 
the  present,  abandoned  the  motion  of 
which  he  had  given  notice  to-night  that 
he  might  have  an  opportunity  of  stating 
his  intentions  on  this  point ;   and  because 
the  Petitions  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  to>night,  proved  that  the  subject 
must  be  discussed  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session.     He  was,  therefore,  not 
at  all  disposed  to  debar  the  consideration 
of  that  question ;  but,  with  regard  to  fur- 
ther notices  on  other  heads,   he  prayed 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  forbear,  pending  the 
consolidation  of  the  laws ;  because  if  they 
did  not,  a  great  public  object,  he  was 
afraid,  might  be  defeated  or  impeded. 
He  could  not  approach  the  discussion  of 
this  subject  without  calling  to  mind  de- 
bates which  had  taken  place  upon  former 
occasions  in  this  House,  and  he  should 
necessarily  be  obliged  to  allude  to  them,  be- 
cause if  he  did  not,  it  might  be  supposed 
that  he  was  acting  inconsistently  in  refer- 
ence to  some  arguments  which  he  had  for- 
merly advanced  in  reply  to  the  arguments 
of  the  late  Mr,  Cobbett.  That  Gentlemaa 
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had  brought  forward  the  question  of  the 
Stamp  Duties  with  the  great  ingenuity  he 
always  possessed,  but  with  that  exaggera- 
tion also  in  which  he  was  prone  to  indulge. 
On  that  occasion,  it  had  fallen  to  his 
(Mr.  Rice's)  lot  to  reply  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, but  he  was  so  far  from  advocating 
the  law  as  it  then  existed,  that  he  had 
pledged  himself,  on   the  part  of  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  bring  in 
a  bill  for  the  remedy  of  the  defects  com- 
plained of.    Such  a  measure  would  have 
been   introduced  shortly  afterwards,  but 
for  the  press  of  public  business  at  that 
period.     He  was  now  prepared  to  redeem 
the  pledge  then  given,  not  by  meeting  the 
exaggerated  case  stated  on  that  occasion 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  but  by 
meeting  the  case  of  real  grievance,  the 
existence   of  which  must  be  proved  to 
every  man  without  any  argument  what- 
ever, but  by  the  slightest  consideration  of 
the  Stamp  Acts.    He  should  avoid,  in  the 
statement   he  was  now  about   to   make 
taking  an  exaggerated   view  of  the  evils 
of  the  present  Stamp  Laws,  by  looking  to 
the  extreme  points  of  the  scale,  but  he 
would  only  consider  the  mean  amount  of 
duty  payable,  and  the  mean  amount  of 
the  sums  upon  which    it   was  payable. 
This  was  where  the  great  difference  lay  be- 
tween his  own  statements  and  those  of 
the   hon.    Member    for  Oldham.      This 
constituted  the  chief  distinction  between 
the  lines  of  reasoning  followed  by  them 
on   that  occasion.     If  he  could  show  that 
in  the  present  state  of  the  law,  as  con- 
cerned  the  payment  of  duties  leviable, 
there  was  a  gross  and  crying  injustice  and 
inconsistency,  he  would  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  go  with  him  in  applying  an  imme- 
diate and  efficient  remedy.    He  trusted 
that  the  House  was  aware,  that  accord- 
ing to  the  principle  on  which  the  Stamp 
Laws  in  force  at  the  present  moment  were 
framed,  a  certain  amount  of  duty  was 
payable  upon  bills,  mortgages,  or  bonds 
of  any    aescription    from  50/.  to   100/. 
value;  another   on  those  from  100/.  to 
200/.;  another  on  those  from  500/.  to 
1,000/.,  and  so  on  bj  a  fixed  scale ;  thus 
applying  the  scale  of  duties  to  the  scale 
01  mean  payments,  and  working  out  the 
computation  accurately,  it  would  be  found 
that  a  lower  amount  of  duty  was  charged 
upon  bills  for  large  spms  than  was  payable 
on  those  of  small  value — that  the  smaller 
the  bill  the  larger  was  the  amount  of  per 
ceatage.    On  a  mortg;age  there  was  a 
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larger  amount  of  duty  payable  when  the 
sum  was  small  than  when  it  was  great ; 
and  thus,  in  this  proportion,    though  not 
to  the  extent  stated  by  the   hon.  Member 
for  Oldham,  a  larger   tax    was   imposed 
upon  transactions  comparatively  small  ia 
value,  and  consequently  upon  the  poorer 
classes,    than    upon    large     transactions, 
which  in  most  cases  affected  the  wealthier 
classes.     He  would  take  the  case  of  con- 
veyances.    In  cases  where  the   purchase 
or  consideration  money  did  not  amount  to 
20/.,  the  mean  amount  of  duty  payable 
at  present  was  51,  per  cent. ;   where  it  was 
from  20/.   to  50/.  the   mean   amount  of 
duty  would  be  2/.    17s.    Id.    per   cent. 
But  as  the  scale  ascended  anomalies  still 
more  striking  presented  themselves.     For 
instance,  upon  a  conveyance  the  considera- 
tion of  which  was  from  4,000/.  to  5,000/., 
the  same  proportion  of  dutv  was  payable 
as  upon  one  the  value  ot  which  varied 
from    40,000/.   to   60,000/.      The  same 
duty  was  levied  upon    all    conveyances 
from  60,000/.  to  80,000/.,  so    that  the 
identical  duty  was  payable  upon  one  of 
the  value  of   60,000/.  as  was    charged 
on    one    where    the    consideration    was 
79,900/.    The  duties  levied  upon  bonds 
were  not  less  oppressive  and    unequal. 
The  duty  payable  upon  one  of  250/.  was 
14s.  per  cent ;  upon  one  of  2,500/.  5s.  1  Od. 
per  cent.,  and  upon  one  of  12,500/.  only 
2s.  4d.  per  cent.    The  scale  stopped  at 
20,000/.  and   a  bond   for  40,000/.   was 
subject  to  no   more  duty    than  one  f^r 
20,000/.    This    was  irreconcileable    with 
the    real   principles   by   which    taxation 
should   be   regulated,   and    nothing,   he 
thought,  could  lead  the  House  to  continue 
the  system  he  had  described,  except  an 
impossibility  to  remedy  it.     The  practical 
result  was,  that  upon  bonds  of  40,000/. 
value  there  was  a  duty  of  Is.  3d,  per  cent. ; 
upon  those  of  4,000/.  there  was  a  duty  of 
4f.  2d.  per  cent.,  and  upon  those  of  100/* 
there  was  a  duty  of  1/.  10s«  per  cent. 
He  need  scarcely  enter  into  any  farther 
details  to  exemplify  the  principle  of  the 
present  laws,  because  those  who  had  at- 
tended  to   the  subject   of  debate  on  a 
former  occasion  would  see  that  these  state- 
ments were  perfectly  in  accordance  with 
the  whole  of  the  arguments  he  had  then 
brought  forward,  and  because  these  results 
were  derived,  not  from  extreme  views,  but 
from  a  consideration  of  the  mean  amount 
of  payments,  which  was  the  true  way  of 
viewing  the  subject.    He  would  give  as 
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example  of  what  he  should  propose  as  a 
remedy  for  this  in  the  case  of  conveyances. 
He  had  shown  that  the  duties  varied  upon 
similar  sums,  rising  sometimes  as  high 
as  21,  13s.  per  cent.,  and  falling  to 
1/.  10(.,  while  between  1,000/.  and  2,000/. 
they  fell  to  16s.,  but  the  general  average 
was  1/.    He  had  taken  the  opinions  of 

Erofessional  men  on  this  subject,  and  he 
elieved  that  the  plan  he  should  submit 
to  the  House  would  effectually  remedy 
this  inequality.  He  proposed  one  uniform 
scale  of  duties,  that  a  tax  of  one  per  cent, 
should  in  all  cases  be  imposed.  In  very 
few  and  trifling  instances  would  this  plan 
give  the  slightest  additional  increase  to 
taxation*  It  would  leave  the  revenue  very 
much  in  the  same  condition  as  at  present, 
while  extensive  relief  would  at  once  be 
afforded  in  all  cases  where  similar  convey- 
ances were  taxed  unequally.  An  applica- 
tion of  the  cid  va/orem  principle  would  run 
through  great  part  of  the  Bill  he  should 
introduce,  and  hon.  Members  would  per- 
ceive how  very  convenient  this  would 
practically  be  to  men  of  business.  There 
would  no  longer  be  room  for  doubt  on  any 
point.  There  could  be  no  conflicting 
opinions,  every  one  would  instantly  know 
bow  the  case  really  stood,  and  could  carry 
in  bis  hand  a  simple  formula,  that  would 
enable  him  at  once  to  solve  any  question 
that  could  arise.  This  would  apply  also 
to  the  question  of  probates.  He  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
very  great  alteration  he  meant  to  pro- 
pose in  this  part  of  the  law.  By  the 
law  as  it  stood,  in  cases  of  property 
passing  by  descent,  the  duty  was 
calculated  upon  the  gross  value  of  that 
property.  This  subjected  individuals  to 
very  considerable  hardship  and  inconve- 
nience, because  the  law  was,  that  although 
they  were  charged  upon  the  gross  amount 
of  the  property,  they  were  afterwards 
entitled  to  reclaim  from  Government 
a  proportion  of  the  duties  they  paid. 
This  was  a  very  complicated  process,  and 
a  very  unjust  one  on  the  part  of  the  state, 
unless  it  were  actually  necessary  to  secure 
that  which  was  the  right  of  the  state— the 
duty  upon  the  net  proceeds.  The  ad- 
ministrator or  executor  was  required  to 
advance  the  duty,  as  if  the  estate  was 
altogether  clear  of  incumbrance.  Indi- 
viduals, rather  than  go  through  the  ne- 
cessary forms  and  technicalities  requisite 
to  claim  the  whole  amount  of  duty  they 
wpold  be  entitled  to  from  the  Stamp* 


oflice,  desisted  from  making  their  claim, 
and  the  consequence  was,  that  the  revenue 
received  much  to  which  it  was  not  en- 
titled.   He  would  propose  an  alteration  in 
the  law  in  this  respect,  which,  after  com- 
munication with  individuals  most  com- 
petent to  give  him  advice  on  the  subject, 
he  believed  he  might  say  would  afford 
considerable  relief.     Individuals  would  be 
required  to  pay  the  duty,  not  on  the 
gross,  but  on  the  net  amount  of  the  estate. 
No  one  subject  had  been  brought  forward 
more  prominently  than  this   in   all   the 
discussions  both  at  the  Stamp-office  and 
the  Treasury.     His  right  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite, whom  he  saw  taking  notes,  knew 
that  no  subject  had  given  rise  to  more 
application    than  this,  and  that  no  part 
of  the  law  bore  harder  upon  the  public 
generally.     The  tendency  of  it  was  to 
bring  into  the  Exchequer  a  mass  of  pro- 
perty which  the  state  was  not  entitled  to 
receive,  and  he  was  bound  to  make  an 
alteration  in  this  state  of  things,  if  the 
evil  could  be  remedied  without  introducing 
inconveniences  still  more  formidable.  With 
respect  to  another   important  branch  of 
the  law,  he  proposed  to  make  a  consider- 
able change — he  meant  the  duties  upon 
bill   stamps.    The   duties  upon   bills  as 
they  now  existed  might  be  divided  into 
two  classes — the  duties  on  what  might  be 
termed  foreign  bills,  and  those  on  home 
or  domestic  bills.     In  the  duty  on  foreign 
bills  he  would  make  no  change.     With 
regard   to  the  duty  generally  on   home 
bills,   it  appeared  to  him   to  bear  with 
great  injustice  on  bills  drawn   for  small 
sums.     He  did  not  think  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  give  undue  encouragement  to 
bills  drawn  for  smaller  sums  as  compared 
with  those  of  a  larger  amount,  but  neither 
was  it  just  that  they  should  reverse  the 
ordinary  principles  of  fiscal   regulation, 
and   subject  them  to  double  and  treble 
duty.     AH  that  he  should  propose  would 
be,  to  adjust  the  bill  scale  as  fairly  as  he 
could  in  reference  to  the  amount,  and  to 
carry  out  the  ad  valorem  principle  as  far 
as  possible.      Of  late  years  there  had 
existed   a   practice   which,  however   re* 
luctantly,  he  could  not  but  characterize 
as  an  evasion  of  the  duty  upon  bills.    A 
custom  had  arisen  of  drawing,  in  place  of 
bills,  letters  of  credit,  which  were  passed 
from  hand  to  hand,  and  sometimes  even 
negotiated  by  endorsement,  though  others, 
more  prudent,  refused  to  endorse  such 
documents.    The  letters  of  crediti  eTeo 
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qaite  unendorsed,  had  been  often  made  to 
Bupply  the  place  of  bills.  Unquestionably 
this  practice  was  an  evasion  of  the  law, 
but  he  believed  that  one  cause  of  it  was 
the  high  rate  of  duty  char^i^ed  on  bill 
stamps.  Hon.  Gentlemen  would  observe 
that  these  letters  of  credit  could  never  be 
employed  for  the  purposes  of  bills  of  a 
long  date,  or  of  great  amount.  They 
could  not  be  used  to  any  great  extent  as  a 
means  of  postponing  payment  of  a  sum, 
or  of  obtaining  an  advance  of  capital.  It 
was  his  intention  now  to  introduce  a  scale 
of  duties  on  bills  drawn  at  a  period  not 
exceeding  seven  days  from  the  date,  cal- 
culated not  to  admit  postponement  of 
payment,  nor  to  allow  the  raising  of  money 
upon  them.  On  this  class  of  bills  he 
meant  to  propose  a  very  slight  duty — 
scarcely  more  than  a  nominal  rate.  He 
could  not  but  regard  the  negotiation  of 
letters  of  credit  as  a  practice  of  very 
questionable  legality,  and  it  would  be 
rendered  still  more  so  by  the  proposition 
he  should  make.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
convenience  of  a  bill  of  exchange  payable 
to  order,  valid  in  point  of  law,  would  be 
of  the  greatest  possible  advantage  to  the 
commercial  interests  and  the  public  gene* 
rally,  and  would  be  used  largely  as  a 
substitute  for  the  present  system  of  letters 
of  credit.  He  had  had  much  intercourse 
with  parties  who  were  well  acquainted 
with  that  system,  and  their  opinion  was 
that  his  proposition  would  give  great  fa- 
cility in  mercantile  transactions.  He  knew 
how  very  dull  and  uninteresting  these 
details  were,  but  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  bear  with  him  if  he  ventured 
still  further  to  solicit  its  attention ;  and 
they  might  be  regarded  as  less  necessary, 
as  the  House  was  not  now  to  be  called  on 
to  agree  to  these  measures;  but  he  should 
not  have  done  justice  to  the  Government 
nor  to  himself,  if  he  had  caused  the  sche- 
dules to  be  printed  without  offering  some 
explanations  to  the  House.  There  were 
several  other  alterations  which  he  intended 
to  propose,  and  among  these  one  very 
much  called  for  by  the  humbler  classes  of 
the  commnnity— the  reduction  of  the  tax 
leviable  upon  apprentices'  indentures.  He 
meant  to  propose  a  large  reduction  in  this 
tax.  At  present,  where  there  was  no 
premium,  or  where  it  was  under  10/.,  a 
duty  was  imposed  of  20s,  He  was  not 
called  on  then  to  discuss  the  policy  of  the 
laws  relating  to  apprenticeship,  but  as 
hvif  9$  tbey  remained  on  the  statute  book 


it  was  unjust  by  fiscal  regulations  to  de- 
prive parties  of  the  means  of  executing 
contracts  into  which  they  were  willing  to 
enter.     He  proposed  to  reduce  this  tax 
from  205.  to  lOs.  upon  the  lowest  class  of 
indentures.    The  tax  on  bills  of  lading  be 
proposed  to  reduce  from  3s.  to  6d,,  and 
to  reduce  that  on  charterparties  from  355* 
to  5s,    With  regard  to  leases,  he  meant 
to  propose  a  great  alteration,  which  he 
hoped  would  be  felt  as  a  very  considerable 
relief  by  the  agricultural  interest  in  the 
northern  and  western  parts  of  England,  in 
which  chiefly  the  leasing  system  existed. 
The  present  rate  of  duty  upon  leases  was 
felt  to  be  extremely  oppressive.     Where 
the  rent  was  20/.  or  under,  the  duty  was 
now  20s.     He  would  propose  that  this 
should  be  reduced  to  2s.  6d,    Where  the 
rent  was  300/.,  and  the  duty  now  levied 
3/.,  he  should  propose  a  reduction  to  ]/. 
Where  the  rent  was  600/.  he  should  pro- 
pose a  reduction  of  duty  from  4/.  to  3/. 
He  anticipated  that  the  loss  of  revenue 
from  this  reduction  would  be  amply  com- 
pensated by  putting  an  end  to  the  exemp- 
tions from  the  duty  at  present  existing,  in 
favour  of  leases  for  the  term  of  three  lives 
and  ecclesiastical  leases.  These  cases  would 
come  under  the  general  provisions  of  the 
law,  subject  to  the  reductions  he  should 
propose,    and   the  ad  valorem  principle 
would   come  into  operation   as  regarded 
them.      In   several   additional   instances, 
he  proposed  to  carry  reduction  still  further. 
On   administration-bonds  under   1,000/., 
the  duty  was  20s. — he  should  propose  to 
lower  it  to  5s.^  and  he  did  not  think  the 
revenue  would  lose  anything  by  the  change. 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention   of  the 
House  to  this  fact.      The  large  amount  of 
the     Stamp-duty     charged     upon    these 
transactions  had  the  effect,  not  of  bringing 
in    revenue,    but    of    prohibiting    those 
transactions  which  would  augment  it ;  and 
when  he  came  to  think,  that  on  the  legal 
execution    of   the    contract  requiring  a 
stamp,  might  depend  property  to  a  great 
amount,  he  was  unwilling,  by  fiscal  regu- 
lations, to  deprive  any  individual  of  that 
which  was  justly  his  due,  or  to  prevent 
him  from  asserting  his  rights.   He  believed, 
that  by  these  reductions  no  very  material 
loss  to  the  revenue  would  be  incurred. 
He  expected,  also,  to  obtain  some  saving 
to  the  public  by  remitting  the  amount  of 
discounts  allowed.     In  particular  cases, 
as  in   the  case  of  administration-bonds, 
discounts  were  allowedi  which  ^nerally 
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went  into  the  pockets  of  professional 
persons,  and  by  putting  an  end  to  allow- 
ances of  this  kind,  he  calculated  on  a 
saving  of  10,000/.  or  12,000/.  a-year. 
He  intended,  also,  to  follow  out  the  prin- 
eiple  which  had  been  applied  by  Lord 
Aithorpe,  when  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. That  noble  Lord  bad  lowered  the 
Stamp-duty  on  insurance  for  farming* 
stocky  and  he  meant  to  carry  this  reduc- 
tion further,  and  apply  it  to  farming 
buildings.  Frequent  applications  had 
been  made  to  him  on  this  subject,  and  he 
saw  no  reason  to  continue  the  duty.  He 
knew  that,  with  respect  to  this  and  other 
trifling  matters,  before  the  reduction  was 
carried  into  effect,  they  were  the  subject 
of  great  vituperation;  but  the  very  mo* 
ment  the  concession  was  made,  the  tables 
were  generally  turned  against  the  parties 
who  had  so  freely  censured  it.  These 
changes  were  made  in  good  faith,  and 
were  meant  to  give  relief  to  particular 
classes  of  persons:  and  he  hoped  those 
now  proposed  would  not  be  attributed  to 
any  wish  to  give  rise  to  false  expectations, 
or  excite  any  delusion  in  the  minds  of  the 
people.  He  noticed  this,  because  he 
always  stood  in  terror  of  being  taunted 
wi;h  the  relief  they  had  once  given  to 
taxed-carts  and  shepherds*  dogs.  There 
was  no  subject  on  which  they  had  been 
more  taunted  than  on  that.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge had  called  the  attention  of  Govern- 
ment to  the  tile  duty,  and  bad  told  them 
that  this  was  a  tax  bearing  in  a  manner 
practically  injurious  upon  labour.  Well, 
no  sooner  had  they  taken  off  that  duty, 
than  they  were  assailed  with  vituperation. 
The  budget,  in  which  these  reductions 
were  announced,  was  called  the  taxed- 
cart  budget,  the  shepherd's-dog  budget, 
and  the  tile  budget ;  and  a  change  which 
was  effected  in  a  good  spirit  and  with  the 
best  intentions,  was  made  the  matter  of 
much  obloquy  and  reproach.  But,  in 
spite  of  this  vituperation  and  ridicule. 
Ministers  were  always  happy  when  they 
had  an  opportunity  of  making  any  reduc- 
tion, however  small ;  and  if  he  could  find 
out  any  other  matters  of  the  same  kind, 
where  an  alteration  would  be  beneficial,  he 
would  rather  give  the  relief,  and  bear  the 
censure  that  might  follow,  than  suflfer  the 
hardship  to  continue.  In  the  propositions 
he  was  about  to  make,  the  House  need 
not  be  very  much  alarmed  at  the  intro- 
duction of  any  new  subject  of  taxation. 


When  they  looked  through  the  schedule, 
they  would  not  find  any  probability  of 
an  increased  taxation  arising  on  any  one 
head,  except  in  so  far  as  the  arrangements 
of  the  plan  now  proposed  would  be  likely  to 
insure  an  increase  of  revenue,  by  the  relief 
which  they  would  give  to  many  interests 
now  labouring  under  depression  from  the 
weight  of  the  duties.  For  instance,  if  the 
reduction  of  duty  on  leases  increased  the 
amount  of  revenue  derived  from  them,  he 
thought  that  neither  the  House  nor  the 
public  had  any  ri^ht  to  quarrel  with  such 
an  augmentation.  The  operation  of  the 
€ui  valorem  principle  might,  indeed,  create 
a  temporary  pressure  at  some  parts  of  the 
scale,  but  the  application  of  the  principle, 
in  a  plain  and  intelligible  manner,  would 
be  more  than  a  compensation  for  the 
increase  of  charge  which  might  thus 
result,  while  the  pressure  at  one  end 
would  be  counterbalanced  by  the  relief 
at  the  other,  where  it  was  most  wanted. 
He  would  proceed  next  to  the  question 
which  he  had  touched  on  in  the  early  part 
of  his  remarks — that  of  the  Stamp-duty 
on  Newspapers.  But,  before  he  entered 
on  that  subject,  he  wished  to  state  dis- 
tinctly the  course  he  intended  to  pursue 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  meant  to 
report  the  schedule,  with  the  consent  of 
the  House,  to  obtain  leave  to  introduce  a 
Bill  embracing  the  topics  which  he  had 
enumerated,  to  circulate  that  Bill,  along 
with  the  schedule,  among  hon.  Members, 
till  a  day  to  be  fixed  after  Easter,  and  then 
finally  to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House 
as  to  his  proposition.  Undoubtedly,  this 
course  would  be  open  to  objection,  if  there 
were  in  the  House  any  hon.  Gentleman 
disposed  to  move  an  increase  of  those 
duties ;  because,  though  it  was  competent 
for  any  one  to  move  a  diminution  in  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  he  could  not 
move  an  increase  of  the  duty  without 
recommitting  the  schedule.  He  did  not 
imagine  there  would  be  many  Gentlemen 
in  the  House  anxious  to  move  an  increase ; 
but  if  any  hon.  Member  should  happen  to 
be  so  extremely  desirous  to  signalize  him- 
self in  this  way,  he  was  ready  to  enter 
into  a  compact  with  him,  and  to  recommit 
the  schedule  for  his  special  convenience. 
He  remembered  the  ground  he  had  for- 
merly taken  with  reference  to  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter,  and  from 
the  opinion  he  then  expressed,  be  was  not 
now  disposed  to  depart.  He  then  said, 
it  was  just  and  right  that  tlie  whole  ques* 
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tion  of  the  finances  of  this  country  should 
be  considered,  not  bit  by  bit,  but  as  a 
connected  whole.  The  claims  of  the 
respective  parties  should  be  compared, 
and  relief  should  not  be  voted  to  one  class, 
whether  licensed  victuallers  on  the  one 
hand,  or  gentlemen  representing  the  great 
soap  and  tallow  interests  on  the  other, 
without  due  consideration.  The  House 
should  not  be  called  on  to  vote  in  matters 
of  taxation  in  detail ;  but  the  state  of  the 
whole  finances  should  be  considered  at 
once,  and  if  there  were  a  disposable  sur- 
plus, then  Parliament  should  consider  how 
that  was  to  be  applied.  He  should  not 
have  introduced  the  subject  of  the  Stamps 
upon  the  present  occasion,  but  involving, 
as  it  did,  the  great  interests  of  commerce 
and  law,  and  all  the  obligations  which 
passed  under  the  name  of  contract,  he  felt 
that  he  should  not  be  warranted  in  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  for  the  consolidation  of  the 
Stamp-duties,  if  not  only  the  metropolis, 
not  only  England,  but  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, were  not  to  be  made  acquainted,  in 
good  time,  with  the  alterations  he  proposed 
to  effect.  But,  consistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples he  bad  followed  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, and  with  those  arguments  that  had 
satisfied  a  majority  of  the  House  that  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Exeter,  was 
premature  in  bringing  forward  his  motion 
at  the  period  he  had  selected,  he  should 
not  ask  the  House  to  pledge  itself  to  any 
principle  till  that  time  when  he  brought 
forward  the  budget.  Upon  the  subject  of 
Newspaper  Stamps,  therefore,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  ask  the  House  to  pledge 
itself,  but  he  thought  it  but  fair,  frank, 
and  just,  to  those  who  advocated  the 
opinions  advanced  in  the  petitions  pre- 
sented to-night  to  the  House,  and  but 
fair  to  those  who  opposed  them,  candidly 
to  state  what  he  should  propose  to  do  in 
April  on  this  subject.  He  did  not  mean 
to  aiigue  the  question ;  that  he  should  be 
prepared  to  do  when  he  took  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  it.  He  wished  merely  to 
communicate  the  fact,  that  Gentlemen 
might  have  a  full  opportunity  of  carefully 
weighing  the  project  before  they  made  up 
their  minds.  He  could  not  hold  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  notwith- 
standing that  respect  which  he  bore  to  the 
petitions  of  the  people — a  respect  as  deep 
as  that  hon.  Meniber*s  could  be — any 
disposition  or  intention  of  moving  the 
total  repeal  of  these  duties.  He  could 
not  make  such  a  proposition  to  the  Housei 


and  he  did  not  think  that,  if  he  were  to 
make  it,  the  House  would  acquiesce  in  it. 
Certainly,  that  would  be  no  reason  why 
he  should  refrain  from  submitting  it  to 
the  House,  if  it  were  in  conformity  with 
his  own  opinions.  If  he  were  bound  to 
submit  it  to  the  House  by  his  sense  of 
public  duty,  make  it  he  would,  and  let  the 
House  decide  on  it.  But  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  just  on  financial  grounds. 
The  House  was  aware  that  the  duty  now 
amounted  to  4d,  minus  the  discount ;  in 
return  for  this,  the  State  undertook  the 
duty  of  conveying  the  newspaper  by  post ; 
and  thus  a  certain  proportion  of  this  duty 
was  rather  to  be  regarded  in  the  light  of  a 
payment  for  a  service  performed,  than  in 
the  light  of  a  tax  for  which  no  service 
whatever  was  rendered.  Indeed,  this  part 
of  the  subject  had  impressed  itself  so  deeply 
on  the  attention  of  some  Gentlemen,  that 
many  were  disposed  to  recommend  the 
substitution  of  a  postage  duty  of  Id, 
instead  of  the  present  tax.  He  believed, 
after  the  fullest  consideration  he  had  been 
able  to  give  the  proposal,  that  it  had  one 
slight  objection,  that  of  being  totally  and 
entirely  impracticable.  He  believed,  that 
if  the  burden  of  levying  the  whole  of  thia 
duty  as  a  postage  were  to  be  thrown  on 
the  Post-office,  there  would  be  great  diffi* 
culty  in  carrying  on  the  ordinary  duties  of 
the  office,  and  the  general  correspondence 
of  the  empire.  He  viewed  the  duty  partly 
as  a  payment  to  the  state  for  services,  and 
partly  as  a  tax.  The  postage  scheme 
would  operate  most  unjustly.  Why  should 
they  adopt  a  principle  in  itself  so  unequal? 
They  wished  to  diffuse  knowledge  in  the 
remote  parts  of  the  empire ;  but  the  im- 
position of  a  postage  would  make  the 
possession  of  it  much  dearer  to  the  popu- 
lation of  those  counties,  than  to  that  of 
the  metropolis  and  the  adjacent  country. 
The  proposition  which  he  should  be  dis- 
posed to  make  to  the  House  hereafter, 
would  be  the  substitution  of  a  tax  of  Id. 
for  the  tax  now  levied.  He  should  be 
prepared  to  argue  this  question — to  argue 
it  financially,  politically,  and  in  all  its 
bearings,  both  against  those  who  wished 
that  nothing  should  be  done  in  the  matter, 
and  those  who  wished  that  a  great  deal 
more  should  be  done.  He  should  make 
the  best  case  he  could  against  these 
extreme  views  of  the  subject,  and  he 
trusted  the  House  would  go  with  him  in 
applying  a  practical  remedy  to  that  which 
he  admitted  to  be  a  considerable  grievance. 
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He  could  not  help  adverting  to  what  had 
fallen  from  fats  hon.  Friend  on  the  present 
state  of  the  law,  as  bearing  upon  personal 
liberty.  He  had  stated  last  year  to  the 
House,  that  so  long  as  the  law  remained 
in  its  present  condition,  no  effort  of  his 
should  be  neglected  for  its  administration, 
and  for  the  protection  of  those  persons 
who  had  invested  their  property  in  this 
particular  department.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  had  said,  that  he,  for  one, 
would  never  support,  either  in  the  House 
or  out  of  it,  the  violation  of  the  law  as  it 
stood.  It  was  his  bounden  duty,  and  it 
was  his  determination  to  enforce  the  law, 
and  to  prevent  loss  or  detriment  to  any 
individual  by  transgressing  it.  He  had 
already  been,  in  consequence  of  that  de- 
termination, exposed  to  frequent  abuse  ; 
but  he  was  convinced,  that  so  long  as  they 
let  the  present  high  duty  remain,  the 
violation  of  the  law  would  be  continued, 
and  that  it  could  not  be  put  down  until 
the  cause  of  it  was  removed.  His  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Lincoln,  had,  last 
Session,  brought  forward  the  proposition 
he  now  submitted  to  the  House.  He  had 
then  urged,  that  in  the  existing  state  of 
the  finances,  it  would  not  be  prudent  to 
make  so  large  a  reduction.  If  he  could 
show  the  House,  in  April,  that,  adhering 
to  the  opinions  he  then  held,  they  were 
now  in  a  condition  to  make  that  reduction 
without  any  very  great  sacrifice,  he  would, 
under  those  circumstances,  ask  them  to 
support  him  in  his  proposition.  He  would 
say  a  few  words  more  with  respect  to  the 
Stamp-duties.  Having  stated,  generally, 
that  no  new  duties  would  be  introduced, 
there  was  one  which  he  could  not  suffer 
to  be  voted,  even  proformd^  in  Committee, 
without  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  near 
him  had  just  asked  if  the  ad  valorem 
principle  would  be  applied  to  probates  and 
legacies.  Undoubtedly  it  would ;  but  the 
great  relief  on  this  point,  he  considered, 
would  be  the  payment  of  the  duty,  not  on 
the  gross,  but  on  the  net  proceeds  of  the 
estate.  He  would  revert  to  the  subject 
from  which  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  diverted  him.  By  the  law, 
as  it  stood,  an  ad  valorem  duty  was 
chargeable  on  the  amount  of  consideration 
for  the  trausfer  of  shares  in  Joint-stock 
Companies-^such  as  railroad,  canal,  and 
banking  shares.  With  this  he  did  not 
mean  to  meddle,  but  he  intended  to 
superadd  a  small  taa(  upon  the  first  issue 


of  those  shares.  It  was  £air  from  him  to 
wish  to  interfere  with  or  discourage  the 
application  of  capital  to  great  national 
objects,  and  therefore  the  amount  pro* 
posed  would  be  very  small  indeed.  It 
would  not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  operate 
to  the  disadvantage  of  any  bond  fide 
undertaking,  but  it  would  check  transac- 
tions of  a  different  kind — insecure  and 
dangerous  speculations,-  the  very  worst 
species  of  gambling.  It  would  also 
operate  beneficially  in  this  way,  that 
Government  would  know  the  project  in 
which  the  shares  originated,  and  the 
number  brought  into  the  market.  A  kind 
of  registry  of  them  would  thus  be  formed, 
as  had  been  proposed  some  years  since, 
with  reference  to  the  Joint-stock  Com* 
panics  then  created.  He  wished  not  to 
fetter,  but  to  preserve  and  secure  capital, 
and  he  could  not  see  why,  when  there 
was  a  tax  on  the  transfer  of  shares,  a 
duty  on  the  original  issue  should  be 
considered  objectionable.  With  regard 
to  the  Stamp-duties  in  Ireland,  he  could 
scarcely  give. an  explanation  without  going 
into  the  whole  subject ;  but  he  should  not 
be  acting  candidly  if  he  did  not  say,  that 
generally  they  were  very  much  k)wer  than 
in  England.  I'he  English  Stamp-duties 
were,  in  proportion,  neariy  double  the 
Stamp-duties  in  Ireland,  and  he  proposed 
in  the  application  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland, 
to  adhere  strictly  to  this  proportion 
throughout,  except  in  the  case  of  the 
Newspaper  Stamps,  where  one  uniform 
duty  would  be  established.  He  could  not 
close  this  address  without  thanking  the 
House  for  their  indulgence.  He  knew 
that  the  exposition  made  was  necessarily 
imperfect,  and  he  should  have  felt  it  his 
duty  to  go  with  more  fulness  and  precision 
into  the  whole  question,  if  he  had  not 
known  that  he  should  have  another 
opportunity  of  recurring  to  it.  He  should 
forget  his  duty  if  he  did  not  acknowledge 
the  obligations  he  was  under  to  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  had  preceded  him  in  that  de- 
partment of  administration  confided  tohim, 
and  to  the  memorials  left  in  the  Treasury 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge.  He  was  also  much  indebted 
for  the  assistance  rendered  by  the  gentle- 
men of  the  Stamp-ofiice,  and  especially 
to  Mr.  Tyrwhitt,  for  the  industry  and 
ability  which  he  bad  brought  to  assist 
him.  It  had  fallen  to  him  to  make  this 
experiment;  he  was  well  aware  of  the 
complicated  difficulties  that  surrounded 
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it»  and  of  the  Tarious  conflicting  interests 
he  should  have  to  appease ;  but  he  trusted 
that  the  measure  would  prove  satisfactory 
to  the  public,  and  afford,  on  many  minor 
points,  considerable  relief.  He  could  not 
sit  down  without  expressing  his  gratitude 
to  a  gentleman  near  him  (the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newport),  a  personal  friend,  for 
the  efficient  assistance  he  had  rendered  in 
completing  the  details  of  this  measure 
when  he  was  much  engrossed  with  other 
matters,  and  unable  to  give  them  that 
they  demanded.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
directed  his  attention  to  the  subject  with 
great  credit  to  himself  and  advantage  to 
the  country.  He  owed  it  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newport  to  say  how  much  he 
was  indebted  to  him  for  the  completion 
of  the  measure.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  put  him  in  a  condition  to  have  the 
Bill  circulated,  that  the  country  might 
obtain  the  fullest  information  with  respect 
to  it.  He  wished  that  it  should  stand 
over,  and  the  discussion  taken  hereafter. 
The  right  hon  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  the  first  Resolution,  '*  That  the 
several  Stamp-duties,  Allowances,  and 
Drawbacks  now  in  force,  be  repealed,  and 
that,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  several  Stamp- 
duties  hereinafter  mentioned  be  enacted." 

Mr.  Goulbum  concurred  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  the  advantages  to  be  derived  from 
pursuing  that  consolidation  of  the  statutes 
which  was  begun  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  on  the  subject 
of  the  Criminal  Law,  which  was  followed 
up  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Harwich,  on  the  subject  of  the  Cus- 
toms and  Excise,  and  which  he  had 
himself  meditated  to  accomplish  on  this 
very  subject  of  the  Stamp  Duties  when  he 
was  in  otiice  in  the  year  1830.  His  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, had  only  done  justice  to  his 
predecessors  in  office,  when  he  said  that  a 
measure  of  the  same  kind  with  that  which 
he  had  that  night  so  clearly  developed  to 
the  House  had  engaged  their  deep  con- 
sideration. When  he  (Mr.  Goulbum)  was 
in  office,  in  ]  830,  he  had  completed  the 
consolidation  of  the  laws  relating  to  the 
stamp  duties — which  then  were  only  161 
in  number,  though  they  now  reached  the 
larger  sum  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  mentioned — and  had  introduced  into 
the  House  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session 
of  that  year  a  new  schedule  of  duties  upon 
various  articles.    That  schedule  was  dif- 


ferent, be  admitted,  in  many  retpectt 
from  the  schedule  which  had  been  intro* 
duced  that  evening  by  bis  right  hon« 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
His  right  hon.  Friend, owing  to  the  longer 
continuance  of  peace,  and  to  the  expansion 
which  that  prolonged  continuance  of  peace 
had  given  to  all  the  springs  of  productive 
industry,  had  been  fortunate  enough  to 
have  larger  funds  at  his  disposal  than  had 
fallen  to  his(Mr.  Goulburn's)lot,  and  bad, 
therefore,  been  able  to  make  larger  reduc^* 
tious  than  he  could  afford  to  the  country 
with  a  due  regard  to  public  credit.  Unfor- 
tunately, when  he  was  in  office,  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  make  some  increase 
in  some  of  the  stamp  duties,  in  order  to 
meet  the  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  which 
he  anticipated  would  arise  from  the  re* 
duction  of  taxes  which  he  had  proposed 
on  some  articles  of  general  consumption. 
He  admitted,  likewise,  that  his  plan  of 
consolidation  differed  in  some  respects 
from  that  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  if 
he  (Mr.  Goulbum)  preferred  his  own  plan, 
he  hoped  that  the  House  would  believe 
that  it  was  not  from  any  foolish  attachment 
to  it  because  it  was  his  own,  but  from  a 
deep  impression  on  his  mind  that  the 
course  which  he  had  himself  struck  out 
would  be  more  convenient  to  the  public 
than  that  which  was  recommended  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
proposed  to  consolidate  all  the  existing 
Stamp  Acts  into  one  Act,  containing  330 
clauses.  His  own  intention  was  to  have 
consolidated  them  into  several  Acts,  classi- 
fying the  duties  under  the  several  articles 
to  which  they  were  to  apply.  With  a  view 
to  the  simpli6cation  of  the  law,  with  a 
view  to  its  being  more  easily  understood, 
and  with  a  view  to  its  future  alteration 
and  amendment,  which  must  be  expected 
in  laws  relating  to  the  revenue  more  than 
in  any  other  class  of  laws,  he  thought  that 
his  course  would  be  at  once  more  efficien. 
and  more  satisfactory.  It  was  his  intentio 
to  have  brought  in  one  general  law  appli- 
cable to  all  descriptions  of  stamps,  and  to 
have  followed  it  up  with  ten  particular 
statutes,  each  applying  to  a  particular 
description  of  stamps.  The  first  would 
have  related  to  the  stamp  duties  on  deeds 
and  law-proceedings  \n  England;  the 
second,  to  the  stamp  duties  on  bills  of 
exchange  and  on  promissory  notes;  the 
third,  to  the  stamp  duties  on  probates  of 
wills  and  on  letters  of  administration ;  the 
fourth,  to  the  stamp    duties   on    news- 
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papers ;  the  fifth,  to  the  daties  on  caTds  and 
dice;  the  sixth,  to  the  duties  on  hawkers' 
and  pedlars' hcences;  the  seventh,  to  the 
duties  on  plate ;  the  eighth,  to  the  duties  on 
stage-coaches  and  post  horses;  the  ninth, 
to  the  duties  on  the  proceedings  in 
the  courts  of  law  and  equity  in  Ireland ; 
and  the  tenth,  to  the  duties  on  game 
certificates.  He  thought  that  it  would 
be  easier  for  any  person  to  refer  to  any 
one  of  those  ten  bills  for  any  information 
which  he  wanted,  than  to  wade  for  it 
through  one  long  and  voluminous  statute 
with  no  less  than  330  clauses.  He  hoped 
that  before  his  right  hon.  Friend  brought 
in  the  Bill,  of  which  he  had  just  stated 
the  substance  to  the  House,  he  would 
consider  whether  he  would  not  be  likely 
to  consolidate  the  existing  statutes  better 
by  placing  the  dtfierent  stamp  duties 
under  different  heads,  than  by  placing 
them  all  together  indiscriminately  in  one 
Bill.  He  thought  that  such  a  consoli* 
dation  as  that  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  now  proposing  would  rather  serve  to 
increase  uan  diminish,  the  bulk  of  the 
laws  affecting  the  stamp  duties.  It  would 
be  something  like  an  abridgement  of 
Bla€kst(me*8  CommentarieSf  made  by  a 
young  friend  of  his,  on  commencing  the 
study  of  the  law.  Blackstone  was  in  four 
volumes,  octavo,  and  his  friend's  Abridge- 
ment extended  to  not  more  than  twenty 
volumes,  folio.  He  would  now  proceed  to 
make  a  few  remarks  on  the  expediency  of 
the  course  adopted  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  bringing  forward  this  new 
schedule  of  duties  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  House  would,  perhaps,  recollect  that, 
on  a  former  evening,  he  had  expressed 
great  pleasure  in  being  able  to  support  his 
right  hon.  Friend  in  his  opposition  to  the 
repeal  of  the  Spirit  Licences,  which  he 
had  rested  on  this  principle — that,  before 
the  House  pledged  itself  to  the  repeal  of 
any  tax,  it  ought  to  have  before  it  the 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  t^e  Exche- 
quer on  the  financial  condition  of  the 
country,  on  account  of  the  surplus  revenue 
which  was  at  his  disposal,  and  an  ex- 
planation of  the  claims  of  the  different 
mterests  in  the  community  to  relief.  Con- 
curring with  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  that 
principle,  he  thought  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  have  been  acting  more  con- 
sistently if,  before  he  introduced  a  new 
schedule  of  stamp  duties,  involving  a 
reduction  on  one  particular  article,  if  not 
on  more,  he  had  followed  the  example  set 
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by  him  (Mr.  Goulbum)  in  1830,  and  had 
laid  before  the  Honse  an  account  of  the 
revenue,  in  which  his  consolidation  must, 
of  necessity,  make  some  alteration.  In 
May,  1830,  he  (Mr.  Goulbum)  had  felt  it 
to  be  his  duty,  as  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, to  detail  to  the  House  the 
amount  of  our  income  and  expenditure, 
and  the  probable  surplus  of  income  over 
expenditure;  and  after  finiBhing  that  detail, 
he  had  stated  the  consolidation  which  he 
called  upon  the  House  to  make.  He  con- 
tended that  that  was  the  most  expedient 
course  to  take,  and  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  great  iuconvenience  to 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  exposed 
himself  by  acting  upon  a  contrary  prin- 
ciple. In  spite  of  the  principle  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  asserted  on  a  former 
evening,  that  it  was  not  expedient  for  the 
Finance  Minister  to  pledge  himself  to  the 
repeal  of  a  tax  before  he  was  prepared  to 
make  a  statement  of  the  Gnancial  condition 
of  the  country  for  the  year,  he  had  pledged 
himself  to  one  particular  interest  connected 
with  the  newspapers,  to  reduce  the  stamp 
duty  on  newspapers  from  Ad.  deducting 
the  discount,  to  Id.  Professing  to  keep 
the  question  of  the  repeal  of  taxation  open, 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  whilst  the  House 
was  yet  ignorant  of  the  amount  of  the 
revenue,  and  the  surplus  of  that  revenue 
over  our  expenditure,  and  of  the  claims  of 
different  interests  to  relief,  had  come  to  an 
understanding  with  certain  parties  that  he 
would  deal  with  an  income  of  400,000/. 
by  reducing  a  duty  of  3d.  to  Id.  He 
(Mr.  Goulburn)  did  not  mean  to  say  what 
diminution  in  the  revenue  would  be  occa- 
sioned by  this  reduction  of  taxation ;  but 
he  did  mean  to  say  this — that  before  his 
right  hon.  Friend  acceded  to  that  reduc- 
tion he  ought  to  have  explained  to  the 
House  the  financial  situation  of  the 
country.  Supposing  that  the  present 
stamp  duties  were  a  grievance  to  the  pro- 
prietors of  newspapers,  were  not  the  spirit 
licences  also  a  grievance  to  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  public-houses  ?  And  yet 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  who  had  |refused  to 
give  a  pledge  to  reduce  the  taxation  of 
which  they  complained  to  one  of  those 
parties,  had  pledged  himself  on  the  same 
point  to  the  other  party.  He  thought 
that  this  was  not  acting  with  the  candour 
which  he  had  a  right  to  expect  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  He  most  say  a  word 
or  two  as  to  the  alterations  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  proposed  to  make  in  the  scale 
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of  dtiies;  and  here  be  miist  remade  that 
there  was  one  wogiilar  deficiency  in  the 
ipeech  of  hie  right  Hon.  Friend*  His  right 
hpn.  Friend  had  told  the  House  of  the 
great  alterations  which  he  intended  to 
make  in  these  duties^  but  he  had  not  said 
one  word  to  it  respecting  the  probable 
gain  or  loss  which  the  revenue  would  sus> 
tain  in  consequence  of  those  alterations. 
.For  hisown  part,he  must  confess  that  where 
the  scale  or  duties  was  altogether  varied, 
he  could  not  make  a  calculation  on  the 
moment  as  to  the  amount  of  reduction  in 
the  revenue  which  the  variation  would 
produce.  With  respect  to  the  alteration 
which  his  right  hoo.  Friend  proposed  to 
make  in  the  stamp  duties  affecting  leases, 
he  thought  that,  by  reducing  the  amount 
of  duty  on  the  smaller  transactions,  and 
by  increasing  it  on  the  higher,  the  revenue 
must  sustain  a  loss.  For  it  was  the  duty 
bearing  on  the  greatest  nun^ber  of  trans- 
actions which  created  the  mass  of  the 
revenue,  and  not  the  duty  falling  on  the 
higher,  and,  therefore,  the  least  numerous 
class  of  transactions.  If,  therefore,  he 
was  not  mistaken,  this  alteration  would  cer-^ 
tainly  lead  to  a  diminution  of  the  national 
income.  The  main  alteration,  however, 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  proposed  was 
ao  equal  per  centage  on  all  those  duties 
which  had  hitherto  been  levied  by  a  gra- 
duating scale,  and  that  the  per  centage 
was  to  be  a  lower  duty  than  that  which 
was  in  force  at  present.  He  should  like 
to  have  heard  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  calculation  which  he  had  made  of  loss 
or  gain  from  this  alteration  upon  the  data 
before  him.  With  respect  to  the  stamp 
duties  on  probates  of  wills  and  letters  of 
administration,  everv  person  who  had 
filled  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  knew  the  great  difficulty  of  regu«> 
lating  those  duties.  To  calculate  the  duty 
and  to  enforce  the  payment  of  it  upon  the 
whole  amount  of  the  personal  property 
belonging  to  the  deceased,  and  then  to 
remit  such  a  portion  of  it  as  covered  the 
amount  of  the  debts  due  to  him,  appeared 
at  first  sight  a  harsh  measure;  but  the 
principle  on  which  that  amount  of  duty 
was  levied  was  nothing  else  but  the  im- 
possibility of  getting  the  full  amount  of 
duty  in  any  other  manner.  It  would  have 
been  most  satisfactory  to  him  had  his 
right  hon.  Friend  stated  to  the  House  the 
means  by  which  he  expected  to  obtain  the 
knowledge  of  the  net  amount  of  the 
testator's  property*--that  amount  which  was 


now  only  obtained  with  diffieidty,  by 
means  which  he  had  condemned  as  nnf«nt. 
Upon  that  part  of  the  subject  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  been  perfectly  silent; 
and  yet  it  would  have  been  most  satisfac- 
tory had  he  told  the  House  how  he 
intended  to  guard  against  the  frauds  which 
had  been  so  often  practised  to  evade  the 
revenue  laws  on  this  head.  His  right 
hon.  Friend,  it  appeared,  did  not  intend 
during  this  Session  to  impose  a  new  tax 
on  more  than  one  article,  and  that  was  to 
be  imposed  on  the  share  which  any  indi« 
vtdual  might  have  in  a  joint-stock  trans- 
action. Now,  he  contended  that  this  was 
introducing  a  new  principle  altogether 
into  our  system  of  legislation.  There  had 
always  been  a  duty  on  the  transfer  of 
shares,  but  diat  duty  was  not  imposed 
upon  the  share  because  it  was  property, 
but  upon  the  deed  which  made  it  a  con- 
veyance of  property,  and  which,  therefore, 
rendered  it  liable  to  the  duty.  But  his  right 
hon.  Friend  now  proposed  to  place  a  doty 
upon  the  share  itself.  If  the  doty  were  a 
moderate  dutv,  and  if  it  were  intended  to 
facilitate  our  knowledge  of  the  parties  who 
really  held  shares,  he  saw  no  objeetkm  on 

Eriociple  to  the  imposition  of  such  a  doty  | 
ut  if  the  duty  were  carried  beyond  a  mo* 
derate  limit,  tt  would  be  an  obstacle  to 
industry  and  a  bar  to  enterprise.  His 
objectmn  would,  therefore,  depend  on  the 
amount  of  the  duty,  whicli  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  plainly  stated  that  he  would 
not  declare  until  a  future  period.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  ne  must  advert, 
at  the  risk  of  exposing  himself  again,  as  he 
had  exposed  himself  before,  to  consider- 
able ooloquy,  by  the  expression  of  his 
opinions  upon  it.  It  would,  perhaps,  be 
remembered  by  the  House  that,  when  in 
1830,  he  submitted  his  schedule  of  stamp 
duties  to  Parliament,  he  had  proposed  to 
make  an  equalization  of  those  duties 
throughout  the  empire*-in  other  words,  to 
make  the  stamp  duties  in  Ireland  the  same 
as  in  England.  He  had  made  that  propo* 
sition,  because  he  saw  no  reason  why  two 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  now  that 
they  were  united,  should  be  liable  to  the 
payment  of  different  duties.  In  point  of 
fact,  there  could  be  no  reason  why  a  great 
landholder  in  Ireland  should  not  pay  the 
same  amount  of  probate  duty  and  Imoy 
duty,  and  the  same  amount  of  stamp  duty 
on  his  conveyances  as  an  English  land- 
holder; and  after  the  discussions  which 
they  had  recently  heard  on  the  propriety 
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of  afltioiSating  the  laws  pasted  for  Irelaod 
lo  those  passed  for  England,  he  certaiolj 
did  expect  to  hear  his  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite,  and  all  those  who  clamoured  for 
justice  for  Ireland,  join  in  calling  for  that 
equalization.       He    did  expect  to  hear 
them  sing  out  in  one  grand  chorus — '^  Do 
not    degrade    Ireland,    by  giving  her  a 
different  stamp  act  from  that  which  you 
have  yourselves.      We  are  not  so  poor 
and    so   wretched  as  to   be   unable    to 
pay  the  same  amount  of  duties  that  you  pay. 
Assimilate  your  laws  in  both  countries, 
aod  in  taxation,   as  well  as  in  other  mat- 
ters, give  us  the  full  benefit  of  the  British 
constitution."      But  no:    his  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  the  friends  of  Ireland  who  sat 
around  him,  forgot  upon  this  point  their 
own  principle:   they  did  not  wish  the 
law  of  Ireland  to  be  assimilated  to  that 
of  England;    and  they  were  very  well 
content  that  Ireland  should  only  pay  half 
the  amount  of  stamp  duties  collected  in 
England.     If  the  House  should  be  in^ 
olined  to  go  along  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
ill  that  proposition,  it  would  undoubtedly 
be  granting  to  Ireland  a  large  and  liberal 
reliefs  but  before  the  House  granted  that 
relief,  it  ought  to  have  had  a  statement 
laid  before  it  of  the  revenue  and  expendi- 
ture of  the  country,  and  it  ought  to  have 
seen  whether,  with  a  due  regard  to  existing 
eblig|ations,  it  could  afford  to  give  this  re* 
duction  of  duty  to  the  newspapers,  and  to 
make  this  reductioD  in  the  amount  of 
Irish  stamps.  He  hoped  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  follow  the  example  which 
be  had  set  him  when  in  office,  in  1830, 
and  would  lay  upon  the  Table  a  statement 
in  two  parallel  columns  of  the  rates  of 
duties  now  paid,  and  of  the  rates  to  be 
substituted  in  lieu  of  them  by.tbis  sche- 
dule, in  all  the  different  parts  of  the 
empire.    There  was  another  topic  in  the 
plan  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  which  he 
must  also  briefly  advert,  and  that  was  the 
duty  which  bis  right  hon.  Friend  intended 
to  propose  upon  bills  of  exchange.    No 
•man  could  fill  the  situation  of  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  without  knowing  how 
liable  to  evasion  the  law  was  on  bills  of 
exchange.    If   the  alteration  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  intended  to  introduce 
upon  this  point  should  have  a  tendency 
to  facilitate  the  transactions  of  trade,  and 
to  guard  against  evasions  of  the  law,  no 
mau  would  be  more  glad  of  it  than  he 
should.    His  right  hon.  Friend  had  told 
them  that  lie  iotended  to  reduce  the  duty 


on  the  smaller  bills  of  exchange,  but  hef 
had  not  told  them  what  be  intended  to  do 
with  respect  to  promissory  notes.     Now, 
if  the  House  did  not  deal  with  promissory 
notes  as  it  was  now  recommended  to  deal 
with  bills  of  exchange,  the  bankers  would 
be  compelled  to  make  small  bills  of   ex- 
change, instead  of  small  promissory  notes, 
which  they  circulated  at  present,  and  it 
might  be  worth  while  to  consider  what 
effect  that  would  produce  on  the  circu** 
lation  of  the  country.    If,  then,  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  intended  to  deal  with  small 
bills  of  exchange,  be  must  be  prepared 
to  deal  exaeUy  in  the  same  way  with 
promiasor^r  notes.    His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  also  informed  the  House  of  several 
small  remissions  of  taxation  which  he  in-^ 
tended  to  make»  and  which  he  oonsid^red 
as  likely  to  be  highly  beneficial  to  the 
classes  to  which  they  would  apply.    Ho 
was  not  unwilling  to  receive  even  a  small 
remission  of  taxation  from  the  hands  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  s  on  the 
contrary,  he  received  it  with  joy  and 
thankfulness ;  and  that  brought  him  to 
remark  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
done  injustice  to  h^.  Gentlemen  on  his 
(Mr.  Qoulburn's)  side  of  the  House,  when 
be  taxed  them  with  receiving  his  proposal 
to  repeal  the  taxes  on  shepherds'  dogv, 
on  tiles,  and  on  taxed  oarts,  not  with  gra- 
titude, but  with  ridicule  and  shouts  of 
laughter.    The  reuon  why  they  had  in-« 
dulged  in  that  laughter  was,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  promulgated  the  repeal 
of  those  taxes  as  cakmlated  to  gifo  great 
relief  to  the  agricultural  interest,  then  in 
a  stats  of  great  distress.  The  ridicule  was 
not  applied  to  the. reduction  of  the  tax* 
but  to  the  pompous  and  inflated  style  in 
which  that  reduction  was  proposed.    The 
right  lion.  Gentleman  concluded  by  ex-t 
pressing  his  entire  concurrence  in   the 
suggestion  of  hb  right  hon.  Friend,  that 
they  ought  not  to  avail  themselves  of  their 
right  to  raise  adiscussk)n,  which  would  be 
interminable,on  each  item  in  the  schedule, 
but  that  they  should  confine  themselves 
to  the  discussion  of  those  items  in  which 
any  alteration  either  had  been  made  or 
ought  to  be  effected. 

Mr.  Edward  L.  Buboer  had  but  a  few 
remarks  to  make  upon  the  important  sub** 
ject  under  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
should  very  certainly  refrain  from  attemp- 
ting to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  through  the  details  of  the  many 
wonderful  things  which  he  set  forth  as 
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having  been  within  his  inteniion  to  bless 
the  nation  with.  Upon  the  right  hon. 
Gent1eman*8  speech  he  would  only  observe 
that  it  was  quite  in  keeping  with  all  the 
acts  of  his  former  public  life,  that  though 
he  had  been  ever  opposed  to  the  idea  of 
giving  to  the  Irish  people  an  equality  of 
British  advantages,  he  was  now  most 
anxious  to  bestow  upon  them  a  full  equality 
in  British  hardships.  Nor  was  it  his  in- 
tention to  follow  the  right  hon.  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  through  the  de- 
tails of  his  admirable,  eloquent,  and  com- 
prehensive speech  ;  he  merely  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  saying  a  few  words  upon  a 
subject  in  which  he  had  himself  been 
more  particularly  interested.  He  had 
been  much  blamed  out  of  the  House,  and 
a  little  in  it,  for  not  pressing  the  House 
to  a  division  on  the  last  occasion  that  he 
had  the  honour  of  bringing  forward  the 
subject  of  the  stamp  duties  on  newspa- 
pers. His  decision  upon  that  occasion  had 
been  founded  upon  his  conviction,  from 
the  assurance  then  given  by  the  right  hon. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  his 
object  would  be  as  fully  satisfied  without 
going  to  a  division,  as  if  it  went  success- 
fully through  that  or  several  other  divi- 
sions, and  in  all  probability  more  speedily. 
As  to  the  proposed  reduction  of  the  news- 

Saper  stamp  duties  to  Id,  he  was  still 
istinctly  of  opinion  that  the  entire  aboli- 
tion of  them  was  far  more  desirable  than 
any  reduction  however  large  and  liberal. 
But  at  the  same  time,  as  he  knew  and 
acknowledged  that  every  liberal  measure 
was  the  result  of  compromise,  he  should 
not  think  of  rejecting  the  proposal  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman,  which,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  considered  to  be  the 
best  compromise  which  could  be  offered. 
He,  however,  should  reserve  to  himself 
the  full  right  of  speaking  further  upon 
this  subject,  and  of  voting  in  a  division  as 
he  should  think  fit. 

Mr.  William' Ord  begged  to  ofFer  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  his  con- 
gratulations upon  the  near  approximation 
which  was  proposed  to  be  made  to  tlie 
object  which  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  so 
eloquently  advocated  when  in  a  small 
minority  upon  the  point.  With  reference 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  his 
proposal  of  placing  in  parallel  columns 
the  existing  stamp  duties  and  those  pro- 
posed to  be  substituted,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  act  upon  in  the  present  case, 
from  the  nature  of  the  sections.     As  to 


the  right*  hon.  Gentleman's  joke  aboot 
the  abridgment  of  Blackstone  in  twenty 
folio  volumes,  it  applied  much  more  aptly 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  con- 
solidation schedule  than  to  the  one  now 
proposed.  The  schedule  now  proposed 
contained  but  330  sections,  while  that 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  extended  to 
456  sections,  being  thus  more  balky  by 
126  sections  than  the  present  one.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  complained,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of 
Exchequer,  had  anticipated  his  budget, 
but  the  same  course  had  been  pursued  on 
former  occasions. 

Mr.   Thomas  Duncombc  rose  to  order. 
He  wished  to  ask  whether  this  discussion 
was  proceeding  in  the  spirit  in  which  it 
was  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  should.     If  the  Government  were 
to  have  leave  to  bring  on  the  Governmen  t 
orders  to  the  exclusion  of  motions,  and 
long  discussions  were  to  ensue  upon  them, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  Gentlemen  who 
had  motions  to  make  ever  to  bring  them 
forward.     He  did  not  say  this  with  the 
least  wish  to  press  his  motion  on   the 
House ;  he  knew  it  would  be  defeated  by 
a  large  majority ;  nevertheless  he  would 
press  it  to  a  division — ^but  he  asked  the 
question  with  reference  to  other  motions, 
and  amongst  them  that  of  his  hon.  col- 
league, who  had  a  motion  on  the  paper 
for  the  total  repeal  of  the  stamp  duty  on 
newspapers.    He  was  also  favourable  to 
the  total  repeal  of  that  duty.    The  motion 
of  his  hon.  colleague  was  made  to  give 
way,  that  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  make  his  statement, 
and  the  understanding  was,  that  no  dis- 
cussion should  take  place.    They  could 
not  prevent  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  from 
discussing  the  question  if  they  pleased, 
it  was  a  matter  of  taste  for  their  considera* 
tion,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
had    gone    into    the    question    in     a 
manner  that  rendered  it  impossible  the 
debate  could  be  put  a  stop  to  now  unless 
he  could  prove  that  the  spirit  in  which 
the  subject  was  entered  into  had  been 
violated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  by 
the    hon.  Gentleman  who  was  one   of 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  Ord  would  save  the  House  the 
trouble  of  debating  the  question  of  order 
by  resting  on  the  statement  of  his  right 
hon.   Friend  to  answer    the  objections- 
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which  had  been  urged  against  it.  He 
would  merely  beg  leave  to  acknowledge  the 
compliment^  which  in  so  gratifying  a 
manner  had  been  paid  to  him  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  himself  8atis6ed 
with  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, as  far  as  it  went ;  but  he  still  en- 
tertained a  hope,  that,  at  no  very  distant 
period,  a  new  light  would  break  in  upon 
the  right  hon«  Gentleman,  and  that  he 
would  become  favourable  to  the  entire 
repeal  of  the  newspaper  tax. 

Mr.  fVakley  was  not  satisfied  with  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
nor  would  his  constituents  be.     He  should 
certainly  take  an  opportunity  of  dividing 
the  House  on  the  question  as  to  the  total 
repeal  of    the    newspaper  stamp    duty. 
That  impost  was  proposed  originally  by 
the  10th  of  queen  Anne,  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  down  publications  that  were 
obnoxious  to  the  Government.     He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the 
general  impression  out  of  doors  was,  that 
the  stamp  tax  was  imposed  in  order  that 
the  newspapers  might  not  give  political 
information.     The  people  thought  that 
the  goings  in  this  House  were  such  that 
the  tax  was  imposed  to  prevent  the  peo- 
ple from  coming  to  a  knowledge  of  them. 
The  people  required  information,  and  why 
was  it  to  be  denied  to  them  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  referred  to  the  case  of  Cleave, 
who  was  confined  in  Tothill-fields  prison 
for  an  alleged  infraction  of  the  Stamp 
Act.     He  never  saw  a  more   revolting 
sight  than  he  witnessed  last  Friday,  when 
he  went  to  visit  Cleave  in  prison.     The 
16th  George  II.  provided  for  the  punish- 
ment of  the  **  venders  "  of  unstamped 
newspapers.     Mr.  Cleave,  when   he  was 
seized,  had  the  papers  in  his  bag  in  a  cab. 
He  was  asked  what  he  had  in  his  posses- 
sion, and  he  replied,  "newspapers;" he 
was  not  "  vending  "  them.    Who  could 
say  what  description  of  paper  came  legally 
under  that  definition.     What  was  news  ? 
People  had  no  right  to  publish  the  de- 
bates of  the  House.    Could  they  be  called 
news  ?  Lord  Tenterden  had  decided,  that 
it  was  illegal  to  publish  police  reports. 
Could  they,  then,  be  called  news  ?     He 
thought  these  matters  were  subjects  to 
which    Ministers    ought    to  give    their 
most  serious  consideration. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 
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ley.  Sir,  in  rising  to  bring  forward  the 
Motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice.     I  * 
regret  that  I  cannot  adopt  the  suggestions 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.     Indeed,  even  if  no  other 
circumstances  impelled  me,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  himself  certainly  furnished 
an  important  reason  why  the  question  of 
the  Soap  Duties  should  without  delay  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House,  by 
pledging  himself  to  the  disposal  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  revenue  in  a  manner  which 
I  can  assure  him  will  not  meet  with  the 
approbation  of  those  whom  J  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  and  who  complained, 
not  without  reason,  that  they  have  unfortu- 
nately been   always  excluded  from  the 
financial  arrangements  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  through  whatever  side 
of  the  House  he  might  come.     It  will  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that,  at 
the  opening  of  the  present  Session,  his 
Majesty,  in  his  speech  from  the  Throne, 
called  upon   the   House,  to  direct  their 
special  attention  to   any    measure    that 
might  tend  to  alleviate  the  distress  preva- 
lent in    agricultural   districts.     Of    that 
character  will  be  found  the  motion  which 
I  am  about  to  introduce  to  the  attention 
of  the  House;  but  it  is   also  connected 
with  a  circumstance  I  think  will  be  consi* 
dered  no  slight  recommendation.     Much 
as  I  wish,  and  ever  have  sought,  that  the 
agricultural  districts  should  receive  that 
protection  to  which  they  are  entitled,  I 
confess.  Sir,  that  I  should  not  now,  or  on 
any  occasions  claim  relief  for    them,  at 
the  expense  of  other  portions  of  the  com- 
munity.    And  it  will  form  therefore  mat- 
ter  of  recommendation   to  thk  motion, 
that,  while  it  comprises  some  portion  of 
relief   to  agriculture,  it   will  benefit  all 
classes  of  the  community,  and  give  en- 
couragement to  a    most   important  and 
declining  branch  of  British  manufacture. 
k  is  unnecessary.  Sir,  to  dwell  upon  the 
subject  of  agricultural  distress ;  it  is  uni- 
versally known  and  deplored.    But  I  may 
be  permitted  to  observe  that  last  year  it 
was  not  of  a  more  mitigated  character 
than  at  any  preceding  period.     But  as  no 
evil  is  without  its  concomitant  good,  so 
there  is  some  consolation,  I  am  inclined 
to  think,  even  in  this  state  of  things.     I 
speak  from  many  communications  I  hava 
received  as  well   as  from  my  own  expe» 
rience  when  I  say  that  the  different  classes 
operatives  in  this  country  are  beginning 
to  M  sympathy  for  their  agrtcaltqrtu 
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bfethren  in  distress.    I  believe  that  the 
manufactorera  have  discovered  that  they 
are  interested  ia  our  success,  and  that 
the  operatives  are  at  last  convinced  that 
even  the  price  of  the  necessaries  of  life 
mav  be  too  low  when  accompanied  with 
agricultural  distress.     Sir,  tallow  is  en- 
tirely an  article  of  agricultural  produce ; 
it  is  furnished  by  almost  every  class  of 
agriculturists ;  there  is   scarcely  a  small 
farmer  who  does  not  keep  his  flock  of 
sheep;  and  it  ia  to  be  observed,  that  the 
grower  of  grain  can  change  his  produce 
for  some  article  bearing  a  higher  rate  of 
profit,  ts  he  pleases  ;  the  farmer  who  pro- 
duces meat ;  (whether  beef  or  tallow)  must 
necessarily   produce  tallow,  which  of  all 
articles  of  agricultural    produce    is  the 
most  expensive  and  the  least  remunerat- 
ing.   From  1810  to  1820,  the  price  of 
tallow  was  7ds.  per  cwt.,  from  1820  to 
1830,  it  fell  from  73s.  to  42s.  per  cwt.    I 
beg  the  House  also  to  remember,  that 
the  duty  on  Russian  tallow  is  only  3/.  48, 
per  ton,  and  I  should  have  thought  that 
hon.  Gentlemen,  and  particularly  my  right 
bon.  Friend,  would  have  had  too  much 
jealousy  of  the  Russian  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  have  allowed  that  country 
thus  to  come  into  competition  with  British 
commercial  interests.    Last  year.  Sir,  the 
duty  on  lamp-oils  was  reduced  one-half 
the  consumption  has  in ;  consequence,  I 
am  assured,  nearly  doubled.    I  will  grant 
that  the  principle   is  so    good  that,  at 
no  very  distant  day,  I  hope  to  see  it  ex- 
tended to  malt  but  my  object  in   men- 
tioning it  was  only  to  remark  that  lamp- 
oils  had,  since    the  reduction  of  duty, 
come    seriously    into     competition    with 
tallow.    But  these,  Sir,  are  after  all,  but 
mere   minor   complaints,  compared  with 
that  which  I  am  now  about  to  submit  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House.    Indepen- 
dently of  having  to  contend  against  the 
kw  duty  on  foreign  tallow,  and  the  com- 
petition of  cheap  lamp-oil,  the  best  cus- 
tomer for  British  tallow,  the  soap  manufac- 
turer, has  to  contend  against  a  system  of 
excise,    so  odious,  so   anomalous,    that 
nothing  but  absolute  necessity  can  justify 
it.    What  will  the  House  suppose  when 
I    tell   them,  that   notwithstanding   the 
manufacture  of  soap  is  one  most  depen-* 
dent  on  science,  and  especiallv  on  che- 
mistry, and  notwithstanding   that   large 
sums  are  daily  expended  for  gaining  such 
information  as  may  be  advantageous  to  the 
inproTMMQt  of  thf  prgceH }  what  will 


the  House  think  when  I  tell  them,  that  the 
soap  manufacturer  is  unable  to  avail  him- 
self of  those  improvements  suggested  from 
time  to  time  by  the  restrictions  imposed 
on  him  by  the  excise  system,  a  system 
which  confines  him  to  the  use  of  the  same 
machinery,  and  the  adoption  of  the  same 
processes,  to  which  he  was  restricted  in 
the  reign  of  Queen  Anne  ?  What  has  been 
the  coi7SCquence  ?  Why,  the  home  pro- 
duce— there  being  no  export  trade, — is 
unable  to  compete  with  the  foreign  ;  and 
smuggling  has  increased    to   an    extent 
really  alarming — particularly  in  Ireland, 
where  there  is  no  duty,  sO  much  so  indeed 
as  to  have  been  brought  under  the  atten- 
tion of   the  Commissioners  of  seh  thed 
I  am  glad  I   have  had  an  opportunity 
of  inspecting  their  Report  before  bringing 
on  my  motion ;  and  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  Irish  Members    to  the  "Pandora's 
box"  which  I  am  about  to  open  for  Ire- 
land.    At  present  there  is  no  duty  on 
soap  in  that  country ;  and  one  of  the  first 
recommendations  of   the  Commissioners 
in  their  Report  is  that  the  duty  should  be 
extended  to  Ireland,  and  that  both  the 
countries  should  be  placed  under  the  same 
regulations.      I    congratulate    the    Irish 
Members  on  the    cheering    prospect    of 
"equal  justice'^  about  to  be  dealt  out  to 
Ireland,      I  wish  the   bon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  joy  of  it.    But  let 
him  bear  in  mind  that  if  he  does  not  vote 
with  me  his  fair  land  will  soon  be  trodden 
by  the  unhallowal  footsteps  of  a  phalanx 
of     soap     duty     collecting     excisemen. 
Another    recommendation  of  the  Report 
is,  that  the  duty  on  soft  soap  shall  be  re- 
duced to  Is.  3d,  per  pound.    There  are 
eleven  millions  of  pounds  manufactured  of 
that  article  (of  which  nine  or  ten  million 
are  consumed  in  manfactures) ;  yet  such  a 
system  of  fraud  and  collusion  is  the  present 
system  of  draw  backs  that  of  that  eleven 
millions  of  pounds,  on  seven  only  is  there 
a  drawback  the  remainder  being  returned 
as  hard  soap.    Now,  Sir,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Excise  (distrusting  their  own 
judgment,)  have  called  to  their  aid  that 
great  professor  of  the  science  of  political 
ecomony,  Mr.  Mac  Culloch.    He  is  asked 
a  question,  whether  there  was  any  objec* 
tion  to  repealing  the  duty  on  soap  and 
imposing   an    import   dutv    on    foreign 
tallow?    His   first    objection    (although 
I  believe  I  could  prove  that  ha  hdd  at  one 
one  time  very  different  opinions  upon  the 
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would  rake  Ihe  price  of  talk>w ;  I  beliete 
Sir,  however,  tkat  when  duly  considered 
the  disadvantage  would  be  more  than 
eounter  balanced  by  the  advantages  of  the 
propoeition*  He  cedls  iu  aid  of  his  opin- 
limp  a  portion  of  the  manufacturing  com* 
munity,  who  use  a  large  quantity  of  tallow 
ia  the  dressing  of  leather : — viz.  the 
carriers;  what  quantity  of  tallow  they 
uae,  I  am  unable  to  say ;  but  this  I  know 
that  in  many  intances  they  gather  tallow 
by  pressing  it  from  the  skins,  which 
they  are  manufacturing  into  leather; 
and,  though  the  greasing  of  machinery 
must  consume  a  considerable  quantity, 
tbey  have  now  completely  supersedeid 
tallow  by  the  cheaper  article  of  lamp- 
oiL  Mr*  Mac  Culloch  comes  then  to 
that  which  I  dare  say  will  be  pressed 
on  me  to  night  with  the  greatest  force*— 
viz.  that  it  is  contrary  to  the  principles  of 
political  economy  to  impose  a  tax  upon 
a  raw  material.  No  rule.  Sir,  however, 
ia  without  an  exception ;  and,  in  the 
present  instance,  the  exception  has  been 
justified  by  two  of  the  aptest  scholars  of 
Mr.  Mac  Culloch,  Lord  Spencer,  (then 
Lord  Althorp)  and  Mr.  P.  Thomson  (the 
present  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade). 
The  first  of  these  advocated  the  same  princi- 
pie  as  that  for  which  I  am  contending  when 
he  proposed  to  reduce  the  duty  on  wax 
candles,  and  to  impose  a  duty  on  foreign 
wax ;  the  other,  when  he  brought  forward 
a  proposition  for. repealing  the  tax  on 
printed  calicoes  and  imposing  a  duty 
on  the  raw  material.  But  Mr.  Mac 
Culloch  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  to  im- 
pose heavier  duties  on  foreign  tallow 
would  create  dangerous  dissatisfaction  in 
Russia  and  probably  provoke  proceedings 
against  our  trade  with  that  country.  Sir, 
I  have  jet  to  learn  what  there  is  so  con- 
genial m  Russian  policy,  so  important  in 
Russian  interests,  as  to  induce  the  Go* 
vernment  of  this  country  to  sacrifice  at 
its  shrine  the  interests  of  British  trade, 
or  of  any  portion  of  the  British  popula- 
tion. I  am  of  the  same  opinion,  Sir,  on  this 
aubject  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, and  I  beg  leave  to  refer  to  his  au- 
thority. On  another  occasion  he  said, 
''To  Russia  we  owe  nothing?  England 
lakea  three  times  the  amount  in  value 
from  Russia  of  what  she  takes  from  us ; 
and  why  should  this  country  take  tim- 
ber to  the  amount  of  800,000/.  a-year 
from  Russia,  why  should  Riussian  tallow 
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haa  lately  imposed  a  duty  of  12^  per 
cent  on  all  British  imports,  and  excluded 
our  refined  sugars  entirely  from  her 
ports?  The  right  hon*  Gentlemsm, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  baa 
just  bespoken  a  large  portion  of  surplus 
revenue  for  a  purpose  which,  is,  I  think, 
not  very  congenial  with  the  wishes  of 
the  rural  portion  of  the  community 
[HeoTf  hear]f  unquestionably  not  calcu« 
lated  to  raise  the  price  of  wheat,  or  relieve, 
accordmg  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
s^cultural  Committee,  any  of  the  bur- 
thens pressing  peculiarly  upon  land,  pecu- 
liarly noticed  in  his  Majesty's  most  graci- 
ous Speech  from  the  Throne,  I  do  feel,  that 
the  interest  which  I  have  undertaken  to 
advocate  will  be  placed  in  a  most  disad- 
vantageous position  if  the  House  do  not 
enable  me,  oy  a  strong  recommendation, 
to  urge  the  matter  upon  the  favourable 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Sir,  the  plan  which  I  propose  b  this :  to 
repeal  the  duty  on  soap,  amounting  to 
600,000/.  per  annum ;  and  raise  the  duty 
on  importation  of  tallow  to  10/.  a  ton, 
which  will  raise  a  revenue  of  320,000/., 
leaving  280,000/.  to  come  out  of  that 
surplus,  which  from  the  liberality  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deals 
with  it  already,  I  have  reason  to  hope 
will  be  announced  to  us.  Yet,  as  the 
price  of  tallow  in  Russia  is,  I  believe,  far 
more  than  remunerating,  we  may  assume 
that  the  benefit  of  the  320,000/.  will  be 
principally  divided  by  the  producers  and 
consumers  at  home ;  but  as  the  quantity 
imported  is  but  fifly  tons,  and  the  quantity 
produced  at  home  is  500  tons,  I  have  a 
right  to  calculate  that  the  benefit  to  the 
agriculturists  will  not  be  more  than  about  a 
halfpenny  per  lb.  in  the  price  of  tallow,  or 
32,000/.  in  the  whole.  Sir,  it  is  true  this 
may  have  the  effect  of  raising  the  price  of 
candles,  and  that  is  the  only  objection 
which  can,  with  propriety,  be  urged  against 
the  proposition*  But  a  penny  a-pound 
has  recently  been  taken  off  candles,  and 
this  plan  will  only  impose  a  halfpenny  a- 
pound  on  that  article,  while  the  consumer 
of  candles  and  soap  being  the  same,  the 
diminution  of  the  tax  on  the  latter  being 
four  times  the  amount  of  the  imposition 
on  candles,  the  bargain  will  still  greatlypre- 
ponderate  in  favour  of  the  public.  They 
will  gain  the  difference  between  the 
320,000/.  to  be  imposed,  and  the  600,000/. 
to  be  taken  off.  I  should  observe,  that  at 
,  no  period  oould  tbero  ba  lessappreheosioQ 
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entertained  by  Members  representing  the 
commercial  interest  as  to  the  effect  of  any 
demonstration  of  opinion  in  this  House. 
No  detriment  could  arise  to  trade  from  any 
such  expressions  as  the  shipments  from 
Russia  take  place  between  July  and  August. 
Sir,  I  therefore  hope,  that  the  House  will 
affirm  the  abstract  principle  on  which  my 
Motion  is  founded,  and  with  that  view  I 
beg  to  move,  that  the  "  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  the  Excise  and  Customs  Duties, 
to  consider  the  expediency  of  repealing 
the  Excise  Duty  on  Soap,  and  augmenting 
the  Customs  Duties  on  foreign  Tallow." 

Mr.  Halford:  Sir,  I  rise  to  second  this 
motion  in.  the  discharge  of  that  duty  which 
I  owe  to  my  constituents,  in  common  with 
the  whole  agricultural  body.  I  wish  their 
interests  had  fallen  into  abler  hands ;  but, 
Sir,  after  the  clear  elucidation  of  my 
bon.  Friend,  I  have  little  more  to  do 
than  to  repeat  the  appeal  he  has  made  for 
protection  and  relief  to  the  agricultu- 
ral portion  of  the  country.  The  proposal 
of  the  hpn.  Gentleman,  in  my  opinion,  is 
calculated  to  benefit  the  agricultural  in- 
terests, and  not  only  their  interests,  biit 
that  of  every  other  class  of  the  community. 
I  know  very  well  that  we  should  hear  of 
the  impolicy  of  imposing  a  tax  upon  the 
raw  material.  I  think  that  such  an  ar- 
gument would  serve  to  show  the  injustice 
which  would  be  inflicted  on  the  agricul- 
turists, if,  under  the  present  circum- 
stances, we  were  to  admit  foreign  articles 
of  common  necessity  to  the  home  market, 
while  there  is  also  a  scale  of  duties  which 
affords  no  protection  to  the  British  pro- 
ducers, ana  robs  them  of  that  fair  remu- 
neration to  which  they  are  entitled.  It 
is  my  opinion,  that  the  doctrines  of  free 
trade  and  political  economy,  however  ex- 
pedient they  may  be  in  other  departments, 
are  inapplicable  to  agriculture;  an  in- 
terest, the  importance  of  which  I  cannot 
exaggerate ;  and  which  is  now  burlhened 
far  more  than  is  consistent  with  sound 
policy.  Unless  protection  is  afforded  to 
the  commodity  in  question,  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  it  to  compete  with  foreign 
produce ;  and  if  wc  can  transfer  from  the 
Jlussian  Exchequer  to  the  pockets  of  the 
British  agriculturists,  some  portion  of  the 
duty  now  enjoyed  by  that  country,  I  think 
we  are  bound  so  to  do,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  small  increase  of  duty  which  is 
DOW  sought  for  on   the  foreign  article 
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per  acre — there  will  be  an  advance  in  the 
price  to  that  amount.    But  no  man .  is 
more  convinced  than  I  am  of  the  futility 
of  any  measure  intended  to  relieve  the 
agriculturisu  by  depressing  another  portion 
of  the  community.    I  will  say  for  myself 
that  I  am  bound  up  with  the  manufacturing 
interest,  and  am  the  representative  of  a 
manufacturing  as  well  as  an  agricultural 
district.     It  is  clear  that  any  injury  done 
to  the  manufacturers  would  immediately 
be  recoiled  upon  the  land.   In  the  district 
I  represent  this  is  felt  to  be  the  case.    In 
Leicestershire  the  whole  burthen  of  the 
support  of  the  manufacturing  population 
devolves  exclusively  upon  the  land.    My 
meaning  will  be  understood  when  I  say, 
that  in  that  county,  which  is  a  manufac* 
taring  county » a  county  in  which    the 
manufacturing   exceeds  the    agricultural 
population — there  1 39,303/.  6s»  was  levied 
in  one  year  for  poor  and  county  rates^  and 
in  that  the  contribution  paid  by  mills  and 
factories,  liable  to  the  assessments,  was 
but  783/.     The  cost  of  the  candle  which 
gives  light  in  the  cottage  of  the  Leicester- 
shire weaver  is  to  be  deducted  from  his 
scanty  weekly  earnings.     Such  an  indivi* 
dual  will  certainly  feel  the  increased  cost; 
but  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  com- 
prises a  reduction  in  an  article  which,  is 
equally  necessary;    and  I  support  that 
proposition,  because  I  am  convinced  that 
the  labouring  population  will  be  gainers  in 
point  of  comfort  and  saving  of  expense  by 
its  success ;  that  is  an  object  of  great  im- 
portance, and  I  am  prepared  to  give  to 
the  motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  my  warmest 
and  most  cordial  support.     On  the  finan* 
ctal  part  of  the  subject  I  have  very  little 
to  say,  but  if  I  were  competent  to  discuss 
this  point,  I  would  ask  whether  you  will 
hesitate  to  choose  between  cheap  news* 
papers  and  cheap  soap?  which  is  most 
conducive  to  the  comfort  of  the  labouring 
part  of  the  community  ? 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomzon  stated,  that  it 
was  not  upon  the  relative  merits  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  proposition,  as  compared 
with  the  repeal  of  the  tax  upon  news* 
papers,  that  he  should  wish  to  aigoe  this 
question ;  but  upon  the  simple  proposition 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  to  say,  that  if  the 
revenue  were  in  a  condition  to  spare  the 
amount  which  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to 
reduce,  this  was  not  the  mode  in  which  he 
should  be  inclined  to  appropriate  it ;  be* 
cause  he  believed  that  the  proposition  of  bis 
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to  the  general  adfantageof  the  country,  or 
to  the  particular  advantage  of  the  class 
whose  interests  his  hon.  Friend  advocated ; 
and  becanse,  above  all,  he  was  satisfied 
that  it  was  entirely  opposed  to  the  whole 
coarse  of  legislation  which  had  been  fol- 
lowed np  for  years  by  successive    Go- 
vemoientSy  beginning  with  the  Govem- 
ment)  in  1820,  under  Lord  Liverpool ;  by 
the  Government  of  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton ;  by  the  Government  of  Lord  Grey ; 
by  the  Uovernment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  and  by  the  Government 
at  present  existing.    He  did  not  believe 
that  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend  had 
been  correctly  explained  to  the   House. 
His  hon.  Friend,  so  far  as  he  understood 
hin,  proposed  to  transfer  the  duty  on 
tallow  to  this  extent ;  he  wished  to  get 
rid  of  the  excise  duty,  and  he  proposed  to 
make  up  for  the  loss  of  this  duty,  by  the 
imposition  of  a  fresh  custom-tax ;  or  a  duty 
of  10/.  per  ton.  His  hon.  Friend  stated,  as 
the  resnlty  a  loss  of  250,000/.  to  the  reve- 
nue;   and,  as  he  understood  his    hon. 
Friend,  the  gain  to  the  consumer  would 
be  300,000/.     Now,  if  the  House  would 
indulge  him  for  a  few  minutes,  he  would, 
from  his  calculations,  undertake  to  show, 
that  the  consumer  would  not  be  benefitted, 
that  the  landed  proprietor  would  not  be 
benefited,  and  that  the  country  generally 
would  lose  a  great  deal.    The  consump- 
tion of  tallow  in  this  country  was  155,000 
tons;  of  these  55,000  tons  were  foreign 
tallow  imported,  and  there  were  100,000 
tons  of  home  produce.    Take  then  the 
revenue  on  the  plan  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
supposing  his  plan  to  be    carried  into 
effect,  and  that  55,000  tons  was  the  quan- 
tity at  present  imported ;  suppose  that  so 
much  should  continue  to  be  imported  (and 
he  should  afterwards  be  prepared  to  show 
that  such  would  not  be  the  case),  but 
supposing  the  same  quantity  should  still 
come  into  the  home-market,  the  duty  upon 
that  would  be  550,000/.     From  that  they 
must  deduct  the  amount  of  the  duty  at 
present  imposedi  171,000/.  and  there  re- 
mained then    the  sum    of  379 fiOPl  as 
the  probable  increase  of  the  revenue  from 
this  source.  His  hon.  Friend  had  proposed 
the  repeal  of  the  soap  duty,  which  he  said 
was  about  600,000/1   That  was  the  duty  in 
1834 ;  but  the  net  amount  of  the  duty,  de- 
ducting the  drawbacki  was  736,000/.    His 
hon.  Friend  had  added  a  charge  for  coUec- 
tton ;  but  they  all  knew,  from  experience, 
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poses,  the  reduction  of  officers  would  be  no- 
thing like  the  large  amount,  or  equal  to  the 
difference  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  stated. 
Deducting  then  379,000/.  from  736,000/., 
the  loss  to  the  revenue  would  be  357,000/. 
according  to  his  hon.  Friend's  plan.    But, 
according  to  that  statement, his  hon.  Friend 
supposed  that  there  would  be  no  falling-oiS* 
in  the  import  of  the  article ;  and  he  was 
not  right  in  assuming  that.     On  the  con- 
trary, the  natural  result  of  imposing,  where 
there  was  already  3/.  a  ton  duty,  an  addi- 
tional 7/.  a  ton,  would  be  to  add  to  the 
price  of  the  article  20  per  cent.  There  was 
every  reason  for  calculating,when  that  was 
done,  that  there  would  be  a  falling-off  of 
15,000  or  20,000  tons.    That  would  re- 
duce the  revenue  still  further — making 
the  loss,  as  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend,  not 
250,000/.,     but  357,000/.       Indeed,  he 
believed  the  loss  to  the  revenue  would  be 
very  little  short  of  500,000/.     But  the 
question  of  loss  to  the  revenue  formed  but 
a  small  portion  of  the  subject  as  he  should 
view  it.    He  now  came  to  another  part  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  statement — namely  the 
gain  to  consumers,  which  his  hon.  Friend 
stated  would  be  300,000/.       His    hon. 
Friend  did,  indeed,  admit  that  some  dis- 
advantage might  perhaps  arise  from  an 
increase  of  duty  upon  candles,  and  from 
the  increased  price  to  be  paid  by  the  con- 
sumer on  tallow  used  in  machinery.     But 
that  his  hon.  Friend  should  have  passed 
over  that  part  of  the  subject  so    very 
lightly  did  certainly  astonish  him.     He 
had   already  stated   that  the  home  pro- 
duce of  tallow  amounted  to  100,000  tons ; 
that  of  foreign  importation  to  55,000  tons. 
Now,  how  was  that  whole  quantity  dis« 
tributed  when  it  came  into  consumption  ? 
According  to  the  best  calculations  made,it 
appeared  that  the  amount  of  tallow  con- 
sumed in  soap  was  about  25,000  tons. 
It  was  supposed  that  about  115,000  tons 
were  used  for  making  candles.  The  amount 
used  by  machinery,  hides,  and  other  pur- 
poses was  15,000  tons.    Thus  they  had 
130,000  tons  upon  which  his  hon.  Friend 
proposed  to  raise  the  duty,  and  25,000 
tons  upon  which  he  proposed  to  take  it 
off.     Now,  these  130,000  tons  upon  which 
his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  increase  the 
duty  by  the  amount  of  6/.   16s.  (which, 
together  with  the  present  duty  of  3/.  4$*^ 
made  10/.),  according    to  that  increasci 
would  produce  884,000/.    He  then  added, 
of  course,  the  proposed  amount  of  duty 
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It  had  been  said^  tliat  tlie  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  soap  had  been  of  no  advantage, 
inasmuch  as  the  consumption  had  been 
mostly  stationary  for  a  series  of  years. 
He  trusted  that  no  expression  would  ever 
be  used  by  him  which  would  manifest  an 
indifference  to  the  interest  of  that  trade. 
He  had  only  to  refer  to  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  and  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners who  sat  upon  this  subject,  to  prove 
that  neither  he  nor  his  colleagues  had  been 
at  all  neglectful  of  that  interest.  In  order 
to  ^w  how  unfounded  the  assertion  was, 
tha  Abe  consumption  of  soap  had  not  in- 
creased on  the  lowering  of  the  duty,  he 
would  only  state  the  opimon  of  a  respectable 
witness  who  was  examined  before  the  Com- 
mission, and  who  alleged  ''that  a  much 
better  and  more  economical  kind  of  soap 
had  of  late  been  used,  and  consequently  a 
much  lar^r  quantity  of  real  soap  con- 
sumed. This  witness  also  stated,  that  half 
as  much  soap  i^in  would  be  consumed 
if  there  were  no  excise.  For  the  purpose 
of  clearing  up  all  doubt  upon  this  matter, 
he  would  just  mention  the  average  con- 
sumption of  the  years  1828,  1829, 
and  1830,  compared  with  that  of  the 
years  1831,  1832,  and  1833,  was 
1 7,000,000lb8.  ofhard  soap,  and  9,000,000lbs 
of  soft  soap ;  whilst,  if  the  consumption 
of  the  year  1834  was  compared  with  the 
average  consumption  of  the  years  1828, 
1829,  and  1830,  it  would  be  found  to 
amount  to  nearly  20,000,000lbs.  of  hard 
soap,  and  10,000,000lbs  of  soft  soap.  He 
begged  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  connected 
with  Ireland  to  reflect  how  the  proposed 
measure  would  affect  them.  The  argu- 
ment addressed  to  the  representatives  of 
England  was,  that  they  would  have  an 
equivalent  for  raising  the  price  of  candles 
on  the  reduced  price  of  soap.  Now  Ire- 
land paid  a  duty  neither  on  soap  nor  tallow ; 
and  the  consequence  of  the  change  proposed 
would  be,  to  impose  a  duty  on  both  those 
articles  in  that  country. 

Mr.  WarburUm :  Sir,  this  proposition 
involves  two  distinct  questions;  first,  the 
remission  of  the  excise  duty  on  soap; 
and  next,  the  imposition  of  an  additional 
duty  on  tallow  for  the  protection  and 
benefit  ofEnglish  agriculturists.  In  the 
beginning  of  thb  Session  I  was  mar- 
▼euing  what  measures  they  were  that 
would  be  proposed  to  the  House  to  give 
relief  to  the  agriculturists  without  their 
putting  their  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the 
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for  imposing  an  additional  tax  upon  tallow 
imported  from  a  foreign  country,  the  effect 
of  which  will  be  to  raise  the  price  of  all 
tallow  generally  iL  a  ton,  it  bcbg  noto- 
rious that  two  thirds  of  the  tallow  con- 
sumed in  this  country  is  of  home  and  only 
one  third  of  foreign  production.     And  thus 
the  agriculturists  will  be  relieved  to  the 
extent  of  700,000/.,  whilst  the  Govern- 
ment will  receive  by  the  imposing  of  the 
dutv  on   foreign   tallow    only     380,000/. 
This  I  own  is  consistent  with  .the.  views 
expressed  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
as  to  the  manner  in   which  the  agricul* 
turists  would  obtain  relief,  as  well  as  with 
my  own  suspicion  at  the  time  that  their, 
plan  for  attaining  that  object  would  be  by 
taxing  the  rest  of  the  community.     So  long 
as  the  policy  of  the  corn-laws  is  kept  up,  so 
long  as  any  measure  is  proposed  for  the 
relief  of  the  agriculturists  by  taxing  the 
rest  of  the  community,  I  will  not  cease  to 
hold  up  my  voice  against  them.     It  is  an 
act  of  injustice  to  the  rest  of  the  commu* 
nity ;  it  is  coming  forward  to  raise  a  flimsy 
veil  before  our  eyes,  while  you  are  at  the 
same  time  going  to  put  on  a  tax  for  your 
own  relief,  bolstering  it  up  by  the  pretence 
of  taking  off  the  excise  duty  on  soap.     Let 
a  proposition  be  made  for  changing  or  tak- 
ing off  the  excise  duty  on  soap,  and  I  will 
not  say  that  I  will  not  vote  with  you.     But 
whilst  I  find  that  question  mixed  with  that 
of  imposing  a  duty  on  tallow  I  feel  bound 
to  resist  the  present  motion.     I  must   vote 
against  the  two  motions  because  they  arc 
mixed   inseparably    together.      With  re. 
gard  to  agricultural  distress  what  part  of 
the  agricultural  body  is  most  in  want  of 
relief?    which  has  suffered    most  during 
that  distress  ?  not  the  stock-grazier,  for  the 
price  of  wool  and  meat  remains  high  while 
other  articles  have  been  depressed  ?  It  is  the 
wheat-growers  who  are  the  most  distressed 
class,  and  they  are  just  the  class  who  will 
not  be  relieved  by   the    present  motion? 
Away   then  with  this  flimsy  disguise ;  it 
is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  this,  the 
putting  into   the  excise  380,0002.  a-yeac 
while  you  are    putting   into  your   own 
pockets  700,000/.  a  year ;  so  long  as  such 
measures  are  brought  into  this  Ilouse  so 
long  will  I  raise  my  voice  and  vote  against 
them. 

Viscount  Sandon  hoped  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  remember 
the  beneficial  effect  of  the  former  reduction 
of  duty,  and  not  persist  in  refusing  the  fur- 
ther reduction  of  the  soap  dutiesi  whicb 
was  demanded  of  him, 
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The  Chancellor  of'the  Excheauer  b^pged 
to  recall  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
facts  alluded  to  in  the  beginning  of  the  de-^ 
bate,  the  effect  of  which  he^  however 
unintentionally  to  influence  the  division , 
had  not,  as  might  be  supposed  from  the 
observations  of  those  in  favour  of  this 
motion,  called  on  the  House  to  come  to  a 
division  on  the  question  of  the  stamp  duty ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  plainly  and  distinctly 
stated,  that  all  discussion  on  the  question 
should  be  postponed.  He,  however,  felt 
bound  to  express  his  views  on  such  a  subject, 
because  h%  considered  it  of  importance  that 
the  opinions  of  the  Government  on  a  mea- 
sure of  so  peculiar  a  nature  should  be 
circulated  throughout  the  country,  and 
carefully  considered  by  the  House.  These 
were  objects  which  could  not  be  attained 
by  any  other  than  the  course  which  he  had 
taken.  But  so  anxious  and  so  cautious  was 
he  to  avoid  calling  on  the  House  for  any 
decision  on  the  question,  that  in  the  sche- 
dule moved  for  in  Committee  to«night,  the 
duties  now  in  force  were  proposed  to  be 
continued.  He  had  said  that  he  was  un- 
willing to  have  the  opinion  of  th«  House 
taken  on  the  question  of  stamps  until  the 
period  when,  on  a  review  of  the  whole  of 
the  interests  of  the  country,  it  could  be  de- 
termined what  was  best  to  be  done ;  and  if 
he  iould  have  abstained  altogether  from 
disclosing  his  opinions  on  the  stamp  duty  it 
would  have  been  more  acceptable  to  himsielf, 
and  more  consistent  with  the  principles 
which  he  had  laid  down  for  the  fulBlment 
of  his  duty.  On  the  same  principles  he  was 
anxious  that  the  question  of  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  soap  should  be  left  perfectly 
open  to  be  considered  when  the  {(enend 
proposition  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
revenue  of  the  country  should  be  made  up, 
was  submitted.  When  it  was  said,  that  such 
and  such  a  measure  would  involve  no  sacri- 
fice of  revenue,  he  said,  '^  Wait  till  you  hear 
my  propositions,  and  see  if  I  make  out  a 
case ;  and  I  will  hear  your  propositions,  and 
adopt  them  if  I  can."  The  questions  were 
open,  and  he  was  ready  to  argue  them  when 
the  proper  time  came.  With  respect  to  the 
proposition  before  the  House,  there  was  one 
circumstance  which  had  not  be6n  adverted 
to,  but  which  had  considerable  weight. 
The  only  possible  ground  on  which  it  could 
be  propped  (though  he  dissented  from  the 
proposition^  was,  that  it  was  a  measure  of 
relief  to  tne  agricultural  interest.  But 
were  Gentlemen  anxious  to  anticipate  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  now  sitting  en  the 
subject  P    Did  they  wish  to  overturn  the 


authority  of  that  Committee?  Sulielythejr 
ought  to  wait  till  they  had  the  Report  of 
the  Committee.  And  with  respect  to  agri- 
cultural distress,  the  growers  of  wheat  were 
the  parties  distressed,  not  the  raisers  of 
tallow.  The  effect  of  the  proposed  measuro 
would  be,  not  to  raise  the  price  of  foreign 
tallow  only,  but  of  all  tallow,  and  to  take, 
2s.  or  3f.  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people, 
while  it  would  give  only  1#.  to  the  reve- 
nue. And  this  single  interest  had,  a  few 
years  ago,  been  relieved  of  the  whole  duty 
on  candles,  and  half  the  duty  on  soap.  For 
that  interest  he  felt  respect  and  sympathy^ 
but  he  tdust  look  to  Uie  welfare  of  the 
whole  country,  and  he  thought  it  was  not 
to  the  advantage  of  that  interest,  in  the 
eyes  of  the  country,  to  come  forward  with  a 
proposition  by  which  they  alone  would  be 
the  gainers.  The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that 
the  measuro  would  act  as  a  remission  of 
ront  to  the  extent  of  1 0  per  cent,  to  the 
occupiers  of  land.  £ither  the  occupiers  of 
land  wero  entitled  to  that  abatement  or 
not  If  they  were  entitled  to  it,  this  would 
be  so  much  in  the  landlord's  pocket ;  and  if 
not,  the  landlords  would  get  it;  so  that  the 
whole  effect  of  the  measure  would  be  to  add 
to  the  rental  of  certain  landlords.  He  ad. 
mitted  the  objection  to  the  excise  regula- 
tions, and  when  opportunities  offered  to 
remove  them,  he  had  always  been  ready  to  do 
that.  He  was  desirous  that  this  question,  not 
of  duty  on  foreign  tallow,  but  dP  the  remis- 
sion of  the  duty  on  soap — should  be  reserved 
until  he. made  his  geteral  statement,  when, 
if  a  case  wero  made  out  in  accordance  with 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Mover,  he  should  not 
hesitate  to  adopt  it.  But  at  present  he 
could  not  consent  to  the  adoption  of  a 
motion  which  would  tend  to  a  great 
violation  of  principle,  and  which  must 
entaU  great  injustice  on  the  consumer. 
Not  wishing  then  to  prejudge  the  question 
of  the  duty  on  soap,  and  not  desiring  that 
it  should  be  identified  with  another  question 
which  he  felt  bound  to  resist,  he  deemed  it 
but  fair,  just,  and  reasonable,  that  the  sub- 
ject should  be  reserved  for  future  con- 
sideration. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  thought  the 
right  non.  Gentleman  had  not  understood 
the  precise  naturo  of  the  complaint  which 
had  been  made  against  the  course  he  had 
pursued  in  respect  to  the  stamp-duty.  The 
noble  Lord  had  not  charged  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  with  having  given  a  pledgeon 
that  subject  on  the  part  of  the  Housa  It  was 
quite  unnecessary  for  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  vindicate  himself  from  that 
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ml  as  well  80  fallow  tihe  expected  ttdTvn- 
tages  woaH  not  reaolt  to  toe  agricaltural 
iaUsmt,  and  if  that  article  were  alao  saddled 
with  a  TOOtectbig  daty  it  would  have  a 
serious  ^ect  on  a  branch  of  our  manufae* 
tures  that  could  badly  endure  it.  Candles 
would  inevitably  rise  in  price,  and  were  it 
oonadeied  how  much  this  would  interfere 
with  the  means,  and  comfcnrts,  and  remune- 
ration of  iha  handloom  weayerB,  who 
worked  so  many  hours  by  candle*light^ 
they  would  pause  before  they  created  such 
an  additional  embaxrassment  to  the  exten* 
ave  branch  of  raftmifitctures  cairied  on  by 
its  assistancei  By  acceding  to  this  mea* 
sure,  it  was  obrioos  that  we  diould  inter, 
nipt  the  course  of  commerce  whidi  now 
happily  existed  between  this  country  and 
Russia,  would  interiere  with  the  market  it 
afibrded  for  our  present  manufactured  pro* 
duce,  as  well  as  with  the  raw  material, 
whidi  SQpfdies  an  important  article  for  our 
manufacture,  and  would  also  increase  the 
expense  of  candla-tight,  so  necessary  fiir 
our  nuumfiictnring  purposes ;  consequences 
which  would  not  at  ul  repay  ns  fer  any 
poariMe  benefit  that  mieht  immediately  re. 
aolt  to  the  agtieuitoral  mtereat ;  and  wliidi, 
looloBg  to  its  intimate  connection  with  our 
conuso^rial  and  manu&cturing  interest,  he 
did  not  expect  would  ultimately  be  for  its 
benefit  either.  On  these  combined  con. 
siderationa  he  oould  not  giye  his  vote  for 
the  measure  before  the  House. 
.  Ifr.  Ciarles  AmderwnTelham expraaied 
his  regret  that  the  ChanoeOor  of  the  Ex- 
diequer  was  not  prepared  with  something 
for  the  rdief  of  the  agricultural  interest. 
He  oould  assure  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  that  the  acriculturists  were  not  a 
aelfidi  body ;  and  though  they  did  not  wish 
to  tpfce  a  bmiefit  to  themsdvea  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  community,  they  were  anxious 
for  relief,  and  would  seek  it  in  every  con- 
stitutional way. 

Mr.  CwrUU  said,  he  shonld  vote  against 
the  prqposilion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lincohishire*  The  agricultural  interest, 
to  which  he  was  attached,  would  not  have 
the  country  with  them  in  it,  and  therefore 
he  hoped  the  hon*  Member  would  not  press 
hismotioB« 

Mr.  Hamdlof :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
widied  him  to  wait  for  the  Report  of  the 
Agricultural  Distress  Committee.  Now 
certainly  he  (Mr.  Handley)  should  not  be 
induced  to  Ining  forward  his  motion  the 
more  because  they  had  received  that  re- 
port, inasmuch  as  be  only  asked  his  right 


hon.  Friend  to  do  what  he  had  already 
done  with  respect  to  the  stamp  duties^  via. 
to  affirm  the  expediency  of  this  measure : 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  and  (also  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had  remarked 
that  the  motion  was  for  the  relief  of  the 
agriculturists,  why  assuredly  be  would  not 
for  one  moment  have  affected  to  bring  for* 
ward  such  a  motion,  if  it  had  not  been  with 
the  hc^  of  affording  some  relief  to  the 
agriculturists.  He  candidly  confessed,  it 
was  with  the  view  of  giring  relief  to  that 
interest  to  the  extent  of  the  haUpeony  a  lb. 
advance  on  taliow,  but  he  considered  the 
increase  in  the  price  of  candles  would  be 
more  tiian  counterbalanced  by  the  reduction 
in  that  of  soap,  and  the  getting  rid  of  the 
excise.  He  considered  that  the  agricultu* 
rists  had  a  right  to  look  for  some  relief 
after  the  speech  from  the  throne ;  he  oon^ 
sidered  it  eould  be  granted  in  no  way  with 
less  expense  to  the  public  geherally  than  in 
the  mode  preposed,  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  having  already  made  one  step  to. 
wards  the  budget,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  support  him  in  taking  one  step 
furtha.  He  begged  lea ve  to  t^e  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  his  motion. 

The  House  divided — ^Ayes  \%5 ;  Noes 
195,— Majority  against  it  70. 
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Hogg,  James  Weir 
Holland,  Edward 
Horsman, 

Howard,  hon.  E.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Lord 
Hume,  J. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Hutt,  W. 

Jephson,  C-  D.  O. 
Johnson,  Andrew 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
Kirke,  Peter 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Labouchere,  Henry 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Leonard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lister,  E;  C. 
Loch,  James 
Lushington,  Charles 
Lynch,  A.  H. 
Mackenzie,  J. 
Macnamara,  M^jor 
Maher,  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  William 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  T. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Morrison,  J. 
Murray,  Rt.  Hon.  J. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  W. 
0*Connell  Daniel 
0*Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
0*Connell,  Morgan 
O'Ferrall,  R. 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
O'Loghlen,  M. 
Ord,  W.  H. 
Oid,W. 
Oswald,  J, 
Palmerston,  Lord 
Parker,  J. 
Pamell,  Sir  H. 
Parrott,  J. 
Pattison,  J. 


Pease,  J. 
Peel,  Sir  R. 
Peel,  Colonel 
Pendarves,  E,  W. 
Philips,  Mark 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Phillipps,  C.  M. 
Pigott,  Robert 
Pinnely  Wiliam, 
Potter,  R. 
Poyntz,  W. 
Price,  Sir  Robert,  Bt. 
Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S. 
Ridley,  Sir  M. 
Roche,  Wm. 
Rolfe,  Sir  Robert 
Rundlc/  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Ryle,  John 
Sanford,  E. 
Scholefield  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sinclair,  Sir  George 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  Sir  M. 
Stewart,  P.  Maxwell 
StruU,  E. 

Stuart,  Lord  James 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Sturt,  Henry  Charles 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Thompson,  William 
Thompson,  Col.  T.  P. 
Thomley,  T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Troubridge,  Sir  T. 
Tynte,  Charies  K.  K. 
Vernon,  Granville  H. 
Villiers,  C. 
Vivian,  Major 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
Walter,  John 
Warburton,  U. 
Ward,  H. 
Westenra,  H.  R. 
Wigney,  Isaac  N. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilkins,  W, 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williamson^  Sir  U* 
Wood,C. 
Wrightson,  J, 
Wyse,  T. 
Young,  0.  F. 
Younge,  J. 

TELLE  AS. 

SUnley,  E.  J. 
Steuart,  R. 
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Mnrima.]  Bills.  Readafinttiine:—Tnuisfer  of  Property; 
Exeeuton  ind  Adminiatiaton ;  Willi  Amendment 

FeUtknt  pieiented.  By  the  Duke  of  Wslunoton,  fVom 
AndoTer,  far  Extending  the  Time  Allowed  for  Replying 
the  Sums  borrowed  by  Parishes  under  the  Poor-Law 
Amendment  Act;  fipom  Mandiester  and  Salford*  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Additional  Duty  on  Spirit  Licenoei. — By 
Loid  LTiniHtmflT,  ftom  Truro,  in  favour  of  Mr.  Bock- 
inoilam's  Claims— By  the  Earl  of  Falmouth»  (Vom 
Places  in  Comwall,  against  a  Clause  in  the  Ecdeslastical 
CourtsT  Blllw— By  the  llaniueis  of  Burv,  ftom  Swansea 
ind  other  Places,  to  the  lame  eflbct— -By  the  Marquess  of 
LaifBDOWira,  ftom  Limerick,  in  fiivour  of  Municipal 
Reftmn  in  Ireland ;  firom  Cork,  for  Reform  in  the  Church 
of  Ireland;  fkom  Southampton,  for  Relief  to  the  Dit* 
sentcnt 
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HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  March  17,  1836. 

Macclesfield  Court  for  Small 
Debts.]  Lord  Stanley  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  Macclesfield  Small  Debts 
Bill. 

Mr.  Roebuck  presented  a  Petitioa  from 
Macclesfield,  signed  by  5,000  persons, 
against  the  Bill.  The  Bill,  he  observed, 
by  one  of  its  clauses,  went  to  continue  the 
principle  of  imprisonment  for  Debt,  though 
the  House  had  more  than  once  decided 
that  that  principle  should  be  abandoned, 
and  though  it  was  most  probable  a 
measure  to  that  effect  would  be  carried 
through  Parliament  this  Session.  Con- 
sidering the  Bill  objectionable,  upon  these 
and  other  grounds,  he  should  move  that  it 
be  read  a  third  time  that  day  six  months. 

Lord  Stanley  complvAned  that  this  oppo- 
sition should  have  been  reserved  for  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill,  after  it  had 
been  thoroughly  examined  and  discussed 
in  Committee,  and  af^er  it  had  passed 
through  the  Committee,  with  the  appro- 
bation of  all  persons  locally  interested  in 
the  measure.  The  clause  principally  ob- 
jected to  by  the  hon.  Member  gave  the 
Commissioners  the  power  of  imprisoning 
for  Debt  for  seven  days  only,  and  should 
the  general  measure  for  the  abolition  of 
imprisonment  for  debt  be  passed,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  it  would  override  this 
and  similar  local  Acts  in  that  respect. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
question :  Ayes  93  ;  Noes  42 — Majority  51. 

Five  other  divisions  took  place  on 
questions  to  prevent  the  Bill  from  being 
passed,  when,  finally,  on  the  question 
being  put  for  the  fifth  time,  that  the  Bill 
do  pass,  a  Motion  was  made  that  the 
House  do  adjourn,  which  was  carried  by 
166  Ayes  to  20  Noes;  and  the  House 
adjourned  accordingly. 

VOL.  XXXII.  {S^} 


HiirOTBB.]  Bills.  The  Royal  Anent  was  gltw  bjr  Cobih 
miauoD  to  the  following  Bills  t  Slaves  ConpenaatiOD  t  tad 
Capital  Punishment  Act  Amendment. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  Holland,  from  Manchester 
and  Salford,  in  favour  of  Mr.  BocxTNORASfs  Claims. — 
By  the  Earl  of  Stsadbbokb  and  Lord  Bratbaookb, 
from  a  great  Number  of  p]aees,-~for  Rdief  to  the  Agri- 
cultural Interest— By  the  Earl  of  Falmoutb«  and  LotdS 
WnARircuFFB  and  Kknyok,  from  several  Plaoesj  against 
Parts  of  the  Ecdesiaitical  Courts'  BiU. 

Railways.]  The  Marquess  of  Lans^ 
dorvne  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  move, 
"  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  other  House, 
requesting  a  Copy  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  on  Railway  Bills,  and  also  the 
Resolutions  agreed  to  by  that  Committee." 
When  this  subject  was  before  noticed,  he 
had  stated,  that  property  to  the  amount  of 
between  30,000,000^  and  40,000,000/. 
would  be  involved  in  the  railways  that  were 
proposed  to  be  formed.  He  now  found 
that  the  Bills  actually  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  which  had  been  read  a  first 
time,  involved  a  .sum  of  upwards  of 
28,000,000/1  The  House  of  Commons 
considered  that  this  was  a  matter  which 
demanded  serious  consideration;  and,  in 
consequence,  a  Committee  was  appointed  to 
inquire  into  it  That  Committee,  after  an 
elaborate  inquiry,  had  recommended  that 
no  Railway  Bill  should  be  further  pro* 
oeeded  with,  until  the  CommitteoHso  which 
such  Bill  had  been  referred  reported  to  the 
House  on  nineteen  different  heads  which 
were  distinctly  specified.  Amongst  these 
heads  were,  the  fitness  of  the  line  of  railway 
chosen — the  likelihood  or  non-likelihood  of 
its  interfering  with  other  lines — what  num« 
ber  of  shares  was  contemplated,  and  how 
many  were  subscribed  for,  &&  But  the 
most  important  point  of  inquiry  was, 
whether  there  was  a  fair  likelihood  of  a 
greater  degree  of  accommodation  being 
afforded  to  the  public  after  the  completion 
of  the  railway  than  previously  existed ;  or, 
in  other  words,  how  far  the  sacrifice  made 
by  individuals  was  likely  to  be  exceeded  by 
the  additional  accommodation  which  would 
thereby  be  afforded  to  the  public.  He  con. 
ceived,  that  it  would  be  extremely  useful 
to  their  Lordships  if  the  Report  and  Reso- 
lutions were  laid  before  them. 

The  Earl  of  Rvpon  was  rejoiced  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  taken  this  preliminary 
step  towards  affording  the  public  additional 
security  on  this  important  point.  There 
were  two  classes  of  persons  whose  interests 
it  was  most  desiraUe  to  protect ;  the  one 
consisting  of  persons,  who,  dazzled  by  the 

O 


389 


TTiff  ifi  I^U. 


{LORDS) 


War  in  Spain. 


S8^ 


brilliant  prospects  field  out  to  tliem^  en- 
gaged  in  these  scbemes  without  knowing 
what  probability  there  wa»  of  their  being 
uhimately  ttuecMsful ;  the  other  comprising 
those  who  were  generally  treated  with  very 
little  ceremony  by  speculators — he  meant 
the  persons  whose  property  was  affected  by 
the  proposed  undertaking. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

War  in  Spain.]  The  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
rote  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice.  The 
subfect  to  which  he  was  desirous  of  solicit- 
ing the  attention  of  their  Lordahipsy  and 
more  particularly  of  the  noble  Viscount  at 
the  h^ul  of  his  Majesty's  Government^  for 
a  few  minutes,  was  such  as  he  thought 
would  relieve  him  from  the  necessity  of 
offering  any  apology  for  bringing  it  under 
the  consideration  of  their  Lordships.  It 
was  not  his  intention  to  enter  into  any  dis- 
cussion on  the  conduct  and  policy  of  the 
Government,  in  the  general  course  of  their 
relations  with  the  Spanish  Government,  or 
with  reference  to  the  contest  itself.  He 
begged,  also,  most  entirely  to  disclaim  any 
feeling  of  partisanship  with  either  of  the 
contending  parties.  He  had  never  been  an 
adherent  of  Don  Carlos ;  he  had  no  personal 
83rmpathy  for  his  cause ;  indeed  he  had  very 
little  sympathy  for  either  party.  Neither 
did  he  complain  of,  or  make  any  objection 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Grovernment  in  having 
recognised  the  legitimacy  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen  of  Spain,  and  in  estab- 
lishing diplomatic  relations  and  relations  of 
friendship  with  the  power  in  possession  of 
the  Throne.  He  knew  very  well  that  a 
treaty  of  alliance  had  been  concluded  with 
the  Spanish  Government ;  and  though  he 
was  prepared  to  repeat  the  strong  condem* 
nation  which  he  had  before  expr^sed  of  the 
policy  of  that  treaty,  still  he  was  the  last 
man  to  recommend  that  any  engagement 
ratified  by  treaty,  and  to  which  the  good 
faith  of  his  Majesty  had  been  pledged, 
should  not  be  faithfully  and  rigidly  ad- 
hered to.  His  reason  for  taking  the  opinion 
ef  the  House  at  that  moment  was,  because 
he  thought  they  were  virtually  and  sub- 
stantially participating  in  a  cause,  and  in  a 
system  of  warfare,  which  had  been  disgraced 
by  atrocities  and  abominations  unheard  of 
in  the  history  of  any  civilised  country.  It 
was  remarkable  that  the  contest,  from  its 
very  commencement,  had  been  carried  on 
nnder  circumstances  of  peculiar  ferocity. 
Those  circumstances  had  accumulated  and 
increased.    An  attempt,  indeed,  had  been 


made-^i  wise  and  humane  atterapt-^by  the 
noble  Duke  near  him  (the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington) to  arrest  the  progress  of  these 
excesses,  by  changing  the  character  of  the  con.*  . 
test,  and  by  estaUishing  a  cartel  for  the  regu- 
lar exchange  of  prisoners.  In  that  attempt 
the  noble  Duke  fortunately  succeeded;  a 
convention  was  entered  into  in  pursuance 
of  it,  and  he  (the  Eari  of  Aberdeen)  enter, 
tained  sanguine  hopes,  that  it  would  lead 
to  the  most  humane  results.  Where  was 
that  convention  now  ?  Trodden  underfoot 
— scattered  to  the  winds— unacted  upon. 
He  grieved  to  say— he  wished  he  did  not 
feel  it  incumbent  on  him  to  say — that  the 
neglect  of  that  convention  was  but  too 
much  attributable  to  the  conduct  of  his 
Majesty's  Government.  He  would  not 
fatigue  or  disturb  their  Lordships  with  any 
recital  of  the  various  excesses  which  had 
been  committed  during  the  last  few  months. 
Unfortunately  they  were  too  notorious  to 
need  from  him  any  recital  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  their  Lordships  information* 
They  had  gone  on  increasing,  until  at 
last  they  appeared  to  have  arrived  at 
the  very  acme  of  ferocity.  He  would 
only  allude  to  an  event  which  their  Lord* 
ships  had  recently  seen  detailed  in  the 
public  papers,  and  it  was  indeed  the  im- 
mediate cause  of  his  venturing  to  intrude 
upon  them.  He  alluded  to  the  relation  of 
the  murder  of  an  unfortunate  woman,  the 
mother  of  a  partisan  of  one  of  the  contend- 
ing parties.  It  appeared  tliat  a  partisan  of 
Don  Carlos,  named  Cabrera  had  been  guilty 
of  various  excesses;  what  they  were,  he 
knew  not ;  if  they  had  been  detailed  among 
those  of  which  a  statement  had  been 
furnished  to  their  Lordships,  they  had 
escaped  his  notice ;  but  whatever  they  were, 
he  had  no  doubt  they  were  bad  enough. 
The  military  Commandant  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain — ^not  having  the  power  of  inflicting 
punishment  on  this  person— actually  ordered 
the  assassination  of  his  unfortunate  mother 
— a  poor  old  woman,  infirm,  and  helpless. 
The  individual  to  whom  the  order  for  her 
execution  was  addressed,  appeared  to  have  had 
some  touch  of  humanity  m  his  compostion. 
He  paused,  and  wrote  for  instructions  to 
the  Captain-general  of  the  province.  The 
instructions  arrived,  and  by  them  he  was 
ordered  to  put  the  miserable  woman  to 
death.  Now  he  did  not  know  that  he  bad 
ever  met  with  anything  quite  so  bad  as 
this.  He  doubled  whether,  in  the  wildest 
and  mon  horrible  excesses  of  the  French 
Revolution,  anything  quite  so  shocking 
ever  took  place ;  for  marie,  this  was  not  the 
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•ct  of  a  subordinate  savage  or  barbarian^  it 
was  no  act  of  sudden  and  blind  revenge 
committed  by  a  man  smarting  under  a 
recent  injury,  but  it  was  a  deliberate  and 
oold-Uooded  deed,  autborisod  by  tbo  higbest 
authority  in  the  country,  committed  after 
ample  time  had  been  allowed  for  full  de- 
liberation and  reflection,  and  yet  this  Cap* 
tain  of  the  province  was  received  with  little 
less  than  royal  honours  on  board  one  of  his 
Majesty's  ships.  The  colours  were  hoisted 
to  the  mast  head — the  yards  were  manned. 
The  man  was  received  in  the  very  sanctuary 
of  courage,  honour,  and  humanity,  with 
every  mark  of  respect,  who  ought  to  have 
been  met  with  an  involuntary  shudder  of 
loathing  and  detestation.  The  individual 
whose  mother  was  sacrificed,  resorted,  as 
might  bo  supposed,  to  what  was  called 
retaliation,  in  which  spirit  he  had,  it  ap- 
peared, already  put  to  death  four  ladies  who 
had  fallen  into  his  hands  ;  and  inasmuch  as 
the  Commandant  of  the  Queen  had  already 
issued  an  order,  by  which  he  threatened 
that  for  every  person  put  to  death,  who  had 
been  taken  in  arms,  he  would  murder  five 
innocent  victims,  the  savage  of  the  opposite 
party,  Tarrano,  had  declared,  that  for  every 
one  put  to  death  by  his  opponents,  he  would 
flkurder  twenty.  Enough,  however,  of 
these  atrocities.  He  wished  to  show  how 
this  country  participated,  and  in  what 
degree  our  character  was  interested  in  this 
matter.  A  treaty  existed  which  bound  us 
to  the  performance  of  various  duties  towards 
the  Spanish  Government — the  supply  of 
arms,  ammunition,  and  stores,  among  the 
number.  We  had  afforded  these  supplies 
with  no  niggard  hand.  He  believed  we 
bad  already  furnished  arms  for  a  much 
greater  number  of  troops  than  the  Queen 
had  under  her  command,  and  that  altogether 
no  less  than  400,000/.  worth  of  military 
stores  had  been  furnished  to  the  Spanish 
Government.  It  never  could  have  been 
intended  by  any  treaty,  by  any  engagement, 
or  by  any  possible  understanding,  that 
these  supplies  were  to  have  been  furnished 
for  any  other  purpose  than  carrying  on  a 
legitimate  warfare,  such  as  had  been  prac. 
tised  and  was  known  among  civilized 
nations.  Otherwise,  knowing  as  we  did, 
bow  these  arms  were  employed,  he  must 
mamtain  that,  in  furnishing  these  supplies, 
we  rendered  ourselves  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  tliose  who  used  them.  There 
was  another  circumstance  which  connected 
Englapd  with  this  contest.  A  numerous 
band  of  adventurers,  under  the  special  en. 
gagement  and  protection  of  the  King's  Go- 


vemmenti  and  by  means  of  the  suspension 
of  a  law,  suspended  expressly  for  that  pur- 
pose, had  engaged  themiselves  in  this  under- 
taking, and  entered  the  service  of  one  of 
the  contending  parties.  He  would  not 
affect  to  entertain  any  great  respect  for  the 
motives  of  a  very  large  portion  of  those  who 
were  so  employed.  He  must  believe  that  the 
spirit  of  adventure,  a  love  of  fighting,  or  the 
desire  of  food,  had  been  the  leading  motives 
of  by  far  the  greater  portion  of  them. 
But,  although  this  was  the  case,  humanity 
could  not  but  feel  for  the  sufferings  which 
these  men  endured  under  the  horrible 
system  of  warfare  which  was  carrying  on. 
What  sort  of  education  was  it,  too,  that 
these  men  were  receiving  in  the  art  of  war  ? 
Was  it  like  that  which  had  been  obtained 
by  those  who  had  been  engaged  in  foreign 
warfare,  or  was  this  a  system  which  must 
send  them  back  to  their  own  country,  should 
they  ever  reach  it  again,  brutalijzcd  to  a 
degree  which  no  other  war  could  have 
caused  ?  Peaceable  citizens  always  enter- 
tained a  natural  degree  of  jealousy  of  thoso 
who  were  accustomed  to  the  exercise  of 
arms,  and  inured  to  scenes  of  bloodshed. 
What  could  be  expected  from  these  men  ? 
Could  any  man  doubt  that  they  must  be 
subjects  for  apprehension?  He  did  not 
profess  to  be  more  strict  and  scrupulous 
than  other  people,  but  he  declared,  that  he 
did  entertain  very  great  doubts,  whether 
any  Government  ooiud  be  justified  in  sane-* 
tioning  the  part  which  these  men  had  taken 
in  the  Spanish  contest.  It  was  an  estab- 
lished maxim,  in  which  he  fully  concurred, 
that  no  war  was  justifiable  which  was  not 
cither  strictly  a  war  of  defence,  or  in  which 
the  interests  involved  were  not  of  such  a 
magnitude  as  fairly  to  give  it  a  defensive 
character.  What  were  the  interests  in- 
volved in  this  contest  which  should  induce 
the  Government  to  facilitate  the  enterprise 
of  these  persons.  Was  the  safety  of  the 
country  involved  in  the  Spanish  question  of 
succession?  Was  even  the  safety  or  the 
independence  of  Spain  itself  involved  ?  No 
such  thing.  Neither  of  these  considerations 
were  in  question.  There  was  absolutely 
nothing  in  connexion  with  the  subject 
which  could  at  all  justify  his  Majesty's  Go. 
vemment  in  suspending  the  law  and  taking 
the  part  they  did  in  such  an  atrocious  war. 
It  was  high  time  that  the  House  should 
know  what  endeavours  had  been  made  by 
his  Majesty's  Government  for  improving 
and  softening  the  character  of  that  unholy 
contest.  One  thing  was  quite  clear,  in 
connexion  with  any  steps  they  might  have 
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taken— ^whatever  had  been  done^  bad  been 
done  ineffectively,  and  without  any  avail, 
for  the  character  of  the  war  had  not  alone 
deteriorated,  but,  as  it  had  been  seen^  was 
growing  worse  and  worse  every  day.     It 
had  been  said,  that  the  Government  were 
justified  in  permitting  these  persons  to  take 
part  in  that  contest,  because  that  there  were 
some  circumstances  in  the  history  of  this 
country  which  presented  an  analogous  case. 
He,  in  the  first  place,  denied  the  analogy — 
denied  that   there  was  a  single  parallel 
instance    in    British    history;     and,     in 
the  second,  he  would  assert,  that  even  if 
there  was — even  if  a  precedent  existed^ 
which  there  did  not— it  would  be  a  prece- 
dent ''more  honoured  in  the  breach  than  in 
the  observance,"  as  it  was  one  quite  abhorrent 
to  our  modem  feelings  and  modem  policy. 
The  Government  could  not,  therefore,  be 
acquitted  on  any  ground  of  having  engaged 
itself  necdle&sly  in  that  contest,  and  having 
given  its  sanction  to  that  horrible  war.     He 
was  most  anxious  to  hear  what  the  noble 
Viscount  opposite  had  done  to  modify  the 
character  of  that   contest.      The    House 
would  credit  him,  he  believed,  when  he 
said,  that  it  was  at  once  in  the  power  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  and  the  Government,  to 
sive  another  character   altogether   to  it. 
Was  it  to  be  thought  of^  that,  considering 
the  position  which  the  noble  Viscount  stood 
in  with  regard  to  one  of  the  parties  at  least 
in  that  war,  it  was  not  in  liis  power  to 
change  the  atrocious  features  of  that  war- 
fare ?     If  the  noble  Viscount  chose  to  say, 
"  I  shall  revoke  the  Order  in  Council  which 
affords  you  supplies ;  his  Majesty  will  recal 
his  subjects  from  your  service ;  and  nothing 
shall  be  furnished  you  from  this  country, 
except  what  is  absolutely  necessary  to  com- 
ply with  the  conditions  of  the  Quadmple 
Treaty,   unless  you  at  once  change  your 
system  of  warfare,  carry  on  your  contest  in 
a  legitimate  manner,  and  fight  no  longer 
like   tigers  and  hyenas,  but  like  human 
beings  and  civilized  men" — if  the  noble 
Viscount  had  made  that  declaration  of  his 
intentions,  would  it  have  no  effect  ?     It  was 
idle  to  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the  Span- 
ish Oovemment  would  hesitate  a  minute 
in  acceding  to  his  wishes.     But  if  such  a 
supposition  were  within   the  compass   of  | 
possibility,  and  that  the  noble  Viscount  did 
not  find  it  in  his  power  to  deal  with  such 
barbarity  as  he  could  desire,  he  had  only 
to  come  out  from  among  them — to  dis- 
solve all  connexion  with  them  whatever. 
Nothing  could  justify  a  continuance  of  our 
connexion  with  such  barbarians;  and  after 


what  had  occurred,  if  the  noble  Viscount 
did  not  immediately  and  effectively  inter- 
pose,  or  if,  having  done  so  without  effect^ 
he  remained  a  party  to  the  contest,  it  would 
be  a  disgrace  to  this  country  and  to  his 
Majesty's  Government.     If  the  noble  Vis- 
count should  take  upon  him  to  interfere, 
he  most  sincerely  wished  that  his  inter- 
ference would  be  successful ;  but,  whatever 
might  be  the  result  of  it,  the  noble  Vis- 
count should  be  prepared  to  declare  ex- 
plicitly to  the  Spanish  Government  what 
would  be  the  inevitable  and  speedy  conse- 
quences to  it  should  that  system  of  bar- 
barous warfare  be  any  longer  persevered  in. 
If  the  noble  Viscount  did  that,  his  object 
would  be  soon  attained ;  if  he  neglected  it, 
he  would  find  himself  as  far  as  ever  from  its 
attainment.     He  begged  to  move,  **  That 
an   humble  Address  be  presented   to  his 
Majesty,  for  Copies  or  Extracts  of  the  Cor. 
respondcnce  with  his  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Madrid,   showing  the  endeavours  of   his 
Majesty's  Government  to  mitigate  the  san- 
guinary character  of  the  warfare  in  tlie 
Northern  provinces  of  Spain^  and  the  re* 
monstrances  addressed  to  the  Government 
of  her  Catholic  Majesty  for  that  purpose." 
Viscount  Melbourne  entirely  concurred 
in  all  the  sentiments  expressed  by  his  noble 
Friend  with  reference  to  the  character  of 
the  contest  in  Spain.  In  all  the  reprobation 
expressed  of  these  acts  of  atrocity,  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  so  forcibly  described, 
he  entirely  participated;    and  he  begged 
their  Lordships  not  to  construe  any  of  the 
observations  he  should  have  to  address  to 
the  House,  and  not  for  one  moment  to 
suppose  that  any  expression  which  might, 
by  possibility,  drop  from  him,  could  be  in- 
tended in  any  degree  either  to  palliate  or 
excuse  the  guilt  of  those  acts,  or  to  dimi« 
nish  the    horror  with   which  they  must 
be  viewed.     We  were  all  somewhat  apt  to 
exaggerate  when  our  feelings  were  excited. 
His  noble  Friend,  he  feared,  took  somewhat 
too  favourable  a  view  of  the  records   of 
human    nature,   and    the  proceedings  of 
nations,  when  he  said  the  acts  committed  in 
Spain  since  the  beginning  of  the  contest, 
were  never  before  paralleled  in  the  history 
of  mankind.     He  would  observe,  that  he 
believed  war  had  never  been  carried  on 
in  Spain  in  a  very  civilised  manner ;  and  he 
would  add,  that  those  which   were  con- 
sidered as  the  brightest  and  fairest  pages  of 
our  own  history,  were  but  too  often  tar- 
nished with  wanton  bloodshed  and  unne- 
cessary slaughter.   Even  that  war  in  which 
the  noble   Duke  opposite  bore  so  distin- 
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guished  and  so  illustrious  a  part>  was  marked 
in  its  commencement  by  the  most  violent 
excesses ;  and  it  was  disgraced,  as  he  had 
alwajsheard,  during  its  progress,  by  the  most 
sanguinary  and  ferocious  cruelty.  He  would 
say  no  more  upon  this  point,  lest  he  should 
be  considered  as  doing  that,  than  which 
nothing  was  farther  from  his  intention,  en- 
deavouring to  alleviate  the  feelings  of  just 
horror  and  indignation  which  the  atrocities 
committed  in  the  Peninsula  necessarily  ex- 
cited. His  noble  Friend  had  commenced 
his  speech  by  stating  that  he  would  not  re- 
vert to  the  past^  that  he  would  not  consider 
the  general  policy  of  the  Government,  that 
he  did  not  condemn  the  recognition  of  the 
Queen  of  Spain,  and  that  he  would  not 
then  consider  the  policy  of  the  Quadruple 
Treaty.  He  thought  his  noble  Friend  had 
somewhat  departed  from  this  course  in  the 
very  severe  censure  he  passed  on  the  Order 
in  Council  by  which  the  Foreign  Enlists 
ment  Act  was  suspended,  which  had  now 
been  in  operation  a  whole  year,  and  with 
respect  to  which  the  noble  Lord,  though  he 
had  at  times  expressed  his  disapprobation  of 
it,  had  never  yet  brought  forward  a  motion 
in  order  openly  (o  condemn,  and,  by  means 
of  that  House,  forcibly  to  arrest  the  policy 
of  the  Government.  This  was  not  fair  to 
the  Government — it  was  laying  a  snare  to 
entangle  it.  It  was  not  fair  to  the  Go. 
vemment,  it  was  not  fair  to  the  Crown,  it 
was  not  fair  to  the  country,  not  to  object  to 
a  particular  policy  when  it  was  first  adopted, 
and  afterwards  to  come  forward  and  con- 
demn it  with  severity,  as  the  noble  Earl 
had  done,  without  submitting  any  formal 
motion  to  their  Lordships  on  the  subject. 
He  would  say  that  the  most  erroneous  line 
of  policy  was  better,  if  it  were  firmly,  re- 
gularly, and  consistently  pursued,  than  the 
best,  if  it  were  subject  to  fluctuation  and 
change  ;  and  he  said  it  was  not  giving  the 
country  fair  play  to  wait  till  a  system  might 
be  supposed  to  have  failed,  and  then  to 
come  forward  and  condemn  it.  It  was 
a  part  of  the  proceedings  of  vulgar  minds, 
which  he  did  not  expect  would  l^  imitated, 
in  the  most  remote  degree,  by  his  noble 
Friend,  to  condemn  a  policy  founded  on 
the  most  approved  principles,  for  the  in- 
cidental misfortunes  which  sometimes  ac- 
companied, but  was  not  caused  by  it.  His 
noble  Friend  had  also  said,  that  an  attempt, 
to  which  he  was  at  all  times  ready  to  give 
all  due  credit,  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
Duke  to  put  an  end  to  this  system  of 
cruelty  in  Spain;  and  his  noble  Friend 
ywintainwli  that  ip  conse^ueuce  of  the 


conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  that 
convention  had  failed  of  its  object,  and 
been  trodden  under  foot.  Now  he 'begged 
to  tell  the  noble  Lord  that  he  could  assure 
him  the  convention  had  not  failed ;  that  he 
understood  that  several  exchanges  of  pri- 
soners had  been  effected  under  it,  and  that 
it  still  continued  to  be  acted  on.  All  the 
atrocities  that  had  been  stated  to  have  been 
committed  had  not  taken  place  in  the 
theatre  of  warfare;  they  had  almost  all 
occurred  in  Catalonia;  and  though  un- 
doubtedly there  had  been  some  atrocities 
committ^  between  the  conflicting  armies, 
the  scene  of  war  had  not  been  disgraced  by 
anything  like  the  extent  of  the  barbarity 
which  his  noble  Friend  supposed  to  have 
disfigured  it.  That  convention,  therefore, 
had  not  failed;  on  the  contrary,  it  had 
been-  productive  of  great  good,  and  the 
Ministers  could  not  be  censured  for  a  failure 
when,. in  truth,  none  had  occurred.  By 
the  operation  of  the  Treaty  many  lives  had 
been  spared.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  had 
stated,  very  correctly,  the  facts  of  the  case 
of  Cabrera*s  mother — facts  which  had  at- 
tracted the  attention  and  exhibited  the 
feeling  of  their  Lordships  in  common  with 
all  mankind,  and  which  the  noble  Earl 
allowed  to  be  the  immediate  cause  of  his 
motion.  The  noble  Earl  had  stated,  that 
Nogueras  had  directed  the  Governor  of  the 
city  of  Tolosa  to  seize  the  mother  of 
Cabrera,  who  resided  in  that  city.  The 
Governor  at  first  refused  to  obey  the  order ; 
but  reference  was  made  to  Mina,  who 
directed  it  to  be  carried  into  execution,  and 
the  unfortunate  lady  was  shot.  Cabrera,  as 
soon  as  he  heard  of  the  death  of  his  mother, 
directed  four  wives  of  officers  serving  in  the 
Queen's  army,  and  thirty  others,  to  be 
shot.  The  moment  this  news  was  received, 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Palmerston)  wrote 
to  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain,  expressing  the  utmost  indignation, 
and  demanding  the  most  prompt  inquiry 
and  satisfaction.  Mr.  Villiers,  the  English 
Ambassador  at  Madrid,  did  not  wait  to 
receive  any  instruction  from  his  Govern- 
ment, but  he  at  once  waited  upon  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  demanded  satisfaction 
for  these  horrible  atrocities.  Nogueras,  it 
had  been  ascertained,  had  since  been  de- 
prived of  his  command,  and  an  inquiry  in. 
stituted  into  the  whole  of  his  conduct. 
Some  observations  had  been  made  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Captain-General  Mina 
was  received  on  board  one  of  his  Majesty's 
ships.  He  (Viscount  Melbourne)  thought 
that  the  hoaours  he  receive  were  merely 
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paid  to  the  office  he  held ;   and   it   was 
hardly  to  be  expected  that  the  officers  of 
a  ship  were  bound  to  consider  the  character 
and  reputation  of  the  man  who  was  about 
to  come  on  board  their  ship.     His  noble 
Friend  condemned  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  permitting  British  subjects  to 
volunteer  into  the  service  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain.      This  policy   he  (Viscount   Mel- 
bourne) was  most  decidedly  prepared  to 
support.     It  was  unfortunate  that  there 
should  be  wars  at  all ;  but  war  was  some- 
times, unfortunately,  necessary ;  and  if  wars 
were  being  waged  in  other  parts  of  the 
world,  no  obstacle,  he  conceived,  should  be 
thrown  in  the  way  of  those  who   were 
desirous  of  engaging  in  war,  and  who  were 
desirous  of  learning  that  which  was  merely 
a  practical  art.     What  education,  he  would 
ask,  did  soldiers  generally  receive?     War 
was  a  hard  and  cruel  mistress,  and  those 
who  were  subject  to  her  sway  naturally 
partook  of  her  character  and  disposition. 
Now,  these  men  would  only  receive  the 
education  that  all  soldiers  received,  or  at 
least  would  receive  under  similar  circum- 
stances ;  and  as  to  the  apprehension  enter- 
tained against  their  return  into  the  bosom 
of  the  community,   he  conceived  that  to 
be  utterly  fanciful  and  visionary.      He  did 
not  intend  to  say  much  more  on  this  subject. 
It  might  very  well  be  supposed  from  the 
character  of  soldiers,  and  the  acts  to  which 
they  were  accustomed,  that  their  previous 
habits  were  not  likely  to  render  them  very 
peaceful  members  of  the  community  ;  but 
in  practice  this  was  not  found  to  be  the 
case:  for  experience  proved,  that  soldiers 
could  return  to  the  habits  of  civil  life  just  as 
readily  w  those  who  had  never  been  en* 
gaged  in  warfare.     In  saying  all  this,  he 
begged  that  it  would  not  be  supposed  that 
he  did  not  most  deeply  feel  the  atrocities  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  referred.     But, 
unlef»  they  were  disposed  to  give  up  all  for 
which  they  had  been  contending,   unless 
they  made  an  entire  change  in  their  policy, 
unless  they  were  ready  to  sacrifice  all  the 
interests  which  they  were  desirous  to  main- 
tain, unless  they  were  prepared  to  throw  up 
the  cause  of  the  whole  of  the  western  part 
of  Europe,  because  of  the  partial  horrors 
and  atrocities  which  had  been  committed, 
what  practical    step  could  be  taken  ?     He 
again,  however,  begged  most  distinctly  to 
be  understood,  that  although  he  could  not 
cmtent  to  go  that  length,  he  was  not  the 
less  anxious  to  express  the  deepest  horror 
and  detestation  at  what  had  occurred.    He 
ftud  doo9  ev^rjrthitig  that  he  could  do  on  tho 


subject.    He  had  no  objection,  thefefbre,  to 
accede  to  the  production  of  the  papers  for 
which  the  noble  Burl  had  moved.     SUll, 
however,  he  was  apprehensive  that  those 
papers  would  not  exhibit  the  case,  and  the 
circumstances  attending  it,  so  fully  as  it 
might  be  desirable  to  exhibit  it.     He  could 
assure  their  Lordships,  however,  that  no 
opportunity  would  be  lost,   on  the  part 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  of  endeavour* 
ing  to  prevent  the  repetition  of  such  oc- 
currences.    Their  minds  would  never  be 
withdrawn  from  tliat  consideration.     But 
however  deficient  the  papers  moved  for  by 
the  noble  Earl  might  be  in  furnishing  all 
the  information  requisite  on  the  subject;  he 
begged  it  might  be  understood,  that  the 
original  blame  of  the  transactions  in  ques. 
tion  did  not  appear  to  rest  especially  on  the 
Queen's  Government.      It  was,  perhape, 
difficult  to  determine,  whether  it  belonged 
to  the  one  side  more  than  to  the  other.  But 
as  far  as  he  could  judge,  these  atrocities 
were  commenced  by  parties  in  the  interest 
of  Don  Carlos.    The  massacre  at»  Barcelona 
seemed  to  have  been  provoked  by  acts  of 
the  other  party  of  the  most  horrid  nature. 
The  matter,  however,  was  merely  one  of 
report,  so  that  he  did  not  like  to  enter  into 
any  detailed  statement  respecting  it.     AU 
that  he  wished  was  to  protest  against  the 
peculiar  blame  being  attached  either  to  the 
Government  or  to  the  partisans   of   the 
Queen.     They  were  all  agreed  in  the  pn>- 
priety  of  maintaining  the  rights,  the  free- 
dom, and  the  independence  of  the  people  of 
Spain ;  but  while  he  stated  that,  he  also 
be^cd  to  say,  that  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
concurring  in  his  reprobation  of  the  horrors 
which  had  disgraced  that  part  of  the  world. 
The  Duke  of  fVellinglon  said,  my  Lords, 
I  am  one  of  those  who  have  invariably  ob- 
jected to  these  subjects  being  brought  under 
discussion  in  this  House.     1  refrained  my- 
self from  proceeding  upon  a  notice  which  I 
gave  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  on 
the  subject  of  this  very  contest.     I  alao 
prevailed  upon  my  noble  Friend  to  refrain 
from  discussing  the  question ;  and  I  can  cer- 
tainly say,  that  I  have  discouraged,  as  mudi 
as  lies  in  my  power,  all  discusuon  on  this 
subject  in  the  course  of  the  present  SesaioD. 
My  Lords,  I  little  expected  that  my  noUe 
Friend  and  myself  should  have  been  re- 
proached for  having  refrained  from  hringiiig 
forward  the  subject ;  that  we  should  be  told 
that  we  have  been  almost  guilty  of  an 
offence  in  having  refrained  from  bringing 
the  subject  under  discussion  in  this  Houae. 

My  Lofd^  I  will  tell  your  Loriihi{ia  feidgr 
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why  we  refrained.  First  of  all^  T  will  say 
I  fully  acquit  the  noble  Lords  of  any  inten- 
tion whatever  to  give  any  encouragement 
to  these  atrocities*  I  believe  that  they  dis- 
like them  as  much  as  we  do,  and  that  they 
are  as  much  astonished  at  them  as  we  are. 
On  this  ground,  therefore,  I  say  I  should 
have  continued  to  refrain  from  this  discus* 
sion  were  it  not  for  the  atrocious  acts 
brought  forward  by  my  noble  Friend  on  this 
occasion,  and  which  alone  induces  me  now 
to  present  myself  to  the  attention  of  the 
House.  The  other  reason  which  induced 
me  to  refrain  from  the  discussion,  was  on 
account  of  the  position  of  public  afiairs  in 
general.  It  was  likewise  on  account  of  the 
want  of  public  feeling  on  this  subject,  and 
likewise  because  I  did  not  wish  to  have  it 
believed  abroad  that  there  was  in  this 
country  any  difference  of  opinion  between 
the  two  sides  of  the  House  in  respect  to  our 
detestation  of  the  manner  of  carrying  on 
the  war.  My  Lords,  for  all  these  reasons, 
I  pressed  upon  the  House  last  Session  the 
necessity  nf  not  proceeding  with  a  discus- 
sion which  had  been  commenced.  I  have 
since  requested  my  noble  Friend  not  to 
bring  forward  the  subject,  and  most  un. 
doubtedly  J  should  liave  prevailed  with  my 
noble  Friend  not  to  give  notice  of  this  mo. 
tion,had  it  not  been  to  bring  these  acts  under 
the  attention  of  the  House.  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Lord  accuses  us  of  having  refrained 
heretofore  from  bringing  forward  these  mat- 
ters, and  of  having  brought  them  forward 
now  as  a  charge  against  the  noble  Lord,  we 
having  omittcNl  to  do  so  when  we  had  the 
opportunity  on  a  former  occasion.  Begging 
the  noble  Lord's  pardon,  I  cannot  accuse 
mysdf  of  any  offence  in  having  omitted  to 
state  my  opinion  on  that  occasion.  The 
noble  Lord,  and  nobody  else,  is  responsible 
for  his  own  acts ;  and  I  for  one  will  not 
relieve  him  from  the  responsibility  which  his 
acts  cast  upon  him,  by  calling  upon  Parlia- 
ment to  deliver  an  opinion  upon  those  acts, 
until  the  pfoper  time  comes  for  taking  them 
into  oonsideratioD.  My  Lords,  I  say  I  en- 
tirely acquit  the  noble  Lord  of  any  intention 
te  give  any  encouragement— and  peihaps 
.this  phrase  is  not  sufficiently  strong — I  say 
I  acquit  the  noble  Lord  of  any  intention  to 
do  otherwise  than  to  state,  in  the  stnmgest 
manner,  his  disapprobation  of  these  acts  ; 
hut  I  most  flay,  the  noble  Lord  has  placed 
himself  and  his  XTOvemment  in  a  very  awk- 
ward pontion,  if  he  fupposes  that,  when  he 
sent  out  to  Spain  this  body  of  British  troops, 
'  he  ooBoeived  it  was  at  sJl  poniUe  to  do  so 
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only  concluded  a  short  time  before  those 
troops  went  out.  My  Lords,  the  very  cir- 
cumstance of  sending  out  a  body  of  troops 
the  noble  Lord  must  know  could  not  do 
otherwise  than  deprive  us  for  ever  of  all 
power  and  influence  at  the  councils  of  that 
Prince,  with  whom  wo  took  such* 
pains  to  prevail  upon  him  to  adopt  the 
convention.  One  ot  the  immediate  results 
of  sending  out  those  troops  was,  that  the 
cartel  could  not  be  carried  into  effect 
These  troops  were  positively  not  included 
in  the  cartel  when  they  arrived  out ;  and 
if  this  Prince  had  admitted  them  into  the 
eartel,  he  would  have  made  a  x^oncession  for 
the  purpose  of  extending  to  them  the 
humane  provisions  of  the  convention.  But, 
my  Lords,  those  troops  did  not  belong  to 
thie  army  at  the  period  of  the  signing  of  the 
convention ;  and  thcreforo,  I  say,  when  the 
noble  Lord  sent  this  body  of  troops  to  that 
countiy,  he  did  so  at  the  risk  of  not  having 
the  cartel  extended  to  them,  more  particu- 
larly when  it  is  considered  that  no  measures 
were  taken  to  ensure  that  end.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  say  the  most  serious  feature  in 
the  case  is,  that  by  sending  a  body  of  troops 
to  Spain,  his  Majesty  was  made  a  party  to 
this  war ;  and  that,  by  that  act,  we  lost  all 
influence  with  the  councils  of  Don  Carlos, 
either  for  the  purpose  of  humanising  the 
character  of  the  war,  or  for  any  other  pur« 
pose  for  which  it  might  be  necessary  for  us 
to  resort  to  them.  This,  my  Lords,  I  say, 
is  the  most  important  part  of  the  case,  and 
the  part  to  which  the  noble  Viscount  gives 
no  answer.  The  next  point  now  is,  with 
respect  to  the  manner  in  which  this  war  is 
carried  on.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  shall  admit 
that  it  might  be  necessary  to  carry  on  the 
war,  notwithstanding  that  it  is  carried  on 
in  an  inhuman  manner,  and  I  must  admit 
that  I  was  a  party  to  sending  out  arms  and 
munitions  of  war  to  this  very  country  pre- 
vious to  the  conclusion  of  the  cartel.  My 
Lords,  I  was  a  party  to  this ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  sends  out  this  body  of  men — ^for  what 
purpose?  Is  it,  my  Lords,  to  aid  in  the 
operations  of  the  war  ?  Why,  let  me  ask, 
have  they  been  of  any  use  in  the  operations 
of  the  war?  Have  they  done  any  one 
thing  since  they  have  been  out?  Have  they 
been  of  any  use  to  any  party  whatever? 
No,  my  Lords.  What  they  have  done  is 
this :  they  have  deprived  the  British  Go- 
vernment of  the  respect  it  had  acquired  pre- 
viously, and  of  the  influence  it  might  have 
exercised  over  the  councils  of  the  two  beUi- 
gerent  parties.  My  Lords,  this  has  been 
th^  Stale  of  naltecs  siase  ihe  arrival  of 
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these  troops ;  and  bow  could  it  have  i 
been  otherwise  ?  It  must  have  so  happened.  | 
My  LordS)  your  Lordships  may  be  certain 
that  the  very  moment  this  corps  arrived^  at 
that  instant  the  neutral  character  of  his 
Majesty  was  lost^  and  from  that  instant  he 
was  deprived  of  that  influence  which  could 
otherwise  have  been  so  beneficially  em- 
ployed. My  Lords^  I  have  considered  it 
my  duty  to  protest  against  any  liability  or 
blame  attaching  to  any  party  with  respect 
to  the  twenty-seven  Garlist  prisoners,  who 
were  certainly  taken  under  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances. At  the  same  time  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that>  under  the  law  of  nations, 
the  Queen  of  Spain  had  a  right  to  take 
these  persons  out  of  the  ship.  Therefore, 
laying  aside  all  other  considerations,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  but  that  those  prisoners 
were  legally  in  the  possession  of  the  Queen. 
My  Lords,  I  know  it  has  been  said  that  the 
cartel  ought  to  have  been  extended  to 
themi  and  that  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
have  forced  this  on  the  consideration  of  the 
Queen's  Government.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
must  beg  to  remind  those  who  use  this  ar* 
gument,  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  cartel  did 
not  extend  to  these  prisoners.  Under  the 
articles  of  the  cartel  they  were  not  indu* 
ded,  as  that  instrument  only  extended  to 
the  armies  engaged  in  the  three  provinces, 
or  in  tlic  kingdom  of  Navarre.  It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  if  Don  Carlos's  General  had 
thought  it  expedient,  the  cartel  might  have 
been  extended,  and  the  Queen's  officers 
would  then  have  to  answer,  yes  or  no. 
But  that  was  not  done,  and  therefore  they 
were  not  included  in  the  articles  of  the 
cartel.  My  Lords,  all  that  I  can  say  in 
addition  on  this  subject  is,  that  these  per- 
sons ought  to  be  fairly  tried,  and  dealt  with 
according  to  the  law  of  the  country ;  but  as 
to  bringing  them  under  the  cartel,  that  is 
impossible.  My  Lords,  I  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  say  thus  much  on  this  part  of 
the  subject  In  respect  to  the  others,  my 
firm  conviction  is,  that  as  long  as  the  noble 
Lord  perseveres  in  keeping  this  body  of 
troops  in  Spain,  he  will  not  only  make  no 
progress  towards  putting  an  end  to  the  war, 
but  that  he  and  his  Government  will  lose 
all  the  influence  which  we  should  otherwise 
possess  in  preventing  these  atrocities,  and 
he  will  find  that,  day  by  day,  matters  will 
become  worse  in  that  country. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  said,  that 
considering  the  part  he  had  taken  upon  a  for- 
mer occasion  when  this  subject  was  before 
the  House,  he  felt  now  called  upon  to  say, 

that  he  felt  pmisel/  with  the  noble  Earl 


who  had  to  ni^t  made  so  proper  an  appeid 
to  their  Lordships'  feelings  as  men  and 
Christians.  They  wcse  the  sentiments 
which  he  had  advocated  ever  since  August 
last,  when  he  brou^t  their  case  under  the 
notice  of  their  Lor£ihips.  He  differed,  but 
with  great  regret,  and  greater  diffidence^ 
from  the  noble  Duke  as  to  the  legality  of 
the  capture  of  the  twenty-seven  unfortunate 
men ;  but  he  was  enabled,  at  least,  to  re« 
fiect  with  pleasure  on  the  probability  that 
the  inquiry  which  he  had  bcMm  the  means  of 
instituting,  would  end  in  these  unfortunate 
persons  being  set  at  liberty. 
Motion  agreed  to. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  March  18,  1836. 

MnrarcB.]  BilL  Read  a  leoond  time.  On  ttielfaClanof 
the  LoBO  Adtocats  :— Bastardi*  Tenements ;  Inatruments 
of  Sasjne  (Scotland) ;  Commissary  Court  Edinburgh.— 
On  the  MoCi<m  of  the  ATTOiiirBY-GxifKJUL:--Re^tni* 
tiooof  Votaia. 

Macclbsfield  Court  for  Sma^^lDbbts] 

Lord  Sianlejf  said,  that  he  would  move 
that  this  Bill  do  iiass,  without  saying  a 
single  word  that  might  tend  to  revive  the 
excitement  which  prevailed  on  the  subject 
of  this  private  Bill  yesterday  evening,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  then  opposed  it  would  be  now  satisfied, 
having  the  printed  copies  of  the  Bill  in 
their  hands,  and  that  no  further  opposition 
would  be  offered  to  its  passing. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  havine  been  one 
of  those  who  had  opposed  the  Bill,  he  beg* 
ged  to  say  a  few  words.  He  had  objected 
to  it  because  it  went  to  continue  the  prin- 
ciple of  imprisonment  for  debt,  a  principle 
which  that  House  and  the  Government 
had  already  condemned,  and  because  it  es- 
tablished a  law  in  England  that  did  not 
exist  in  Scotland.  He  objected  to  the  Bill, 
he  repeated,  because  he  regarded  it  as  a 
violation  of  a  principle  over  and  over  again 
asserted  by  that  House  \  yet,  seeing  that  in 
the  situation  in  which  the  Bill  was,  it  was 
impossible  to  take  any  further  step  with 
regard  to  it,  except  either  to  reject  or  pass 
it,  and  seeing  that  it  contained  the  obieo* 
tionable  principle  of  imprisonment  for  debt 
to  the  least  extent  potisible,  he  (Mr. 
Hume),  while  he  protested  against  that 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  against  being  compniu 
mised  by  it,  was  not  disposed,  after  what 
had  taken  place,  to  offer  any  further  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure. 

Mr.  Aglionby  concurred  in  the  view  of 
the  subject  taken  by  the  hon.  Membn:  fat 
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and  would  not  oppose  the  pre- 
sent motion. 

Mr*  Harvey  conld  not  but  feel  gurprued, 
when  he  compared  the  fierce  resistance 
which  had  been  made  to  this  motion  last 
niffht  widi  the  very  tame  and  insipid  ac- 
quiescence in  it  to  night.  If  he  did  not 
know  what  a  sdncere  fnend  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  was  to  the  revision  of 
the  Pension  List,  he  should  have  supposed 
diat  he  had  received  a  hint— *not  irom  the 
Treasury  Bench,  for  the  Members  there 
must  of  course  be  friendly  to  his  motion- 
but  from  the  other  ode  of  the  House,  to 
devise  some  stratagem  or  other  by  which 
his  motion  might  be  defeated.  Knowing 
this,  he  should  have  thought,  that  instead 
of  his  hon.  Friend's  concurring  in  the  mo. 
tion  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  would  have 
found  ample  justification  for  the  course  he 
had  puisued  in  the  Bill.  True  it  was, 
such  was  the  confusion  of  propositions  last 
night,  that  he  apprehended  that  those  who 
made  them  were  the  most  perplexed  by 
them.  Fo»  his  own  part,  he  would  say, 
that  to  imprison  a  man,  not  because  he  had 
property,  but  because  he  had  none,  was  a 
monstrous  proposition ;  and  if  no  other  per- 
son in  the  House  stood  up  against  it,  he 
Wt^uld.  He  complained  that  private  Bills 
were  thought  beneath  a  Member's  attention, 
Mid  no  one  would  be  heard  upon  them  for 
a  moment,  unless  it  was  some  great  club 
day,  when  some  party  question  was  expected 
to  come  on. 

The  House  divided  on   the  motion; 
Ayes  SOS ;  Noes  66;  Majority  137* 

Bill  passed. 

BuatNSss  OP  THE  House.]  Sir  Rchert 
Feel  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
(Lord  John  Russell)  what  course  he  pro- 
posed to  pursue  with  reference  to  the  busi- 
ness on  the  paper,  which  had  been  dropped 
in  consequence  of  what  had  taken  place  on 
Wednesday  and  last  night  ? 
-  Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  owing  to 
there  being  no  House  made  on  Wednesday, 
the  Committee  of  Supply  did  not  stand  in 
the  orders  of  to^y.  He,  however,  pro- 
posed to  go  into  it,  and  with  that  view 
should  move  that  the  dropped  orders  be 
now  read. 

Sir  Robert  Pee/ remarked,  that  no  notice 
had  been  given  of  a  Committee  of  Supply 
to-ni^t,  though  it  was  true  that  Mondays 
and  r  i^days  were  ordinary  supply  nights, 
and  though  there  appeared  in  the  votes  of 
moving  the  navy  estimates  in  the  Committee 
of  Supply,  yet  of  that  Committee  the  oxders 


contained  no  notice.  He  thought  a  bad 
precedent  would  be  established,  ii,  without 
previous  notice,  the  House  proceeded  to 
vote  away  the  public  money. 

Lord  John  Kussell  observed,  that  he  re« 
membered  several  instances,  in  which  a 
similar  course  to  that  he  proposed  had  been 
pursued.  It  was  the  established  custom  to 
fix  supply  nights  for  Mondays  and  Fridays, 
though,  in  consequence  of  the  House  not 
meeting  on  Wednesday,  the  order  for  a 
Committee  of  Supply  on  that  day  could 
not  be  postponed  until  to-night.  Though 
the  navy  estimates  were  on  the  notice-paper 
he  did  not  propose  now  to  take  a  vote  in 
respect  to  them,  but  would  at  present  con- 
tent himself  with  moving  that  the  dropped 
orders  of  Wednesday  be  now  read,  in  <nder 
to  their  being  disposed  of,  and  to  enable 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Strat- 
ford Canning)  to  bring  forward  the  subject 
of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  no  wish  to  obstruct 
the  progress  of  the  public  business,  but  he 
must  dissent  from  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  in  several  instances  the 
same  course  as  that  now  proposed  had  been 
followed.  His  (Sir  R.  Peel's)  recollection 
was,  it  was  only  by  universal  consent  that 
dropped  orders  took  precedence,  and  that 
never  had  such  a  course  been  followed  in 
respect  to  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  Harvey  remarked,  that  there  seemed 
a  very  considerable  confusion  as  to  the 
state  of  public  business.  This  was  to  be 
attributed  to  the  unprecedented  course  of 
proceeding  pursued  last  night,  and  on  the 
previous  evening.  He  did  not  wish  to  im- 
pede the  public  business  under  the  guidance 
of  the  Government :  he  never  had  done  so, 
and  it  was  only  fair  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  led  the  business  of  the  House  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  should  afford  him 
every  facility  in  bringing  forward  the  im- 
portant subject,  so  interesting  to  the  public, 
into  which  he  (Mr.  Harvey)  was  last  night 
prepared  to  have  gone.  He  would,  how« 
ever,  now  stale,  that  unless  the  noble  Lord 
would  assure  him  of  some  assistance  in 
this  respect,  he  would  bring  forward  his 
motion  with  respect  to  the  Pension  List 
on  the  reading  of  any  Order  of  the  Day  on 
Monday  next,  whether  that  order  might 
relate  to  tithes,  the  church,  or  any  other 
subject.  At  the  same  time,  he  wished  it 
to  be  understood  that  this  course  was  forced 
upon  him,  and  that  he  had  no  desire  to 
pursue  it.  He,  therefore,  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  to  accede  to  him  some  day^ 
either  before  or  after  Easteri  for  the  dii^ 
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GUision  of  the  subject  to  which  he  re« 
jferred. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  it  was  not  his 
fault  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice  for« 
ward  last  night;  on  the  contrary,  he  had 
expected  the  motion  to  come  on>  and  had 
been  prepared  to  meet  it.  The  motion  had 
been  prevented  being  brought  forward  only 
in  consequence  of  the  discussion  arising 
on  a  private  Bill,  and  the  motion  thereupon 
for  an  adjournment  of  the  House,  made, 
he  believed,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath. 
He  thought,  therefore,  the  hon.  Mem- 
bcr  for  Southwark  had  no  ri^ht  to  insinuate 
that  his  course  had  been  impeded  by  his 
Majesty's  Goyemment.  There  were  only 
Mondays  and  Fridays  in  eacU  week  on 
which  Committees  cf  Supply  were  fixed,  or 
the  Bills  of  the  Government  took  precc« 
dence,  and  it  was  too  much  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  now  interpose  on  one  of 
those  evenings,  with  a  matters  though  he 
admitted  it  to  be  of  importance,  but  not  of 
a  pressing  nature.  If  the  hon.  Member 
should  persist  in  bringing  it  forward  on 
Monday,  when  he,  Lord  John  Russell 
should  move  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
further  proceeding  of  the  Tithe  Bill,  he 
could  not  prevent  the  hon.  Member  doing 
so,  though  he  must  say  that  the  discussion 
of  the  siu)ject  at  that  period  of  the  Session 
would  be  most  unnecessarily  and  vexatiously 
interposed.  He  did  not  deny  the  impor- 
tance of  the  questiont  but  he  would  not 
bind  himself  to  its  interference  with  that 
of  the  settlement  of  the  question  of  Tithes 
in  England.  He  would,  however,  in  the 
course  of  the  evening,  communicate  to  the 
hon.  Member  some  day  after  Easter,  when 
he  should  be  ready  to  meet  liim  on  that 
question,  and  to  discuss  it  fairly* 

Subject  dropped. 

OccuPATZOK  OF  Cracjow.]  The  drop- 
ped  Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into  a 
Committee  of  Supply  having  been  moved, 

Sir  Siratford  Canning  rose,  pursuant  to 
notice,  to  oill  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  late  events  at  Cracow.  It  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that,  about  a 
fortnight  since,  he  had  put  a  question  to  the 
noUe  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  De- 

Ertment  on  the  subject  of  a  rumour  which 
d  then,  for  the  first  time,  wane  abroad,  of 
the  military  occupation  of  Cracow  by  the 
oomldned  forces  of  Austria,  Russia,  and 
Prussia.  That  which  was  then  a  rumour 
jud  nee  takta  th«  shape  of  jioKmoui  md 


unquestionaUe  fact,  founded  upon  docu- 
ments which  had  appeared  in  the  public 
prints,  as  to  the  authenticity  of  which  there 
was,  he  believed,  no  question.    Aware  as 
he  (Sir   S.  Canning)  was  of  the  great 
interest  taken  by  many  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
this  subject,  he  could  not  but  regret  the 
time  which  had  necessarily  elapsed  before 
he  had  found  himself  abl^  on  the  present 
occasion,   to    follow    up    the    inquiry  he 
had  then  made;  yet  at  the  same  time  he 
was  sensible  that  the  delay  had  been  at- 
tended by  a  counterbalancing  advantage, 
for  the  noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  AfiaiiiB 
had,  in  the  interval,  had  an  opportunity  of 
receiving  communications  from  his  Migesty's 
representatives  abroad,  of  communicating 
with  the  ambassadors  of  Foreign  Powen^ 
and    of  taking   the  opinion  of  the  lavr 
officers  of  the  Crown  on  any  parts  of  the 
question   which    might  present   doubtful 
points  to  his  mind.     It  was  with  con- 
fidence that  he  now  reckoned  on  finding  the 
noble  Lord  prepared  to  enter  completely  and 
fully  into  tho  question,  and  to  go  at  once 
into  tho  real  nature  and  merits  of  the  case. 
The  main  object  of  the  observations  which 
he  should  have  to  submit  to  the  House 
would  be  to  show  that  the  free  and  ioe 
dependent  State  of  Cracow,  forming  an 
integral  part  of  the  great  community  of 
Europe,   had  been  made  the  subject  of 
military  occupation— an  occapatimi.  attended 
by  circumstances  calcidated  to  arouse  su^ 
picion  and  to  challenge  inquiry.     Yet,  at 
the  same  time,  he  would  not  take  upon 
himself  to  say,  that  the  noble  Lord  might 
not  be  able  to  give  a  satisfactory  expla- 
nation of  the  circumstances,  and  to  show 
ultimately  that   nothing  had  taken  place 
that  was  contrary  to  the  law  of  nations  and 
the  solemn  obligations  of  treaties.  Judsing, 
however,  from  the  present  aspect  of  the 
case,  he  felt  himself  justified  in  saying 
that  the  circumstances  were  such,  at  least, 
as  to  call  for  attention  and  explanation. 
Still  nothing  would  give  him  greater  satis- 
faction than  to  find,  however  the  situation 
of  the  individuals  who  had  been  made  the 
subject  of  the  proceedings  to  which  his 
motion  referred  mi^ht  be  deplmred  by  that 
House,  that  our  allies  in  the  north  had  not 
overstepped  the  limits  of  a  just  and  ne- 
cessary duty.    For  the  better  elucidation  of 
his  object  he  would  refer  to  certain  do. 
cuments  exphinatory  of  the  actual  state  of 
the  military  occupation  of  Craoow,  which, 
although  derived  from  the  public  prints, 
were  nevertheless  authentic.    The  first  d 
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on  tiie  9^  of  last  months  to  the  Preadent 
of  CraooWy  by  the  respective  Representa- 
tives of  Russia^  Austria^  and  Prussia.  The 
note  declared  that  "  the  protecting  Powers 
call  on  the  Government  of  Cracow  to 
reifiove  from  its  territory,  within  eight 
days,  all  the  Polish  fugitives  now  there ;" 
and  afao  "  to  send  away,  within  the  same 
tesin,  the  subjects  of  other  Powers,  re» 
siding  in  Cracow,  who  are  pointed  out  by 
the  protecting  powers  as  dangerous."  With 
respect  to  the  fugitives,  it  added,  that 
*'  SBch  as  can  prove  that  one  of  the  Govern- 
ments is  willing  to  receive  them  will  be 
supplied  with  the  necessary  means  of 
repairing  to  their  destination,  and  that  the 
others"-— what  did  the  House  imagine?-— 
will  be  sent — (transported  would,  perhaps, 
be  the  proper  word  for  it) — to  America," 
a  compliment  for  which  the  Republicans  of 
the  new  world  would,  no  doubt,  be  duly 
thankful  to  the  Emperor  Nicholas.  The 
President  of  Cracow  was  then  apprised  that 
^'  the  three  protecting  Powers  had  thought 
proper  to  cause  troops  to  advance  to  the 
frontier  of  the  territory  ;"  and  bis  Excel- 
lency was  told  to  apply  to  their  residents 
in  case  he  should  want  an  armed  force  to 
carry  their  demands  into  execution.  The 
note  closed  with  the  following  sentences : 

*^  So  long  as  the  present  stale  of  things 
contiDues,  every  subject  of  the  free  city  of 
Cracow  who  intends  to  pass  the  frontiers  of 
one  of  the  three  neighbounng  States  cannot  be 
admitted  without  a  regular  passport,  signed  by 
the  respective  residents.  Tne  three  protecting 
powers  flatter  themselves  that  the  required 
clearing  of  the  territory  of  Cracow  will,  in 
consequence  of  the  facilities  offered  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  republic,  be  effected  without 
further  difficulty.  Should  they,  however,  be 
disappointed  on  this  subject,  and  should  the 
period  above  fixed,  pass  over  without  the  com- 
plete execution  of  the  measures  in  question, 
the  three  Courts  will  feel  themselves  bound  to 
effect,  by  their  own  means,  what  the  Govern- 
ment of  Cracow  may  have  wanted  the  inclina- 
tion or  the  power  tocarry  into  execution.'' 

The  next  document  to  which  he  would  in« 
vite  the  attention  of  the  House  was  the  Se- 
nate s  answer  to  the  note  which  he  had 
juit  quoted.  The  Senate,  of  course,  stated 
that,  in  compliance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
protecting  powers,  it  had  issued  a  proda- 
matioB,  ordering  hU  Polish  strangers,  both 
of  the  ex«military  and  civil  departments, 
who  had  contributed  in  any  manner  to  the 
last  Polish  revolution,  to  submit  within 
two  days  to  the  disporitions  announced  by 
the  three  residents.  Thu  Senate  went  en 
to  jfty»  Ihfti  <(  the  G^tttmxx/mk  Would  flodt 


no  means  in  its  power  effectually  to  accom- 
plish that  supreme  will ;"  and  then  to  en- 
treat the  residents  "  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  shortness  of  the  period  fixed  for 
the  evacuation  of  the  territory,"  alleging 
that  many  individuals  might  not  have  had 
time  to  settle  their  affairs  afler  a  residence 
of  five  years  in  the  town  ;  and  of  those  in- 
dividuals it  would  appear  that  some  had 
married  into  families  of  the  place,  and 
others  had  either  acquired  property,  or 
were  at  the  head  of  manufactories  there. 
Notwithstanding,  however,  the  compliance 
expressed  in  the  note  which  he  had  here 
read  with  the  demands  of  the  three  Powers, 
and  the  humble  intreaty  that  some  consi- 
deration would  be  afforded  to  those  situated 
as  described,  no  additional  term  had  been 
granted  ;  but  on  the  eighth  day  the  troops 
had  advanced  beyond  the  frontier,  and  had 
taken  possession  of  the  capital.  The  troops 
which  had  taken  possession  of  the  capital 
were  Austrian,  but  they  had  been  followed 
by  two  bodies,  one  of  Prussian  troops,  and 
the  other  of  Cossacks.  The  third  document 
to  which  he  would  refer  was  the  procla- 
mation issued  by  the  Austrian-general, 
Kaufmann,  who  commanded  the  occupy- 
ing force,  in  the  name  of  those  protecting 
Powers,  immediately  on  his  arrival  at 
Cracow,  the  17th  of  February.  The  pro- 
clamation closed  with  these  words  :— - 

**  As  soon  as  the  measures  which  the  care  of 
the  august  protectors  of  the  republic  has  caused 
to  be  adopted  in  its  behalf  shall  have  been  ex- 
ecuted— as  soon  as  the  town  and  territory  of 
Cracow  shall  be  freed  from  the  dangerous  men 
that  have  assembled  in  it,  and  tranquillity  and 
order  shall  have  been  re-established — the  pre- 
sent occupation  will  have  attained  its  object, 
and  the  troops  under  my  command  shall  leave 
the  territory  of  the  republic.  The  administra- 
tive and  judicial  authorities  of  the  republic 
shall  suffer  no  interruption  in  the  exercise  of 
their  functions.  It  is,  however,  understood, 
thai,  in  so  much  as  relates  to  the  measures  ne- 
cessary for  the  public  security,  and  the  expul- 
sion from  the  territory  of  Cracow  of  the  refu- 
gees tliat  have  intruded  ioto  it,  they  sliaU  act 
under  the  military,  authority  with  which  the 
high  protecting  powershave  especially  invested 
me  during  the  present  circumstances/^ 


He  would  next  refer  to  some  dr* 
cumstances  which  had  occofred  sob. 
sequent  to  the  occupation  of  Cracow, 
which  would  be  found  to  be  somewhat 
at  variance  with  the  toAe  of  the  pro- 
clamation issued  by  General  Kaufioann. 
Those  circumstances  were  in  substance  as 
folbwH : — That  the  militia  had  been  dis« 
<ftnMd;  with  a  view  lo  its  bviig  dirtmidedi 
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these  tioopfl ;  and  bow  could  it  have 
been  otberwifle  ?  It  must  have  so  happened. 
My  Lords,  your  Lordships  may  be  certain 
that  the  very  moment  this  corps  arrived^  at 
that  instant  the  neutral  character  of  his 
Majesty  was  lost,  and  from  that  instant  he 
was  deprived  of  that  influence  which  could 
otherwise  have  been  so  beneficially  em- 
ployed. My  Lords,  I  have  considered  it 
my  duty  to  protest  against  any  liability  or 
blame  attaching  to  any  party  with  respect 
to  the  twenty -seven  Carlist  prisoners,  who 
were  certainly  taken  under  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances. At  the  same  time  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that,  under  the  law  of  nations, 
the  Queen  of  Spain  had  a  right  to  take 
these  persons  out  of  the  ship.  Therefore, 
laying  aside  all  other  considerations,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  but  that  those  prisoners 
were  legally  in  the  possession  of  the  Queen. 
My  Lords,  I  know  it  has  been  said  that  the 
cartel  ought  to  have  been  extended  to 
them,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
have  forced  this  on  the  consideration  of  the 
Queen's  Government.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
must  beg  to  remind  those  who  use  this  ar- 
gument, that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  cartel  did 
not  extend  to  these  prisoners.  Under  the 
articles  of  the  cartel  they  were  not  indu* 
ded,  as  that  instrument  only  extended  to 
the  armies  engaged  in  the  three  provinces, 
or  in  the  kingdom  of  Navarre.  It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  if  Don  Carlos's  General  had 
thought  it  expedient,  the  cartel  might  have 
been  extended,  and  the  Queen's  officers 
would  then  have  to  answer,  yes  or  no. 
But  that  was  not  done,  and  therefore  they 
were  not  included  in  the  articles  of  the 
cartel.  My  Lords,  all  that  I  can  say  in 
addition  on  this  subject  is,  that  these  per- 
sons ought  to  be  fairly  tried,  and  dealt  with 
according  to  the  law  of  the  country ;  but  as 
to  bringing  them  under  the  cartel,  that  is 
impossible.  My  Lords,  I  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  say  thus  much  on  this  part  of 
the  subject  In  respect  to  the  others,  my 
firm  conviction  is,  that  as  long  as  the  noble 
Lord  perseveres  in  keeping  this  body  of 
troops  in  Spain,  he  will  not  only  make  no 
progress  towards  putting  an  end  to  the  war, 
but  that  he  and  his  Government  will  lose 
all  the  influence  which  we  should  otherwise 
possess  in  preventing  these  atrocities,  and 
he  will  find  that,  day  by  day,  matters  will 
become  worse  in  that  country. 

The  M&rqness  of  Ijondonderry  said,  that 
considering  the  part  he  had  taken  upon  a  for- 
mer occasion  when  this  subject  was  before 
the  House,  he  felt  now  called  upon  to  say, 

that  he  f«lt  precisel/  with  the  noble  Earl 


who  had  to  ni^t  made  so  pr(q[)er  an  appeal 
to  their  Lordships'  feelings  as  men  and 
Christians.  They  were  the  sentimeDta 
which  he  had  advocated  ever  since  Auguafe 
last,  when  he  brought  their  caae  under  the 
notice  of  their  Lordships.  He  diflfeied,  but 
with  great  regret,  and  greater  diffidence 
from  the  noble  Duke  as  to  the  Wali^  of 
the  capture  of  the  twenty-seven  untortunate 
men ;  but  he  was  enabled,  at  least,  to  re^ 
fleet  with  pleasure  on  the  probability  that 
the  inquiry  which  he  had  been  the  means  of 
instituting,  would  end  in  these  unfortunate 
persons  being  set  at  liberty. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  March  18,  1836. 

MnrvTXB.]  BiU.  Road  a  seoomd  timew  On  the  Moliaiof 
Uie  LoBO  Adtocatc  >-Baitarchr  Tenements;  Instnmwnla 
of  Sasine  (Scotiand) ;  Commissary  Court  Edinbuigb.— 
On  the  Motion  of  the  ATroiuriY-GsHsiLAL;--Rcgistni- 
tkmof  Voten. 

Macclesfield  Court  for  Sma^^lDbbtb] 

Lord  Stanletf  said,  that  he  would  move 
that  this  Bill  do  passt  without  saying  a 
single  word  that  might  tend  to  revive  the 
excitement  which  prevailed  on  the  subject 
of  this  private  Bill  yesterday  evening,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  then  opposed  it  would  be  now  satisfied* 
having  the  printed  copies  of  the  Bill  in 
their  hands,  and  that  no  further  opposition 
would  be  ofiered  to  its  passing. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  having  been  one 
of  those  who  had  opposed  the  BtU,  he  beg- 
ged to  say  a  few  words.  He  had  objected 
to  it  because  it  went  to  continue  the  prin- 
ciple of  imprisonment  for  debt,  a  principle 
which  that  House  and  the  Government 
had  already  condemned,  and  because  it  es- 
tablished a  law  in  England  that  did  not 
exist  in  Scotland.  He  objected  to  the  BiU, 
he  repeated,  because  he  regarded  it  as  a 
violation  of  a  principle  over  and  over  again 
asserted  by  that  House ;  yet,  seeing  that  in 
the  situation  in  which  the  Bill  was,  it  was 
impossible  to  take  any  further  step  with 
regard  to  it,  except  either  to  reject  or  pass 
it,  and  seeing  that  it  contained  the  objeo- 
tionable  principle  of  imprisonment  for  debt 
to  the  least  extent  possible,  he  (Mr. 
Hume^,  while  he  protested  a^^st  that 
part  or  the  Bill,  and  against  being  oompro. 
mised  by  it,  was  not  disposed,  after  what 
had  taken  place,  to  ofier  any  further  oppo. 
sition  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  Aglumhy  concurred  in  the  view  of 
tb«  subject  taken  by  the  boo*  Member  tst 
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If  iddksexy  and  would  not  oppose  the  pre- 
sent motion. 

Mr.  Harvey  could  not  but  feel  surprised, 
when  he  compared  the  fierce  robtanoe 
which  had  been  made  to  this  motion  last 
night  with  the  ve^  tame  and  insipid  ac- 
quiescence in  it  to  night.  If  he  did  not 
know  what  a  sincere  friend  thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  was  to  the  revision  of 
the  Pension  List,  he  should  have  supposed 
diat  he  had  received  a  hint— not  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  for  the  Members  there 
must  of  course  be  friendly  to  his  motion-— 
but  from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  to 
devise  some  stratagem  or  other  by  which 
his  motion  might  be  defeated.  Knowing 
this,  he  should  have  thought,  that  instead 
of  his  hon.  Friend's  concurring  in  the  mo. 
tion  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  would  have 
found  ample  justification  for  the  course  he 
had  pursued  in  the  Bill.  True  it  was, 
such  was  the  confusion  of  propositions  last 
night,  that  he  apprehended  that  those  who 
made  them  were  the  most  perplexed  by 
them.  Fo*  his  own  part,  he  would  say, 
that  to  imprison  a  man,  not  because  he  had 
property,  but  because  he  had  none,  was  a 
monstrous  proposition ;  and  if  no  other  per- 
son in  the  House  stood  up  against  it,  he 
would.  He  complained  that  private  Bills 
were  thought  beneath  a  Member's  attention, 
and  no  one  would  be  heard  upon  them  for 
a  moment,  unless  it  was  some  great  club 
day,  when  some  party  question  was  expected 
to  come  on. 

The  House  divided  on   the  motion ; 
Ayes  203 ;  Noes  66;  Majority  137* 

Bill  passed. 

BustKSfis  OP  THB  House.]  Sir  Robert 
Feel  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
(Lord  John  Russell)  what  course  he  pro- 
posed to  pursue  with  reference  to  the  busi- 
ness on  the  paper,  which  had  been  dropped 
in  consequence  of  what  had  taken  place  on 
Wednesday  and  last  night  ? 
'  Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  owing  to 
there  bein^  no  House  made  on  Wednesday, 
the  Committee  of  Supply  did  not  stand  in 
the  orders  of  to^y.  He,  however,  pro- 
posed to  go  into  it,  and  with  that  view 
should  move  that  the  dropped  orders  be 
now  read. 

Sir  Robert  Pee/ remarked,  that  no  notice 
had  been  eiven  of  a  Committee  of  Supply 
to-night,  though  it  was  true  that  Mondays 
and  F^ays  were  ordinary  supply  nights, 
and  though  there  appeared  in  the  votes  of 
moving  the  navy  estimates  in  the  Committee 
of  Supply,  yet  ^that  Committee  the  orders 


contained  no  notice.  He  thoueht  a  bad 
precedent  would  be  established,  if,  without 
previous  notice,  the  House  proceeded  to 
vote  away  the  public  money. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  he  re« 
membered  several  instances,  in  which  a 
similar  course  to  that  he  proposed  had  been 
pursued.  It  was  the  established  custom  to 
fix  supply  nights  for  Mondays  and  Fridays* 
thoueb,  in  consequence  of  the  House  not 
meeting  on  Wednesday,  the  order  for  a 
Committee  of  Supply  on  that  day  could 
not  be  postponed  until  to-night.  Though 
the  navy  estimates  were  on  the  notice-paper 
he  did  not  propose  now  to  take  a  vote  in 
respect  to  them,  but  would  at  present  con- 
tent himself  with  moving  that  the  dropped 
orders  of  Wednesday  be  now  read,  in  order 
to  their  being  disposed  of,  and  to  enable 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Strat- 
ford Canning)  to  bring  forward  the  subject 
of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  no  wish  to  obstruct 
the  progress  of  the  public  business,  but  he 
must  dissent  from  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  in  several  instances  the 
same  course  as  that  now  proposed  had  been 
followed.  His  (Sir  R.  Peel's)  recollection 
was,  it  was  only  by  universal  consent  that 
dropped  orders  took  precedence,  and  that 
never  had  such  a  course  been  followed  in 
reelect  to  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  Harvey  remarked,  that  there  seemed 
a  very  considerable  confusion  as  to  the 
state  of  public  business.  This  was  to  be 
attributed  to  the  unprecedented  course  of 
proceeding  pursued  last  night,  and  on  the 
previous  evening.  He  did  not  wish  to  im- 
pede the  public  business  under  the  guidance 
of  the  Government :  he  never  had  done  so, 
and  it  was  only  fair  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  led  the  business  of  the  House  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  should  afford  him 
every  facility  in  bringing  forwsurd  the  im- 
portant subject,  so  interesting  to  the  public, 
into  which  he  (Mr.  Harvey)  was  last  night 
prepared  to  have  gone.  He  would,  how- 
ever, now  stale,  that  unless  the  noble  Lord 
would  assure  him  of  some  assistance  in 
this  respect,  he  would  bring  forward  his 
motion  with  respect  to  the  Pension  List 
on  the  reading  of  any  Order  of  the  Diay  on 
Monday  next,  whether  that  order  might 
relate  to  tithes,  the  church,  or  any  other 
subject.  At  the  same  time,  he  wished  il 
to  be  understood  that  this  course  was  forced 
upon  him,  and  that  he  had  no  desire  to 
pursue  it.  He,  therefore,  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  to  accede  to  him  some  day, 
either  before  or  after  Easter,  for  the  iih 
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derimUe   poiitiim  and   a  better   ctimate* 
This    single   oonAderation    rendered  the 

Question  respecting  the  independence  of 
'nusow  an  important  one,  e^cially  as  it 
was  a  place  which  had  been  snatched  from 
the  ruins  of  Poland,  and  was  surrounded  by 
despotic  powers,  whose  views  with  regard 
to  it  might  justify  something  like  suspicion. 
Cracow  had  been  placed  on  much  the  same 
footing  in  point  of  substance  as  Poland; 
and  it  was  impossible  for  an  Englishman, 
accustomed  to  witness  free  institutions  in 
his  own  country,  not  to  think  that  the 
subjects  of  the  despotic  powers  of  the  north 
must  naturally  wish  to  hare  such  institu- 
tions as  existed  in  Cracow  extended  to 
them.  This  fact  might  induce  the  Govern- 
ments of  those  Powers  to  form  particular 
views  with  reference  to  this  litde  State. 
While  he  stated  the  case  against  them,  he 
deemed  it  only  an  act  of  justice  to  refer  to 
the  grounds  on  which  the  Northern  Powers 
rested  their  defence  in  thus  interfering 
with  the  rights  and  privileges  of  Cracow. 
By  the  general  law  of  nations,  he  thought 
that  there  could  be  little  doubt  that  if  the 
State  of  Ciaoow  had  not  permitted  persons 
residing  within  it  to  engage  in  oon^iiacies 
against  the  neighbouring  Powers  such  an 
interference  on  their  part  could  not  be 
justified*  It  was  clear  that  these  Powers 
had  no  right  to  take  the  step  they  had 
taken,  unless  for  the  prevention  of  danger 
to  themselves ;  and  it  was  equally  certain 
that  had  the  same  aHirse  been  adopted 
towards  any  other  nation  a  war  must  in* 
evitably  have  ensued.  The  principle,  there- 
fore, which  applied  to  other  nations  should 
be  extended  to  the  case  of  Cracow.  At  all 
events,  even  if  there  had  been  grounds  for 
apprehension  on  the  part  of  the  Northern 
Powers  there  was  no  occasion  for  the  course 
which  they  had  taken.  They  might  have 
adopted  a  more  gradual  proceeding;  but 
he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  opposite  nad  re- 
ceived such  information  as  would  enable 
him  to  give  the  House  and  the  Country  a 
satisfactory  explanation  on  the  subject. 
Now,  from  what  he  collected  from  the  docu- 
ment to  which  he  referred,  and  the  ninth 
article  of  the  treaty,  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  three  Northern  Powers  were  not  justi. 
fied  in  the  steps  which  they  had  taken, 
unless,  indeed,  it  could  be  shewn,  that 
there  was  something  in  the  back  ground  of 
which  the  British  parliament  had  not  as 
yet  heard.  Under  the  Clause  of  the  ninth 
article  to  which  he  referred,  Cmcow  was 
bound  to  deliver  up  all  deserters  belonging 
to  the  other  Powers ;  but  the  question  was. 


could  that  stipulation  be  enforced,  wiilKnit 
the  sanctioa  of  the  other  parties  to  the 
treaty,  by  a  miHtaty  force,  llie  first  article 
of  the  additional  treaty,  it  appeared  to  him, 
guaranteed  the  freedom  and  independence 
of  Cracow,  and  so  did  the  second  article^ 
with  the  single  exception  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  It  would  seem  to  him,  therefore, 
that  the  safety  of  this  little  State  had  been 
sufficiently  provided  for,  because  it  was 
declared,  **  that  no  armed  force  should  enter 
it  on  any  pretence."  There  were  reasons^ 
however,  why  the  freedom  and  independ- 
ence enjoyed  by  this  little  State  siiould  not 
be  agreeable  to  the  Powers  by  which  it  waa 
surrounded,  because  its  institutions  were 
so  totally  at  variance  with  theirs.  It  was 
alleged  that  the  coercion  which  had  been 
resorted  to  was  occasbned  by  the  disorders 
which  prevailed  in  Cracow.  Such  a  charge 
they  idl  knew  could  be  easily  made,  to 
justify  the  proceedings  of  the  three  powers  ; 
but  the  point  they  had  to  consider  was» 
whether  or  not  the  terms  of  the  treaty  had 
been  violated,  or  the  rights  of  nations  in- 
vaded. With  reelect  to  the  extent  of  the 
disturbances  on  which  the  interference  of 
the  three  Powers  was  founded,  he  would 
read  to  the  House  an  extract  firom  a  com« 
munication  which  he  had  received  on  the 
subject.     It  was  as  follows :— « 

'*  CracoWy  Jan.  33, 1836. 
''The  Cracow  GaietU  declares  that  there  is 
no  truth  in  the  Report  given  in  some  journals 
of  distarbances  having  taken  place  at  Cracow, 
which  even  required  the  interference  of  the 
military.  It  says,  that  on  the  18th  there  was 
divine  service  in  the  cathedral  in  honour  of  the 
Saint's  Day  of  the  Emperor  Nicholas,  the 
august  protector  of  our  country,  performed  by 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Weelvrynski,  canon  of  the  ca- 
thedral, ID  die  presence  of  the  authorities  and 
of  a  great  concourse  of  people.  There  was 
no  tumult  or  disorder  of  any  kind,  nor  was  there 
any  expression  of  disrespect  to  the  Emperor — 
a  tiling  which  would  not  have  been  tolerated 
by  the  people  of  Cracow,  who  are  too  grateful 
to  their  august  protector,  and  too  full  of  respect 
for  the  law,  to  be  guilty  of  such  conduct.  In 
the  evening,  the  windows  of  a  house  were 
broken  by  a  person,  not  a  citizen  of  Cracow, 
who  was  arrested,  and  who  will  be  doly 
punished  for  his  offence.'' 

It  was  not  his  intention  to  say,  that  the 
Powers  got  up  the  disturbances  to  serve 
their  own  purposes,  but  he  did  think  a  case 
of  suspicion  existed  which  called  for  inquiry. 
They  could  not  possibly  forget  the  sufier* 
ings  and  misfortunes  of  Poland  for  so  many 
years.  That  kingdom,  which  once  occupied 
so  proud  a  position  amongst  the  nations  oC 
Europe,  bflid  not  only  beni  deprived  of  its 
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ttiflleiiee  hot  etea  of  its  language.  Its 
▼eiy  tongue  had  been  ailenoed ;  deprived  of 
bar  ancient  liberties,  degraded  and  stripped 
of  her  rights,  she  reminded  him  of  the  mu. 
tilatod  body  of  the  Trqjan  warrior — 

laccrum  crudeliter  era, 


**  Ora,  manusque  ambas  populataque  tempora 

raptis 
^  Anribus,  et  iruncas,  inhonesto  vulnere  nares.'^ 

He  was  anxious  to  put  the  House  fully  in 
possession  of  the  injustice  of  the  case.  In 
the  course  of  his  reading  he  had  recently  met 
with  a  volume  containing  an  account  of  the 
former  interference  of  Russia  with  respect 
to  Poland,  and  he  wished  to  be  allowed  to 
refresh  the  memory  of  the  House  on  this 
subject,  for  though  it  did  not  strictly  bear 
upon  the  case  of  Cracow,  yet  he  wished  to 
remind  them  of  the  means  used  with  re- 
spect to  that  country  in  former  times  for 
the  purpose  of  illustrating  the  intentions 
of  the  three  great  Powers  of  the  north  with 
respect  to  Poland.  The  extracts  he  would 
read,  would  show  that  the  motives  alleged 
for  interference  in  both  cases  were  much  the 
same.  The  first  extract  he  would  read  was 
the  '*  Manifesto  of  Russia,  Austria,  and 
Prussia,  to  the  Court  qf  Warsaw,  18th  and 
26th  of  September,  1772." 
The  right  non.  Gentleman  read  as  follows : 

''  Unhappily,  in  the  midst  of  these  promising 
appearances,  the  spirit  of  discord  seized  upon 
one  part  of  the  nation  :  citizen  armed  against 
citizen ;  the  sons  of  faction  seized  the  reins  of 
authority;  and  laws,  and  order,  and  public 
safety,  and  justice,  and  police,  and  commerce, 
and  agriculture,  all  are  either  gone  to  ruin,  or 
stand  on  the  brinlc  of  destruction .**  Z 

''The  connexions  between  nations,  which 
border  on  each  other,  are  so  intimate  that  the 
sabjects  of  the  neighbouring  powers  have 
already  felt  the  most  disagreeable  effects  from 
these  disorders.  These  powers  are  obliged, 
at  a  great  expense,  to  take  measures  of  pre* 
caution,  in  order  to  secure  the  tranquillity  of 
their  own  frontiers." 

''Their  said  Majesties  have  determined, 
without  loss  of  time,  and  with  one  accord,  to 
take  the  most  effectual  and  the  best  combined 
measures  in  order  to  re«establish  tranquillity 
and  good  order  in  Poland,  to  stop  the  present 
troubles,  and  to  put  the  ancient  Constitution 
of  that  kingdom,  and  the  liberties  of  the  peo- 
ple, on  a  sure  and  solid  found ation.^' 

Poland  was  then  dismembered  in  the 
name  of  Order  and  Liberty  just  as  Cracow 
was  now  occupied.  The  next  document  in 
succession  was,  "  Declaration  of  the  Russian 
Ambassador  at  Warsaw — Bulgakofi^  May 
18, 1792,"  it  was  as  follows:— 


''The  Empress  has  mdered  part  of  het 
troops  to  enter  the  territory  of  the  Republtc.i> 
They  show  themselves  there  as  friendst  co- 
operating in  the  re-establishment  of  the  rights 
and  prerogatives  of  the  Republic*'' 

Finally  there  appeared,  as  the  consumma- 
tion of  this  nefarious  transaction,  this 
Manifesto  on  the  part  of  the  Empress  of 
Russia,  relative  to  the  affairs  of  Pohusd*  It 
\Tas  dated,  June  18,  1795. 

"  I,  Timothy  Tutolmein,  Lieutenant-general 
&c.,  in  executing  the  supreme  will  of  my 
Most  Gracious  Sovereign,  the  Empress  of  all 
the  Rossias,  make  known  to  all  whom  it  may 
concern,  that  Her  Imperial  Majesty,  having 
repressed  the  troubles  generally  prevailing  in 
the  provinces  occupied  by  her  troops,  means 
to  incorporate  with  her  own  estates,  for  ever, 
the  provinces  adjoining  to  the  governments 
committed  to  my  care.'* 

He  hoped  that  there  were  no  grounds 
at  present  to  renew  their  suspicions ;  but 
these  extracts  which  he  referred  to  showed 
the  intentions  of  those  Powers  with  respect 
to  Poland.  He  had  no  notion  of  refer- 
ring to  these  circumstances  further  than 
to  show  the  dispositions  they  discovered, 
and  in  order  that  the  admonitions  of  his. 
tory  might  not  be  lost  with  respect  to  the 
present  interference  of  the  three  Northern 
Powers.  Now,  supposing  that  those  three 
allied  Powers  had  a  right  to  demand  that  cer- 
tain persons  should  be  sent  away,  had  they 
any  right  to  go  to  the  extent  that  they  did  ? 
Four  hundred  persons  had  been  sent  out  of 
Cracow  into  the  Austrian   territory,  and 

fiven  up.  Many  of  these  persons  were 
usbands  and  fathers  of  families.  Many  of 
them  had  realised  fortunes,  and  were  the 
heads  of  large  establishments,  and  were, 
consequently,  persons  who  would  have  little 
interest  in  disturbing  the  tranquillity  of  the 
country.  Was  it  to  be  supposed  that  all 
these  were  deserters,  fugitives,  disturbers  of 
the  public  peace,  and  dangerous  perscms  ? 
A  great  many  of  them  had  married  in  Cra- 
cow. Even  if  they  had  shown  a  disposition 
to  riot,  was  it  to  be  credited  that  men  con- 
nected with  the  place  by  such  ties  were  un- 
able to  give  security  for  their  future  good 
conduct  ?  They  did  not  demand  the  ex- 
pulsion meiely  of  persons  of  the  description 
that  was  provided  for  in  the  article  of  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  but  they  demanded  the 
expulsion  of  persons  whom  they  described  as 
refractory  subjects.  The  House  must  not 
think  that,  in  considering  this  subject, 
they  were  discussing  a  question  totally 
foreign  to  England,  and  only  con. 
cerning  a  distant  country,    for   amongst 
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the  odier  inhabitants  of  Cracow  whose 
ftypnlcinn  had  been  demanded  on  the 
ground  of  being  refractory  subjects,  there 
might,  by  possibility,  be  some  of  our  own 
countrymen.  Some  of  these  men  were 
to  be  sent  away  to  America ;  and  it  was 
impossible  to  resist  the  supposition  that, 
amongst  the  persons  so  sent  away,  there  might 
be  some  of  our  own  countrymen  who  looked 
to  their  own  Government  for  protection. 
That  the  Powers  who  were  parties  to  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna  had  a  right  to  demand  the 
surrender  of  persons  described  in  an  article  of 
that  treaty  he  did  not  mean  to  deny;  but  that 
article  did  not  justify  the  present  proceedings 
at  Cracow  which  were,  he  was  fully  con- 
vinced, a  violation  of  that  treaty.  The 
occupation  of  Cracuw  by  foreign  troops,  so 
far  as  the  circumstances  of  the  case  were 
known,  appeared  contrary  to  the  spirit  and 
letter  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  and  bore 
the  character  of  an  infraction  of  that 
Treaty.  If  any  circumstances  were  known 
to  the  Government  which  altered  the 
character  of  those  proceedings,  he  should  be 
happy  to  hear  them  explained.  He  was  at  a 
loss  to  know  why  there  should  have  been  such 
celerity  of  execution,  unless  the  whole  plan 
had  been  predetermined  and  preconcerted. 
Had  the  three  Powers  any  reason  to  believe 
that  the  persons  who  were  demanded  would 
not  be  given  up  ?  He  knew,  that  so  long 
ago  as  ]  833  an  engagement  was  entered 
into  for  the  military  occupation  of  Cracow. 
In  this  instance  there  was  nothing  to  justify 
the  haste  with  which  this  proceeding  had 
been  carried  forward.  There  was  no  ex- 
cessive danger  to  alarm.  He  had  been  un- 
able to  learn  that  any  communication  from 
these  Powers  had  been  made  here  or  else- 
where upon  the  subject.  He  thought  that 
this  proceeding  gave  evidence  of  their  in- 
tention to  produce  a  systematic  chance  in 
that  country.  The  constitution  and  inde- 
pendence of  Cracow  had  been  placed  under 
the  especial  protection  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna.  By  that  treaty  nearly  all  those 
places  that  we  had  conquered  during  the 
war  were  given  up,  for  the  sake  of  promot- 
ing the  general  tranquillity  and  preserving 
the  balance  of  power  in  Europe.  If  this 
Government,  having  been  a  party  to  this 
treaty,  had  acted  so,  would  it  have  been 
tolerated  that  such  a  step  should  have 
been  taken  without  any  communication 
having  been  made  to  the  other  Powers 
who  were  parties  to  this  treaty?  Under 
any  circumstances  the  danger  could  not 
have  been  so  pressing  as  not  to  have 
afforded    sufficient    time    for     communi- 


cating with  the  other  PowcM  who 
parties  to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna.  The  ri(^ 
hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  contend  tliat 
three  great  Powers  could  have  nothing  to 
apprehend  from  a  small  State,  whose  terri. 
tory  did  not  exceed  500  square  miles,  with 
a  population   of   150,000    persons.       He 
thought  it  right  that  those  Powers  who 
had  taken  upon  themselves  to  commit  this 
infraction  of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  should 
be  told  that  they  could  not  do  so  withoot 
exciting  the  attention  of  the  other  Poivexs 
of  Europe.     Nothing  was  further  from  his 
intention  than  to  take  any  course,  with 
reference  to   this    subject,    calculated    to 
embarrass  his  Majesty's  Grovemment.     But 
he  thought  it  of  great  importance  that  the 
attention  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  and 
of  that  House,  should  be  called  to  the 
question.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  stating,  that  he  would  now  leave 
the  question  in  the  hands  of  his  Majesty's 
Government.     He  hoped  they  would   be 
able  to  give  such  an  explanation  as  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  jHouse  and  to  the 
country.      He  hoped  that  they  would  be 
able  to  say  that  these  proceedings  had  been 
exaggerated.     It  was  not  his  intention  to 
conclude  with  any  motion  on  the  subject. 
He  would  content  himself,  for  the  present, 
with  placing  the  question  in  the  hands  of 
his   Majesty's  Government,    reserving  to 
himself  the  right  of  hereafter  putting  his 
motion,  should  he  find  it  necessary  to  do  so. 
Viscount  Palmerstofi  did  not  think  his 
right  hon.  Friend  required  any  apology 
for  having  introduced  this  subject   to  the 
notice  of   the  House ;     it    had    already 
excited  much  public  attention,  and  it  was 
perfectly  natuial  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  take  it  into  their  most  anxious 
consideration.     The  state  of  Cracow  had 
been  created  and  established  by  a  treaty  to 
which  England  was  a  party ;  any  apparent 
violation,   therefore,  of  the  independence 
of  that  state,  or  any  apparent  departure  from 
the  treaty  by  which  it  had  been  establish, 
ed,  deserved,  and  necessarily  called  for,  the 
attentive  consideration  of  that  House.  Go- 
vernment, as  yet,  had  not  received  any  offi. 
cial  communication  from  the  three  Powers, 
either  as  to   the  causes  of  the  military 
occupation,  or  as  to  the  fact  of  its  having 
taken  place;  he  was  indebted  for  all  be 
knew  of  the  circumstances  to  our  Ministers 
abroad,  to  whom  he  had  written  for  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  and  the  notices 
which  had  appeared  of  the  proceedings  in 
the  different  journals  of  Europe.     When, 
therefore,  his  right  hon.  Friend  called  on 
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liim  to  state  tbe  view  which  Government 
took  of  the  question,  according  to  the 
information  which  they  at  present  possessed, 
he  was  sure  the  House  would  see,  that 
standing  there  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
under  such  circumstances,  he  must  feel 
under  considerahle  difficulties  as  to  the 
extent  of  information  or  positive  opinion 
which  it  was  in  his  power  to  communicate. 
If  he  had  heen  furnished  officially  with 
that  statement  which  the  three  Powers 
chose  to  put  forth,  as  to  their  motives 
for  the  course  which  had  heen  adopted, 
he  should  have  heen  enahled  to  submit 
the  explanation  thereby  afforded  to  the 
House,  and  also  to  state  the  opinion 
which  the  English  Government  entertained 
as  to  the  sufficiency  or  insufficiency  of  the 
case  made  out.  It  was  quite  true,  as  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  stated,  that  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna  stipulated  that  on  no 
pretence  whatever  should  foreign  troops 
enter  the  state  of  Cracow.  The  treaty 
contained,  undoubtedly,  a  reciprocal  con- 
dition on  the  part  of  Cracow,  that  it  should 
not  harbour  persons  of  whom  a  description 
was  given  in  the  treaty,  and  that  Cracow 
should,  on  demand,  give  up  those  persons  to 
either  of  the  three  rowers  whose  subjects 
they  might  happen  to  be.  Now,  it  was  on 
that  article  of  the  treaty  that  the  residents, 
in  their  note  to  the  President  of  the  Senate 
of  Cracow,  founded  their  demand  for  the  ex- 
pulsion of  the  Polish  refugees.  Undoubt- 
edly that  appeared  contrary  to  the  letter  of 
the  treaty,  for  the  residents  did  not  require 
that  the  persons  referred  to  should  be  given 
up  to  the  Powers  to  which  they  might  be. 
long,  bat  that  they  should  be,  within  eight 
days,  removed  from  the  territory  of  Cracow. 
At  the  same  time,  if  the  statement  were 
true  which  had  been  given  out,  not  in  the 
official  note,  but  in  other  quarters,  as  a  jus- 
tification of  this  measure,  it  might  be  con- 
sidered as  falling  perhaps  within  the  spirit 
of  the  treaty.  It  was  alleged,  that  a  num- 
ber of  persons,  natives  of  Poland,  assembled 
in  the  state  of  Cracow,  and,  inspired  by 
feelings,  which,  in  their  peculiar  circum- 
stances, were  any  thing  but  unnatural,  had 
established  a  communication  with  the  in- 
habitants of  some  of  the  Polish  provinces 
of  Russia  and  other  powers,  of  a  character 
seriously  to  threaten  and  disturb  the  tran- 
quillity  of  neighbouring  states.  If  a  state 
were  bound  not  to  harbour  persons  who 
violated  the  laws  of  neighbouring  states,  H 
fortiori  the  obligation  existed  not  to  harbour 
persons  who  avail  themselves  of  their  asylum 
to  foment  political  disturbances  in  other 
VOL.  XXXII.  {Eyr;} 


countries.  But  although  the  three  Powers 
might  have  been  justified  in  requiring  the 
state  of  Cracow  to  call  on  such  persons 
to  depart,  it  did  by  no  means  foUow  that 
they  were  justified  in  going  the  length 
of  military  occupation  in  consequence  of 
the  temporary  delay  which  might  have  pre- 
ceded  their  departure.  He  was  bound  to 
say,  that  as  yet  no  sufficient  reason  had 
been  given  either  for  the  entrance  of  those 
troops,  or  the  shortness  of  interval  which 
had  been  allowed  between  the  demand  made 
and  the  entrance  which  had  been  effected. 
He  should,  therefore,  say,  although  it  might 
be  difficult  to  deny  the  right  of  the  three 
Powers,  under  the  circumstances  assumed, 
to  require  the  removal  from  Cracow  of 
persons  who  had  been  really  engaged 
in  the  alleged  correspondence,  yet  the 
demand  made  far  exceeded  any  apparent 
ground  of  necessity;  and  that  to  require, 
in  such  sweeping  terms,  the  expulsion  of  so 
many  individuals,  great  n ambers  of  whom 
were  known  to  have  settled  in  the  place, 
contracted  marriages,  acquired  property, 
and  entered  into  Vie  service  of  the  state, 
was  far  beyond  what  could  possibly  have 
been  necessaiy  for  the  safety  of  the  ad- 
joining states.  At  the  same  time,  it  was 
only  due  to  those  Powers  to  say,  that  the 
first  sweeping  demand  was  afterwards  con- 
siderably mitigated  by  a  second  communi- 
cation to  the  Senate  of  Cracow.  Under 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  he  thought  the 
three  Powers  might  have  had  ground  for 
requiring  that  certain  persons,  if  they  named 
them,  and  stated  the  grounds  of  their 
application,  should  be  sent  out  of  that  state. 
But  even  if  no  treaty  existed  at  all  —  if 
Cracow  had  stood  on  the  ordinary  inter- 
national law  of  Europe,  if  one  power 
could  state  on  good  grounds  to  another  that, 
within  its  territory,  persons  were  employed 
exciting  disturbances  among  the  inhabitants 
of  its  neighbour,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
former,  on  the  ground  of  good  neighbour- 
hood, to  prevent  an  asylum  being  given 
to  such  disturbers  of  the  peace.  Still,  he 
was  far  from  going  the  length  of  saying 
that  the  refusal  of  Cracow  to  comply  with 
such  a  request  was  or  could  be  a  sufficient 
justification  for  the  violent  measures  which 
had  been  taken  in  order  to  carry  the 
demand  into  execution.  One  thing,  at  all 
events,  was  quite  clears—all  friendly  means 
should  have  been  exhausted  before  such 
extreme  measures  had  been  resorted  to.  If 
such  representations  had  failed,  and  if  the 
three  Powers  could  not  obtain  what  they 
thought  necessary  for  their  own  safetv, 
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tliere  were  other  measures  obviously  ap- 
plicable for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  com- 
pliaiice  much  short  of  that  violent  mili. 
tary  occupation  which  they  carried  uito 
effect.  He  did  not  stand  there  to  advocate 
the  course  which  had  been  adopted  ;  but  he 
stated  circumstances  whichj  though  they 
did  not  justify^  might  afford  some  excuse 
for  the  demand,  if  it  had  been  made  in 
a  more  limited  form,  and  to  a  less  extent. 
But  under  any  circumstances^  and  seeing 
that  Great  Britain  had  been  a  party  to  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  it  was  the 'duty  of  those 
Powers,  when  they  made  the  demand,  and 
before  they  had  recourse  to  occupation,  to 
have  communicated  to  the  Goveriunent  of 
tliis  country  the  grounds  on  which  they 
thought  themselves  entitled  to  act,  and  the 
intentions  they  were  about  to  put  into  exe- 
cution. He  would  however  acknowledge, 
that  if  the  three  Powers  had  determined  to 
do  that  which  was  a  measure  of  unnecessary 
violence,  he  was  inclined  to  regard  the  cir- 
cumstance of  their  not  communicating  it 
as  an  act  of  involuntary  homage  tacitly 
paid  to  the  justice  and  plain-dealing  of  this 
country ;  for  the  three  Powers  well  knew 
that  if  their  intention  had  been  commu- 
nicated, the  answer  which  would  have  been 
made  would  have  had  the  effect  of  endeavour, 
ing  to  dissuade  them  from  the  measures  they 
intended  to  carry  into  effect.  He  believed 
there  was  a  convention  made,  not  as  his  right 
lion.  Friend  supposed  in  16S3,  but  in  the 
beginning  of  the  present  year,  regulating 
the  course  which  was  to  be  pursued.  With 
regard  to  the  mode  of  executing  it,  how- 
ever, after  what  had  passed  between  Russia 
and  Poland,  he  could  not  but  regard  the 
selection  of  Austrian  rather  than  Russian 
troopi,  for  the  purpose  of  occupation, 
as  a  measure  of  good  feeling  and  kindly 
discretion  on  the  part  of  the  three  Powers. 
He  had  already  stated,  that  no  official  com- 
munication had  been  made  to  this  country ; 
but,  as  soon  as  it  was  known  that  measures 
were  in  contemplation  with  regard  to 
Cracow,  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  write  to 
our  Ministers  abroad,  in  order  to  obtain  in- 
formation. It  was  only  within  a  very  few 
days  that  answers  had  been  received,  and 
therefore  Government  had  not  been  able,  up 
to  the  present  moment,  to  take  any  step  on 
the  subject.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
did  not  feel  himself  called  on  to  say  more  at 
present ;  he  did  not  complain  of  the  subject 
being  brought  before  the  House ;  it  was 
quite  natural  and  proper  for  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  who  had  acted  so  distinguis)»ed  and 
successful  a  part  in  the  diplomatic  transac- 


tions of  Eikrope,  to  take  up  so  iapoitant  a 
matter.  He  said  important,  for  it  was  not 
by  the  extent  of  a  country  that  they  were 
to  measure  the  importance  of  preserving  its 
independence ;  the  principle  was  the  sanie 
in  tlie  case  of  tbs  smallest  as  in  that  of  the 
greatest  Power,  the  same  in  the  case  of 
Cracow  as  it  would  be  in  that  of  Prussia. 
If  the  states  of  Europe  were  as  wise  as 
he  believed  them  to  he — if  they  were  pro- 
vident for  the  future — regardful  of  those 
principles  on  which  their  interests  depended, 
they  must  feel,  that  it  is  only  by  .respecting 
the  independence  of  small  Powers,  the  power- 
ful could  hope  for  their  own  permanent  secu- 
rity ;  and  the  more  they  respected  with  regard 
to  the  smaller  states,  the  engagements  they 
had  made,  the  treaties  they  had  contracted, 
and  the  independence  they  themselvescreated, 
the  more  would  they  be  entitled,  if  their 
own  security  were  menaced,  to  call  for  the 
co-operation  of  those  other  states  who  were 
parties  with  them  to  that  settlement  in 
which  they  had  so  great  an  interest. 

Sir  Harry  Fernet/  said,  that  no  circum- 
stance had  excited  his  commiseration  so 
much  as  the  fall  of  that  noble  people,  who 
had  made,  he  trusted,  not  their  last  struggle 
for  their  independence.  He  called  on  the 
Government  to  secure  the  friendship  of 
those  nations  which  surrounded  Russia ; 
he  called  on  them  to  secure  the  interest  of 
Turkey,  Persia,  and  Circassia;  he  called 
on  them  to  obtain  {lermission  of  the  Turkish 
Government  to  send  a  fleet  to  the  Black 
Sea.  Russia  had  acquired  influence  in  all 
the  nations  surrounding  her,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  this  country  to  seek  to  obtain  the 
confidence  of  the  Powers  threatened  with 
Russian  aggression.  He  hoped  there  wonld 
be  such  an  expression  of  feeling  by  the 
House  that  night,  as  would  inform  Russia 
that  she  must  despair  of  obtaining  the 
sympathy  of  any  party. 

Viscount  Sandon  ventured  to  hope,  that, 
from  the  expression  of  feeling  which  had 
been  made  in  that  House,  Russia  would 
find  that  she  could  hope  for  no  sympathy 
from  either  side  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  respect  to  her  aggressive  policy.  He 
conlially  x>^rticipated  and  concurred  in 
almost  everything  which  had  been  stated 
by  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Palmer- 
ston).  Perhaps,  under  the  law  of  nations, 
btrictly  speaking,  no  Power  or  State  had 
the  right  to  harbour  those  persons  who 
might  fairly  be  c(msidered  parties  who 
were  likely  to  endanger  the  peace  of  the 
neighbouring  countries;  and  so  it  would 
be  in  this  case,  if  the  three  Powers  could 
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prove  thai  tht  puties  were  dstt^rous  to 
tlieir  peace*  The  nohle  Lord  complained 
that  in  Cracovr  there  was  no  distinctly 
aTowed  political  agent  or  officer  there^  and 
expressed  his  belief,  that  if  that  Republic 
had  not  been  left  without  an  agents  this 
military  occupation  could  not  have  taken 
place*-4n  occupation  which,  he  trusted, 
would  not  last  long — and,  further,  that  the 
nations  <^  £urope  would  not  recognize  the 
principle  upon  which  that  occupation  had 
been  carried  into  effect. 

Mr.  O'Cvnnell  said  the  matter  lay  in  the 
narrowest  compass.  The  State  of  Cracow 
had  not  violated  the  treaty  in  any  part ;  but 
the  three  protecting  Powers — the  three  plun- 
dering Powers,  as  he  should  call  them — ^had 
been  guilty  of  the  grossest,  most  undisguised, 
and  unmitigated  violations  of  treaty.  In 
their  note  itself  they  did  not  pretend  that 
this  act  came  withir  the  terms  of  the  treaty, 
and  yet  they  marched  their  troops  into  the 
neutral  territory  that  ought  to  have  been 
protected  by  the  guarantee  of  France  and 
England,  and  thereby  committed  what,  on 
a  small  scale  would  have  been  a  felony, 
and  what  in  the  circumstances  amounted 
to  land  piracy.  It  was  said,  that  Austrians 
beins  sent  to  occupy  Cracow,  instead  of 
Russians,  sreatly  mitigated  the  evil.  It 
was  a  mitigation  only  of  that  kind  which 
had  been  dealt  out  to  the  Spanish  noble- 
man, who,  being  sentenced  to  be  executed, 
pleaded  the  rights  of  nobility  as  an  exemp- 
tion from  that  punishment,  and  a  silken 
rope  was  handed  to  him  instead  of  a  hempen 
hidter.  Would  any  one  assert  that  the 
Queen  of  Spain  would  have  a  right  of  war 
against  Great  Britain,  because  there  were 
Carlists  in  that  House  ready  to  make  ar- 
rangements to  support  Don  Carlos  ?  Cer- 
tainly not ;  and  yet  that  was  the  sort  of 
pretext  on  which  these  crowned  robbers 
had  marched  their  troops  into  the  Republic 
of  Cracow,  in  violation  of  its  neutrality  and 
independence.  Their  only  plea  was  their 
will  —  their  only  justification  was  their 
strength.  They  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  we  were  parties  to  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna,  and,  in  their  forgetfulness,  they 
treated  not  only  this  country,  but  France 
also,  with  the  grossest  contempt  and  con- 
tumely. It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
the  people  of  England  did  not  feel  strongly 
on  behalf  of  Poland.  That  feeling  was 
working  its  way  rapidly  in  every  country 
in  Europe,  and  these  despots  would  soon  be 
made  to  know  what  they  did  not  appear  to 
know  at  present —he  meant  the  effect  of 
their  being  so  glaringly  in  the  wrong  in 


their  of^reasion  of  Poland.  The  moral 
effect  of  their  atrocious  tyranny  was  working 
its  way  from  town  to  town,  from  city  to 
city,  and  would  speedily  teach  Russia,  that 
though  she  had  arms  of  steel  and  a  front  of 
brass,  her  feet  were  of  clay,  and  unable  to 
support  the  cumbrous  and  unwieldy  frame 
which  she  had  placed  upon  them.  With 
regard  to  Poland,  the  violation  of  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna  was  as  glaring  and  flagrant  a 
violatioTx  of  good  faith  as  had  ever  yet  been 
recorded  in  the  pages  of  history.  Poland 
had  been  the  general  spoil  of  Europe 
since  1771 ;  but  the  day  of  redress  and 
retribution  would  come.  The  feeling  in 
favour  of  the  Poles  had  been  checked  by  an 
erroneous  opinion,  that  if  Poland  were 
restored  the  old  system  of  villainage  would 
again  be  established.  This  was  quite  a 
mistake*  That  system  had  been  abolished 
since  1791*  and  had  never  been  re-estab- 
lished, except  in  the  portions  appertaining 
to  Russia.  In  1817>  the  Code  Napoleon 
had  been  introduced,  and  vassalage  had 
not  been  re-established.  It  was  high  time 
for  both  the  Legislature  and  the  Ministry 
to  assume  a  firm  attitude,  and  speak  with  a 
loud  and  determined  tone  on  the  subject  of 
Poland.  Russia  would  not  be  at  rest. 
With  the  loss  of  motion  she  would  lose  her 
momentum.  She  was  a  barbarous  nation, 
made  up  of  a  half-civilized  population,  and 
demi-barbarised  and  courtly  slaves,  who 
bowed  down  at  the  beck  of  a  despot.  Mi- 
nisters must  now  speak  out,  or  they 
next  would  hear  of  the  seizure  of  the 
Bosphorus  and  Constantinople.  It  was 
time  to  do  justice — not  only  to  Poland  but 
to  Sweden;  and  unless  it  were  speedily 
accomplished,  Europe  must  be  plunged  in 
war.  It  was  time,  too,  to  make  inquiries 
after  the  Russian-Dutch  loan.  But  how 
was  the  crime  against  the  inhabitants  of 
Cracow  made  out?  If  there  were  traitors 
in  Russia  corresponding  with  Cracow,  why 
were  they  not  tried  and  punished  }  No  charge 
had  been  made,  except  that  of  the  wolf 
against  the  lamb —the  vulture  against  the 
chicken —  and  on  such  trumpery  grounds, 
on  a  mere  assertion,  without  the  slightest 
proof,  400  persons  had  been  sent  from  their 
homes,  from  their  country,  and  from  their 
families.  Should  such  things  be,  and  no 
indignant  cry  be  raised  against  the  monsters 
who  caused  them  ? 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  was  understood  to  say 
that  the  power  of  public  opinion  would 
exercise  its  influence  to  check  such  pro- 
ceedings. The  wrong  committed  against 
Cracow  had  stricken  terror  into  the  north- 
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« :it  part  of  what  had  fallen  from  his 
iVieiul  he  cohcurred,  and  he  must 
.it  a  portion  of  what  his  noble  Friend 
;id  did  him   honour;   but  he  was 
to  say^  that  there  were  other  parts 
same  speech  from  which  he  entirely 
ccd,  and  that  he  could  not  but  con- 
those  parts  did  his  noble  Friend  dis- 
As  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Lord>  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
.    Department^  hs  entirely  dissented 
it.     He  thought  that  speech  was  in 
.  contradiction  to  the  sentiments  cx- 
J  by  the  noble  Lord  sitting  beside 
and  which  was  likely  to  produce  an 
ssion  directly  the  reverse  of  what  was 
y  to  arise  from  the  language  used  by 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs.   Accord- 
to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
Home  Department^  the  three  northern 
nrts  had  a  right  to  commit  a  flagrant 
■tation  of  a  treaty — of  a  treaty  to  which 
1  Inland  was  a  party,  and  in  which  the 
olc  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Af- 
irs,  told  them  that  the  honour  of  England 
IS  committed.  Was  it  not  then  an  affront 
iton  them  that  there  should  be  a  violation 
*  so  important  a  treaty  as  that  of  Vienna 
-a  treaty  which  had  settled  the  affairs  of 
ii  Europe,  and  on  which  the  possessions  of 
very  state  in  the  world  were  based  ?   Was 
I  nothing,  he  would  ask,  that  such  a  treaty 
iiould  be  violated  and  infringed?     Was  it 
iot  incumbent  upon  them  to  resent  such 
.ui   insult?      Or  should  they  submit  pa- 
liently  to  see  that  treaty  trampled  upon  by 
arrogant  and  overbearing  northern  Courts  ? 
This  was  a  question  which  involved  the 
laws  of  nations ;  and  what  had  been  done 
he  considered  involved  the  honour  and  in- 
terests of  England.     How,  he  would  ask, 
had  it  happened,  when  the  three  northern 
Powers  were  bound  up  in  alliance  with 
us,  they   did  not   go   even   through  the 
mere  courtesy  of  informing  this  country 
what  they  were  going  to  do  ?     Or  how, 
he  would  ask,  had  it  happened  that  no 
complaint  had  been  made  of  this  omission? 
Even  if  it  could  be  clearly  proved,  which 
he  denied^  that  these  Powers  had  a  right  to 
make  the  demand  which  led  to  the  occupa- 
tion of  Cracow,  still  the  outrage  and  insult 
ofiered  to  England  could  not  on  that  ac- 
count be  deemed  the  less.  His  noble  Friend 
had  been  obliged  to  tell  them  he  would  not 
give  an  answer  to  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
because  he  had  not  official  information  upon 
the  subject:  that  reply  carried  additional 
condemnation  on  this  Government.     Why 

2iad  they  not  offidal  informatiou  ftQux  the 


resident  at  Cracow?  It  was  his  duty  to 
transmit  the  intelligence  of  which  tliey 
were  now  in  want.  He  trusted  that  the 
speech  of  his  noble  Friend  was  a  prelude 
to  an  alteration  in  his  policy — that  it  in- 
dicated a  serious  intention  thenceforwanl 
to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  events  such  as 
those  now  referred  to.  He  trusted  that, 
with  regard  to  Cracow,  the  Government 
would  not  remonstrate  in  the  same  feeble 
and  unworthy  manner  which  it  had  done 
with  respect  to  Poland.  He  could  not  help 
observing  upon  the  feeble  and  vacillating 
course  pursued  by  the  Government  in  its 
foreign  policy.  He  was  not  insensible  to 
its  merits  in  other  respects.  He  applauded 
the  members  of  the  Government  for  what 
they  had  done  for  this  coimtry ;  he  sup- 
ported, and  should  continue  to  support 
them,  but  that  should  not  prevent  his 
speaking  out  boldly,  manfully,  and  plainly, 
nor  from  reprobating  their  conduct  upon 
those  ix)ints  where  he  considered  they  de- 
served reprobation.  He  rejoiced  that  the 
Government  were  becoming  stronger  every 
day ;  the  strength  which  the  Ministry  de- 
rived from  the  country,  and  the  favour 
with  which  they  were  regarded,  would  in- 
duce them,  he  hoped,  to  satisfy  the  ])eoplc, 
not  only  in  their  domestic  policy,  but  also 
as  regarded  their  foreign  policy ;  a  subject 
which  he  regarded  as  not  less  im])ortant. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  was  then  read, 
and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  for 

Municipal  Reform— (Ireland.)]  On 
Clause  46,  providing  that  persons  offending 
under  the  case  and  discovering  others  to 
have  offended  within  a  twelvemonth,  to  be 
discharged  from  all  penalties, 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  could  not  avoid 
thinking  that  this  clause  was  totally  incon- 
sistent  with  propriety.  He  could  perfectly 
understand  why  a  person  guilty  of  an  offence 
should  be  discharged  from  the  penalties 
thereby  incurred,  on  becoming  king's  evi- 
dence—but when  the  particular  privilege 
of  the  franchise  was  to  be  conferred  on  an 
individual  on  the  supposition,  of  course,  that 
he  was  duly  qualified  for  the  exercise  of 
that  franchise — upon  what  principle  was  it, 
he  would  ask,  that  if  that  individual  was 
known  to  have  offended  in  any  way,  he 
was  deprived  of  all  right  to  such  franchise, 
but,  that  should  he  give  evidence  of  another 
person  having  committed  an  offence,  he  was 
not  only,  in  consequence  thereof,  discharged 
from  all  penalties  imposed  by  his  own  of- 
fenoei  but  actually  Ii9d  restore  to  him  the 
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exercise  of  Lis  franchise?  The  wlwk* 
foundadon  of  the  argument  in  favour  of  it 
was  merely  this, — that  a  person  having  dis* 
qualified  himself,  and  having  become  unfit 
for  the  exercise  of  that  privilege,  was,  on 
convicting  another,  to  have  entirely  restored 
to  him  that  privilege.  [The  Attorney  Gen- 
rai:  Such  is  the  law  in  England.^  It  might 
be  a  very  convenient  argument  to  say  that 
it  was  a  previous  enactment,  they  had  there- 
fore adopted  It ;  but  he  submitted  that  what 
had  been  stated  by  the  Attorney-General 
was  no  answer  to  his  objection.  Whether 
the  principle  were  sanctioned  by  custom  or 
pre(»dcnt^  it  appeared  in  his  (Mr.  Young':}) 
opinion  to  be  one  of  the  most  injurious  pro- 
visions that  could  be  made  for  the  morals 
of  the  people. 

Mr.  OConnell  observed  that  this  provi- 
sion was  taken  from  the  English  Act.  One 
man  escaped  punishment  when  he  gave  evi- 
dence against  another,  and  upon  die  same 
principle  was  this  provision  framed. 
Clause  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 
On  Clause  48, 

Mr.  Shatv  said,  that  the  Bill  of  List  year 
made  the  election  by  seniority  in  case  of 
the  absence  of  the  mayor,  whereas  this 
clause  in  that  case  added  one  more  to  the 
innumerable  elections  that  were  to  be  held 
under  the  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Ped  objected  to  the  clause 
altogether.     Mayors   of  towns  elected  by 
popular  suffrage,  should  not  be  justices  of 
peace.    All  that  applied  to  corporate  sheriffs 
would  apply  also  to  corporate  justices.    The 
mayor  as  a  justice  was  entirely  indqiendent 
of  the  LordXhanoellor,  and  could  not  be  re- 
moved in  a  summary  manner,  as  a  justice 
of  the  peace  might  be.     In  Ireland  it  was 
was  found  necessary  to  act  upon  a  different 
rule  with  regard  to  county  Magistrates  from 
that  pursued  in  England.  There  was  a  sum. 
niary  power  in  Ireland  to  remove  Magis- 
trates.    In  England  the   I^ord-Chanccllor 
rarely  removed  a  Magistrate,  unless  he  was 
convicted  of  some  offence ;  but  in  Ireland 
the  practice  was,  without  waiting  for  any 
conviction — upon,  for  instance,  the  ground 
of  partiality  or  general  unfitness  to  do  so. 
Complaints  were  made  on  this  subject  by 
General  Burke  and  Mr.  Barrington  in  their 
evidence  before  the  Committee  in  1825, 
upon  the  express  grounds  that  town  Magis- 
trates were  not,  as  county  Magistrates  were, 
subject  to  the  direct  control  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.    These  witnesses  were  asked, 
had  not  tlie  King's  Bench  authority  to  act 
in  reference  to  this  subject — and  their  re- 
ply was,  that  although  the  King'fl  Bench 


could  interfere,  yet  tliat  tlierc  would  be  so 
much  expense  and  delay  attending  any  pro- 
ceedings in  that  court  that  the  remedy 
would  be  as  bad  as  the  disease.  He  mu&t, 
Uierefore,  contend,  that  inasmuch  as  these 
elections  were  to  be  made  by  the  exercise 
of  popular  suffrage,  instead  of  by  self-elec 
tion,  they  derived  from  it  no  new  security 
with  respect  to  qualification^  or  for  having 
an  impartial  or  pure  administration  of  jus- 
tice. W^hen  the  English  Bill  was  brought 
forward  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  said,  it  was  his  wish  to  separate 
the  executive  fi*om  the  judicial  power,  and 
the  civic  functions  of  corporate  officers  from 
those  of  a  judicial  nature.  He  (Sir  R. 
Pe^)  knew  not  what  object  was  gained  in 
this  respect.  In  case  of  a  breach  of  the 
bye-laws  of  the  Corporation,  the  justice,  he 
himself  being  a  party  to  them,  and  to 
which  he  was  indebted  for  his  office  of 
mayor,  was  the  person  to  sit  in  judgment. 
By  such  a  provision  the  chances  of  a  per- 
fectly impartial  administration  were  greatly 
diminished.  He  therefore  opposed  the 
clause  altogether,  and  distinctly  declared  it 
to  be  his  decided  conviction  that  the  mayor 
of  a  town  in  Ireland  should  not  be  a  justice 
of  the  peace. 

Lord  Moriyeih  said,  that  as  the  mayor 
was  only  elected  for  a  year,  he  possessed 
very  little  power  to  do  mischief. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  defence  set 
up  by  the  noble  Lord  was  a  most  extra- 
ordinary one.  His  defence  was,  that  the 
mayor  being  elected  every  year,  his  power 
of  mischief  would  be  so  small,  no  s^prehen- 
sion  need  exist  upon  the  subject.  The 
noble  Lord's  defence  reminded  him  of  the 
defence  set  up  by  a  woman  who  was  accused 
of  having  had  an  illegitimate  child.  It  is 
true,  said  she,  I  have  had  a  child,  but  then 
it  was  a  very  small  one. 

Mr.  Roebuck  defended  the  clause,  and 
contended  that  the  country  never  could 
expect  to  have  good  judges  until  they  should 
be  elected  by  the  people  and  made  respon- 
sible to  them. 

Mr.  (yConnell  begged  to  caution  the 
gentlemen  opposite  against  sneering  at 
judges  who  had  been  elected,  inasmuch  as 
an  elected  judge  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  at  that 
moment  sitting  next  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth.  He  would  beg 
leave  to  remind  hon.  Members  that  by  the 
common  law  all  judges  were  elective,  and 
no  Act  of  Parliament  was  ever  passed 
taking  away  that  common  law  right.  As 
to  the  King's  Bench  removing  Ma^trates, 
they  cerlamly   had  the  power,  but  rexy 
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rarely  exercised  it.  The  return  to  the 
House  of  the  numher  of  Magbtrates  against 
whom  informations  were  granted  by  the 
King's  Bench  in  England,  for  several  years 
back  was  **  nil  *'  In  Ireland  he  only  recol- 
lected three.  He,  therefore,  did  not  rely 
upon  the  interference  of  that  court  to  keep 
the  Ma^trates  pure. 

Mr.  Shaiv  said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemanCMr.  O'Connell) might  spare  his  sym- 
pathy. It  was  true  he  had  been  elected  to  his 
office  by  a  popular  assembly — but  he  had, 
notwithsianding,  never  concealed  his  opin- 
ion even  from  the  body  who  had  elected  him 
— that  onprinciplea  popular  assembly  should 
not  have  the  election  of  a  judicial  oflBcer.  The 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck)  had,  at  least,  the 
merit  of  consistency — for  he  contended  that 
all  the  judges  of  the  land  should  be  elective, 
and  hold  their  offices  at  the  pleasure  of  the 
popular  voice — but  that  was  going  rather 
farther  than  he  apprehended  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  yet  prepared  to  go.  It  was 
their  inconsistency  which  he  attacked — 
they  had  adopted  a  difierent  principle  in  all 
their  legislation  for  Ireland  from  that  of 
this  Bill.  By  their  present  Constabulary 
Bill  the  Lord  Lieutenant  might  appoint  a 
stipendiary  Magistrate  to  every  one  of  the 
many  boroughs  in  question.  This  clause, 
taken  with  the  83d,  84th,  and  85th,  would 
establish  a  complete  system  of  village 
tyranny  in  Ireland,  for  the  town-council, 
which,  if  ever  established,  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  a  dominant  party — would  annually 
have  the  election  of  this  mayor,  and  the 
power  of  making  bye-laws  which  he  was  to 
execute.  These  bye-laws  were  to  create 
offences  and  impose  penalties ;  the  penalties 
to  be  recoverable  in  a  summary  way  before 
the  mayor  holding  office  at  the  will  and 
pleasure  of  the  town-council,  and  by  the 
85th  clause,  all  the  fines  arising  out  of  these 
convictions,  were  to  be  carried  to  the 
borough  fund. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  disagreed  from 
the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  Member  for 
Bath,  that  all  the  Magistrates  and  Judges 
should  be  elected.  He  would  much  prefer 
that  the  justices  should  be  appointed  by  the 
Government,  as  he  was  confident  justices 
so  appointed  would  be  much  less  likely  to 
be  swayed  by  party  prejudices  than  if  they 
owed  their  election  to  the  popular  voice. 

Lord  John  Russell  supported  the  clause, 
and  contended,  that  when  the  English  Bill 
was  going  through  the  House,  no  objection 
was  made  to  the  election  of  justices. 

Mn   Goulburn    said,  that   the   whole 


foundation  of  the  arguments  on  his  (Mr. 
(ioulbum's)  side  of  the  House  was,  that 
a  great  difference  existed  between  the  state 
of  society  in  England  and  Ireland.  Two 
parties  contending  for  power  unfortunately 
divided  that  country — municipal  power  was 
at  present  exclusively  vested  in  one,  and 
this  Bill  proposed  to  transfer  it  to  the 
other. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  agreed  that  in  matters 
of  legislation  the  jjajority  must  govern  the 
minority,  but  he  aJfogether  protested  against 
its  being  applied  to  the  administration  of 
justice.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
insure  as  much  confidence  in  the  pure  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland  as  they 
could  possibly  inspire,  and  he  contended 
that  that  could  best  be  achieved  by  vesting 
the  appointment  of  the  justices  in  the  hands 
of  the  Crown.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
said  that  the  highest  judical  offices  ought 
to  be  elective,  but  that  was  not  the 
principle  of  the  Government,  nor  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  By  this  Bill  the  Recorder 
was  to  be  appointed  by  the  Crown,  and  the 
principle  if  it  were  good  as  regarded  the 
Recorder,  why  should  it  not  hold  good  with 
respect  to  justices  ? 

Mr.  O  Loghlen  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  powers  to  be  conferred  on  the 
mayor,  as  a  justice,  were  supposed  to  be 
much  more  extensive  than  the  clause 
directed.  The  mayor  would  be  merely 
empowered  to  act  with  another  justice,  on 
a  summons  issued  under  the  bye-laws;  but 
from  their  decision  on  such  a  matter  there 
was  an  •  appeal  in  the  larger  towns  to  the 
Recorder,  who  had  jurisdiction  over  almost 
all  questions  of  a  civil  or  criminal  nature. 
In  the  smaller  towns  the  justices  of  the 
county  had  a  concurrent  jurisdiction  with 
the  mayor ;  and  from  their  decision  there 
was  an  appeal  to  the  assistant  barrister. 

Mr,  IVilliam  Roche  supported  the  clause, 
and  said,  that  even  under  the  bad  system 
at  present  existing  in  Ireland,  he  had  often 
seen  Magistrates  act  together  without  any 
bias  of  political  or  religious  feeling. 

Mr.  Finch  opposed  the  clause,  and  said, 
that  the  Attorney-General  for  Ireland 
defended  it,  not  so  much  because  it  was 
right  in  itself,  as  because  the  power  pos- 
sessed by  the  mayor  was  of  a  very  limited 
nature ;  but  if  this  power  was  likely  to  be 
used  by  a  party  man,  and  for  party  pur- 
poses, he  must  consider  the  clause  as  higlily 
objectionable,  and  he  should,  therefore,  op- 
pose it. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  whole 
principle  had  be^a  discussed  on  movin^g  the 
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instruction  to  the  Committee;  and  the 
House  having  dedded  that  the  same  prin- 
ciple should  be  extended  to  Ireland  as  that 
upon  which  the  English  Bill  was  based^  it 
was  now  quite  unnecessary  to  discuss  it. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

Clause  49— Power  in  Council  to  appoint 
town-clerks^  &c. 

Mr.  Sham  said,  that  this  clause  con- 
templated a  very  material  change  in  the 
office  of  town-clerk^  inasmuch  as  those 
officers  now  held  independent  offiices  for 
their  lives ;  whereas,  this  clause  made  them 
removable  at  the  pleasure  of  the  new  town- 
council;  and,  by  referring  to  the  115th 
clause,  it  would  be  seen  that  most  impor- 
tant functions  would  be  conferred  upon 
them  in  respect  to  the  nomination  of  juries, 
while  they  would  hold  their  offices  at  the 
mere  will  and  pleasure  of  probably  a  domi. 
nant  majority.  Then,  as  regarded  com> 
pensation  provided  by  the  DOtb  clause, 
great  injustice  would  be  done  to  the  exist- 
ing town-clerk,  who  held  an  independent 
office  for  life,  and  for  which  he  might  be 
deprived  of  compensation  by  what  was 
then  termed  a  re-appointment  to  an  office 
of  a  very  dififerent  nature— namely,  an 
annual  office,  from  which  he  was  remov. 
able  at  the  pleasure  of  the  town-council. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  53 — ^giving  the  appointment 
of  sheriffis  to  the  town-council. 

Mr.  (yLo^hkn  said,  that  after  the  inti- 
mation given  by  -the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  on  a  former  evening,  he* 
now  rose  to  propose  an  alteration  in  the 
clause  as  origintdly  framed,  and  intimated 
his  intention  of  ^vins  up  the  appointment 
of  sheriffs,  and  vestmg  it  in  the  Crown. 
At  the  same  time,  he  must  confess  that  he 
thought  it  of  not  much  importance,  in- 
asmuch as  the  Committee  were  aware  that 
by  what  were  called  the  new  rules  of 
Charles  2nd.,  the  Lord- Lieutenant  and 
Council  had  the  power  of  rejecting  the 
persons  elected  by  the  Corporation.  The 
sheriffs  by  "  the  rules"  were  not  allowed 
to  serve  if  disapproved  of  by  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  and  Council— and  such  power 
of  rejection  virtually  vested  in  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  the  appointment  to  the  office. 
There  was  only  one  difficulty,  arising  out 
of  the  power  of  the  Corporation  to  re-elect 
the  same  person,  and  that  difficulty  was 
got  rid  of  by  the  54th  clause  of  the  Bill. 
He  considered  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
would  have  given  the  appointment  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  but  as  a  difference  of 
opinion  appeared  to  exist  upon  it,  he  would 


not  oppose  the  introduction  of  words 
placing  the  appointment  in  the  hands  of 
the  Crown,  and  taking  it  away  altogether 
from  the  town-council. 

Mr.  Shaw  would  not  dwell  upon  the 
clause,  as  the  Government  had  yielded  the 
appointment  of  sheriffs  by  the  town-council, 
because  the  principle  was  untenable.  But  he 
must  dissent  from  the  doctrine  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Loghlen)  that  the 
appointment  was  before  virtually  in  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  from  the  power  given  to 
him  of  approbation  or  rejection,  by  the 
"  new  rules"  of  Charles  2nd.  The  truth 
was,  that  had  been  considered  a  mere  form  ; 
and  the  Lord-Lieutenant  and  Privy  Council 
had,  he  believed,  never  been  known  to 
exercise  it  in  the  rejection  of  a  corporate 
officer,  duly  chosen  by  the  Corporation^  in 
whom  the  election  was  vested,  until  the 
extraordinary  and  capricious  use  made  of 
that  power  by  Lord  Mulgrave,  in  the  case 
of  the  Corporation  of  Cork. 

Mr.  OLoghlen  was  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Recorder  of 
Dublin,  forgot  the  famous  case  of  Alder- 
man James,  where  three  times,  successively, 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  and  Privy  Coundl 
had  rejected  the  person  chosen  by  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin. 

Mr.  (yCotmell  protested  against  the 
proposed  alteration,  and  said  it  was  quite 
astonishing  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  Recorder,  should  be  so 
ignorant  of  the  history  of  the  Corporation 
of  Dublin.  Was  it  possible  he  should 
never  have  heard  of  Mr.  Curran's  cele- 
brated speech  on  the  occasion  of  Alderman 
James's  rejection — or,  having  heard,  could 
he  have  forgotten  it  ?  At  all  events,  he 
would  venture  to  assert,  that  to  his  dying 
hour.  Lord  Clare  never  forgot  that  memor- 
able speech;  and,  above  all,  he  would 
ask,  could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have 
forgotten  Lord  Clare's  speech  in  the  House 
of  Lords  upon  the  same  subject  ?  The  new 
rules  decidedly  gave  a  negative  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  and  Council,  and  that 
veto  was  exercised  in  the  case  of 
Alderman  James.  The  "  new  rules"  were 
established  for  the  purpose  of  excluding 
Dissenters  from  corporate  offices.  Those 
Dissenters  were,  in  most  instances,  descend- 
flnts  of  Cromwellians,  and,  therefore,  found 
little  favour  in  the  eyes  of  the  minions  of 
Charles  2nd.  He  regretted  exceedingly 
that  Government  shomd  have  made  he 
concession.  The  clause  as  it  stood  was  a 
good  one ;  and  no  man  could  possibly  be  a 
sbexiS)   under  the  BiU^   woo  was  sot 
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actually  approved  of  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant. 
The  Corporation  had  merely  the  power  to 
name  the  officers^  but  the  Government 
must  approve.  The  Bill  also  precluded  the 
Corporation  from  sending  the  same  person 
back  a  second  time,  and^  therefore,  the 
Government  possessed  a  veto  upon  the 
appointment,  which  might  be  looked  upon 
as  next  to  a  direct  nomination,  qualified, 
however,  and,  as  he  thought,  wisely,  by 
popular  election.  He  would  not,  under  the 
circumstances,  divide  the  House  upon  the 
subject.  He  yielded  the  appointment  di- 
rectly to  the  Crown;  and  although  he 
thought  it  unwise,  he  should  content 
himself  with  protesting  against  the 
change. 

Mr.  Shell  said,  it  must  be  admitted  the 
concession  was  a  most  important  one,  and 
one  that  he  trusted  would  be  felt,  and  have 
a  proper  influence,  as  well  amongst  hon. 
Members  opposite,  as  in  another  place.  In 
Ireland,  the  Crown  practicalljr  exercised 
power  in  the  administration  of  justice,  by 
striking  out  the  names  of  all  persons  ob- 
noxious to  the  Government  who  may  hap- 
pen to  be  called  upon  to  serve  as  jurors. 
After  the  great  sacrifice  which  Government 
had  just  made,  he  did  not  see  how  hon. 
Members  at  the  other  side  could  further 
continue  their  opposition. 

The  A ilornei^' General  said,  that  the 
learned  Member  for  Tipperary  had  referred 
to  what  had  been  the  practice  in  Ireland, 
but  which  was  so  no  longer.  Since  his 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  O'Loghlen)  came  into 
oflice,  the  practice  of  putting  jurors  aside 
had  been  entirely  abandoned,  and  during 
the  late  assizes  the  best  results  had  fol- 
lowed. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  admitted  that  the  altera- 
tion proposed  by  the  Attorney-General  for 
Ireland  was  a  most  important  one ;  but  he 
repudiated  the  idea  of  its  being  effected  by 
way  of  compromise.  It  was  not  a  conces- 
sion to  his  (Sir  Robert  Peel's)  side  of  the 
House ;  it  was  a  concession  to  justice :  and  he 
gave  his  Majesty's  Ministers  credit  for  the 
manliness  and  fairness  of  the  mode  in  which 
they  avowed  their  change  of  opiniou. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  that  he  hoped,  after  the 
confident  statement  of  the  Attorney-Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  O'Connell),  that 
he,  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  been  mistaken  or 
ignorant  with  respect  to  the  case  of  Alder- 
man James,  the  Committee  would  allow 
him  to  prove  from  the  Report  of  the  Cor- 
poration Commissioners,  that  his  (Mr. 
Shaw's)  view  rf  (he  case  ww  perfectly 


correct,  and  that  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  the  party  in  error.  The 
case  was  this — in  the  year  1790,  the  two 
branches  of  the  Corporation,  the  aldermen 
and  the  commons,  instead  of  agreeing  in 
the  election  of  a  Lord  Mayor,  (which  alone 
could  make  a  valid  election)  differed  and 
nominated  different  persons.  The  Board 
of  Aldermen  elected  idderman  James,  and 
the  commons.  Alderman  Harrisson,  and 
each  made  a  separate  return  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  rrivy  Council.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  Privy  Council  sent  both 
parties  to  a  new  election,  when  the  Lord 
Mayor  and  Aldermen  again  returned  Alder- 
man James,  and  the  commons.  Alderman 
Harrisson.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Privy 
Council  sent  them  back  a  second  and  a  third 
time,  but  the  result  was  the  same,  and  the 
corporation,  for  the  third  time,  made  the 
double  return  of  both  Aldermen  James  and 
Harrison.  The  question  on  these  double  re- 
turns was  then  argued  at  great  length  before 
the  Privy  Council,  and  the  Privy  Council, 
instead  of  rejecting,  approved  of  Alderman 
James — and  Lord  Clare's  speech,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member,  (Mr.  O'Connell)  had  aim 
luded,  fully  explained  the  ground  of  the  de- 
cision, and  disproved  the  assertion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Report  of  the  Commission- 
ers on  the  city  of  Dublin,  page  11,  stated, 
in  reference  to  the  case  in  question,  *^  Lord 
Clare,  in  a  speech  afterwards  made  by  him 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  declared  that  when 
double  returns  had  been  made,  it  had  been 
always  considered  as  almost  matter  of 
course  to  approve  of  one  of  the  parties  re- 
turned, and  that  by  this  means  the  question 
was  put  into  a  situation  of  being  tried  at 
Bar,  and  that  the  decision  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  Council  was  of  no  authority 
whatever.  If  Alderman  James's  election 
was  illegal,  that  decision  did  not  affect  to 
legalize  it,  but  merely  put  it  in  course  of 
trial  before  the  proper  tribunal."  He 
would  ask  whether  he  was  right  in  denying, 
or  the  learned  Gentleman  opposite  in 
asserting,  that  the  case  of  Alderman  James 
was  an  instance  of  a  due  election  of  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin  being  overruled  by 
the  rejection  of  the  individual  they  had 
regularly  chosen  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  Privy  Council  under  the  "new 
rules  ?  " 

Clause  agreed  to.        ' 

On  Clause  6o—- Officers  to  receive  com« 
pensation  on  removal,  being  read, 

Mr.  RoAuck  objected  to  the  clause  al«« 
together.  Was  it  to  be  endured  that,  be. 
cause  a  man  enjoyed  a  lucntive  office  fo( 
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twenty  years,  and  did  little  or  nothing,  he 
was  to  receive  compensation  for  it  for  the 
rest  of  his  life  ?  He  thought  the  House 
might  leave  the  question  of  compensation  to 
the  town-council ;  and  if  none  were  given 
hy  that  hody  they  might  rest  assured  none 
was  deserved. 

Mr.  Lefroy  proposed  an  amendment  to 
this  clause^  ensuring  compensation  to  cer- 
tain  persons  holding  offices  under  charter 
in  the  city  of  Cork. 

Mr.  Shaw  thought  the  words  of  this 
compensation  clause  obscure.  It  did  not 
sufficiently  provide  for  the  compensation  of 
officers^  who^  though  they  held  their  offices 
in  form^  from  year  to  year,  yet  virtually 
held  them  for  their  lives,  and  had  many  of 
them  ahandoncd  other  profitable  pursuits 
in  order  to  accept  them.  Then,  as  to  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin,  it  did  not  provide  compen- 
sation for  the  loss  he  would  sustain  by  not  hav- 
ing the  profits  of  the  Court  of  Conscience  the 
year  after  his  mayoralty,  as  now  secured  to 
him  by  the  Act  of  33rd  of  George  3rd.,  ch. 
1 6 ;  also  as  to  the  aldermen  of  Dublin^ 
who  not  only  were  to  lose  their  offices  and 
stationSjbut  the  Corporation  Commissioners 
had  reported  that  each  of  them  had  been 
600/.  out  of  pocket  by  election  to  the  office. 
He  (Mr.  Shaw)  considered  the  case  against 
the  Dublin  aldermen  as  one  of  great  nard- 
ship  and  injustice. 

Mr.  Ijrfroy  contended  that  there  were 
six  aldermen  of  the  wards  in  Cork  who, 
as  Magistrates,  were  entitled  to  preside  in 
the  Court  of  Conscience  in  that  city.  They 
were  entitled  to  receive  fees — they  had  a 
vested  right  in  these  offices  for  life,  and 
were  therefore  entitled  to  compensation. 

Colonel  Perceval  called  the  atention  of 
the  Committee  to  the  monstrous  injustice 
that  would  be  inflicted  upon  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  if  no  compensation  were 
provided  for  him.  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  was  entitled  to  act  as  president  of 
the  Court  of  Conscience  the  year  after  he 
filled  the  office  of  Lord  Mayor.  From 
this  office  he  derived  a  sum  of  about  1,500/., 
and  would  it  be  contended,  that  in  conse. 

?[uence  of  the  abrupt  termination  of  a  system 
ike  that  which  at  present  existed,  he  was 
to  be  deprived  of  compensation  for  the  loss 
which  must  arise  to  him  from  the  passing 
of  the  present  Bill?  The  present  Loi3 
Mayor  of  Dublin  was  an  industrious  and 
most  respectable  citizen,  who  had  reached 
the  distinguished  situation  which  he  at 
present  filled  with  the  respect  and  esteem 
of  all  parties  [hear].  The  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  was  put  to  great  expense  b  main. 


taining  the  dignity  of  his  office,  and  he 
mainly  depended  upon  the  emoluments 
arising  from  the  Court  of  Conscience  in 
the  succeeding  year  to  indemnify  him  for 
his  losses  during  the  year  of  his  mayoralty. 
It  must  be,  therefore,  cruelly  unjust  to  de- 
prive him  of  compensation. 

Mr.  (yLoghlen  said,  that  the  Court  of 
Conscience  was  a  civil  court,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  compensation  was  pro- 
mised in  the  terms  of  the  clause  for  such  a 
case. 

Mr.  OConnell — It  is  quite  out  of  the 
question  to  give  this  man  compensation. 
He  is,  forsooth,  president  of  the  Court  of 
Conscience,  and  therefore  must  get  com- 
pensation. It  is  called  the  Court  of  Con- 
science because  conscience  never  enters  it. 
At  all  events  the  Bill  does  not  do  away 
with  the  Court,  and  therefore  he  has  no 
claim  for  compensation.  With  respect  to 
Mr.  Morrisson,  he  was  a  very  good  inn- 
keeper, but  totally  unfit  to  be  elected  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin. 

Colonel  Perceval — I  cannot  hear  the  ob- 
servations which  have  just  fallen  from  the 
learned  Member  without  telling  him  that 
the  present  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  is  re- 
spected by  every  honourable  man  in  society 
whose  respect  is  worth  having.  The  Lord 
Mayor  has  raised  himself  to  the  station  which 
be  at  present  tills  by  his  honest  industry,  and 
never  was  accused  of  living  upon  money- 
wrung  from  the  most  wretched  peasantry  in 
the  world.  This,  at  all  events,  was  the 
first  time  that  ever  the  breath  of  slander 
or  calumny  was  vented  against  him. 
I  appeal  to  the  hon.  Members  at  both 
sides  of  the  House,  whether  or  no  I 
have  exaggerated  in  the  slightest  degree 
when  I  state  that  the  present  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  possesses  the  universal  esteem  of 
all  those  who  have  marked  his  honour- 
able career  through  life.  I  should  be 
at  a  loss  to  discover  why  it  is  that  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  should  be  subjected 
to  the  attacks  of  the  learned  Member,  were 
it  not  that  he  had  once  lauded  him  as  his 
friend.  I  remember  myself,  when  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Mayor  was  the  subject  of  the 
learned  Gentleman*s  panegyric,  and  I  my- 
self, when  unknown  to  the  learned  Member, 
was  present  when  he  lavished  the  most 
fulsome  praises  upon  him.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  Alderman  Morrisson  was  once  in 
an  humble  station  of  life,  and  it  is  equally 
true  that  he  once  kept  an  hotel ;  but  was  that 
a  reason  why  he  should  have  been  spoken  of 
in  the  taunting  and  disparaging  manner  in 
which  the  learned  Member  had  indulged. 
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I  have  known  the  present  Lord  Mayor 
idncc  my  childhood,  and  an  honest er  and  a 
purer  mind  never  was  possessed  by  any 
man. 

Lord  Morpeth  bore  his  testimony  in  fa- 
vour of  the  respectability  of  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin ;  but  he  begged  to  remind  the 
House,  the  question  before  the  House  was 
one  of  recompense  for  loss  of  emolument. 

Mr*  Shan)  denied,  that  any  provision 
was  made  by  the  Bill  sufficient  to  compen- 
sate  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  in  respect 
of  the  Court  of  Conscience,  as  the  Bill  pro- 
vided that  tbe  Mayor  was  to  preside  in 
that  Court,  and  not  the  Mayor  of  the  year 
preceding.  He  could  not  but  say  a  word 
jn  behalf  of  the  truly  estimable  individual 
who  now  held  that  office,  in  reply  to  the 
unwarrantable  attack  made  against  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Connell). 
He  (Mr.  Shaw)  could  suggest  an  additional 
reason  to  those  urged  by  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  (Colonel  Perceval),  for  the  at- 
tack made  upon  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
O'Connell.)  It  was,  that  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  had  been  considered  asofliberalopin. 
ions,  and  friendly  to  the  cause  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  It  was  true  that  he  had  kept  an 
hotel  in  the  city  of  Dublin,  but  was  that  any 
reproach  to  him  ?  Alderman  Morrisson  had 
now  retired  from  business,  having  raised  him- 
self by  his  talents  and  industry  to  the  highest 
office  in  his  native  city,  and  having  arrived 
at  old  age  with  the  good  will  and  univer- 
sal esteem  and  respect  of  every  class  and 
denomination  of  his  fellow  citiisens. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  up  to  82  agreed  to. 

House  resumed ;  Couimittee  to  sit  again. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday ^   March  21,    1836. 

MmuTBfl.3  Petition  pnsieDted.  By  Uie  Dulwof  Wkluno- 
TON,  Lord5  Stmawtord  and  Wiiarxclippk,  and  Viscount 
STRAN«yonD,  fkvm  several  Plaoc9,->>iigainBt  Porta  of  the 
EoderiMtieMl  CoiuW  BUI.— By  I.ord  DoKe^MifoN,  fmm 
the  City  of  IxmdoB«  agaioat  Flogging  in  the  Anny  and 
Navy.— By  Lord  WttARNCLirrs,  from  the  Medical  Prao* 
titioners,  f(Mr  RemuDeratioii  for  tbefar  Attenduice  at 
Ceifcaner^  laquatB;  ftwn  Biidllagtoo,  tot  the  Better 
Obienraiiee  of  the  Sahbath. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS^ 
Monday,  March  21,  1836. 

MiNms.]  Bills.  Read  a  Moondtiine;  Mutiny  i  Marine 
Matmy, 

FeUiioiie  |ifowutcJ.  By  Sir  GaoMa  SnueBLAivo,  from 
Donewter,  ttg/uaU  a  Clause  in  the  English  Commutation  of 
TUImr  eilLp^y  tbe  Attobjikt-Gsxcbai.,  tntai  Z6»ih 


huigh,  for  Eqwdiaing  the  Post*Hone  Duty.— By  Mr. 
Waklbt,  from  Dorking*  for  Remuneration  to  Medical 
Men  for  attending  Coroner's  Inquests. — By  Sir  Ojcobok 
Staicklandi  from  Walton,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Soap 
Duties. — By  Mr.  Hvmr,  from  Ixnidonderry,  against  any 
Grant  for  Building  Barracks  there;  Arom  HitdUn,  for 
loaUng  Landlords  liable  for  the  payment  of  Poor-Rates 
instead  of  the  Tenants.— By  Mr.  Wilks,  from  the  Union 
of  Royston,  for  Extending  the  time  for  the  Repayment  of 
Sums  borrowed  by  Parishes  under  the  Poor-Law  Act— By 
Sir  William  MoLsawoRTRf  from  a  Nomber  of  Places  in 
Cornwall,  against  tlie  Tithe  on  Fish  caught  in  the  Sea. — 
By  Mr.  Humb,  from  Newtown^  Limavacly,  for  Amending 
the  Laws  relating  to  Forgery ;  firom  Chatliam,  against  the 
UnionofChurdi  and  States  from  Glasgow,  for  Releasing 
immediatdy  all  Persons  Ccmfined  for  selling  Unstamped 
Publications.— By  Mr.  Wiuca,  lirom  Leicester,  for  perfect 
Religious  Liberty.— By  Mr.  CuBTSie,  and  several  other 
Mcsiaaaa,  ftomGrinstead,  Wareham,  and  other  Places, 
— for  Relief  to  the  Dissenters;  also  against  the  Additional 
Duty  on  Spirit  Licences.— By  Colonel  Gobs  Lanoton, 
Sir  O.  Strickland,  Messrs.  Hums  and  Wilks,  and 
several  other  Hon.  MaiiBBRa, —  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty 
OD  Newspaper  Stamps.— By  Colonel  Gobb  Lanoton, 
tram  Penons  at  South  Bonham  and  Mills,  gainst  having 
been  Disfranchised  at  the  last  Revirion  of  Voters  for  the 
County  of  Somerset. 

Municipal  Corporations'  Act.] 
The  House  went  into  a  Committee  on  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Act  Amendment 
Bill. 

On  Clause  6,  (in  such  cases  where  the 
council  of  a  city  or  horough  had  not  elected 
a  mayor^  that  the  electors  in  general  should 
be  empowered  to  proceed  to  the  election  of 
that  officer) — 

Sir  Edward  Knaichbull  proposed^  as  an 
amendment^  that  in  every  borough  in 
which  the  mayor  shall  not  have  been 
elected  before  the  passing  of  the  Act,  the 
council  shall^  on  the  21st  day  after  passing 
of  this  Act,  proceed  to  elect  a  mayor ;  and 
in  case  of  an  equality  of  votes,  in  any 
election  of  mayor,  the  Alderman  who  shall 
have  been  elected  by  the  greatest  number 
of  votes,  shall  have  a  second  or  casting  vote. 

The  Attorney^General  objected  to  the 
amendment,  on  the  ground  that  the  con- 
stituency of  a  place  had  not  in  contempla- 
tion, when  they  voted  for  a  particular 
councillor,  the  intrusting  him  with  such 
power.  The  clause,  as  it  stood  in  the 
Bill,  would  be  only  applicable  to  the  bo- 
roughs of  Newport  and  Rochester. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  clause. 
Ayes  111;  Noes  42  ;  Majority  69. 

Clause  at^reed  to. 

Bill  went  through  the  Committee^  and 
the  House  resumed. 

Constabulary  (Ireland).]  The 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Constabulary  ( Ireland)  Bill. 

On  Clause  1, 

Mr.  French  wished  to  have  the  words^ 
exempting  the  expense  of  removing  trant* 


^ 


439 


Constabulary  {  COMMON  S  } 


C  Ireland.  J 


440 


ported  felons  from  the  provisions  of  the  55th 
of  Geo :  3rd.^  which  it  was  proposed  to  re- 
peal^  omitted.  It  was  an  expense  he  did 
not  consider  the  counties  were  fairly  entitled 
to  and  one  which  he  felt  ought  not  to  be  re- 
tained. It  was  comparatively  of  recent 
date  in  Ireland ;  one  of  those  numerous 
compulsory  levies  by  which  the  grand  jury 
rates  had  been  swelled^  and  for  which  so 
many  charges  of  extravagant  expenditure 
had  been  made  against  the  gentry  of  that 
country.  Up  to  1815,  the  charge  for  re- 
moving convicted  felons  from  the  gaols  to 
the  seaports  for  transportation  had  been 
borne  by  the  general  government  in  that 
year,  chiefly  on  the  plea  of  assimilating  the 
practice  in  both  countries.  This  expense 
was  thrown  exclusively  on  the  Irish  coun- 
ties. This  reason,  however,  could  not  now 
be  urged ;  it  no  longer  existed.  Last  year 
the  English  counties  had  been  relieved 
from  this  burden,  and  he  trusted  a  similar 
course  would  be  pursued  towards  Ireland. 
Let  the  expenses,  up  to  conviction,  be 
borne  by  counties ;  after  conviction,  by  the 
nation  at  large,  although  the  expenses  of 
removal  fell  heavily  on  the  counties  distant 
from  the  place  of  embarkation.  It  had 
reached  as  high  as  12/.  a  man  in  the  county 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  and  in  the 
adjoining  county.  It  could  be  carried  into 
enect  at  a  trifling,  if  any  expense,  to  Go- 
vernment, with  so  large  a  force  at  their 
disposal  in  Ireland.  Twice  a  year,  after 
each  assizes,  an  arrangement  might  be 
made,  by  which  the  convicts  from  the  dif- 
ferent gaols  could  be  transmitted  across  the 
island  under  a  military  guard.  He  threw 
out  this  suggestion  for  the  consideration  of 
his  Majesty's  Government. 

The  Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer  admit-, 
ted  the  force  of  what  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon,  and  assured  him 
it  should  be  attended  to.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  trusted  the  amendment 
would  not  be  pressed. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  2, 

Mr.  Hume  objected  to  the  principle  of 
issuing  money  for  such  purposes  out  of  the 
consolidated  fund.  He  conceived  there  was 
no  control  over  the  expenditure,  and  he 
should  next  year  move  that  the  estimates 
for  the  police  be  laid  before  the  House, 
and  a  vote  taken  for  them  as  was  done 
with  the  army  and  navy. 

Mr.  W,  S,  O'Brien  agreed  with  every- 
thing that  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  but  if  his  principle  were  good 
for  anything  nest  yet^r  he  ought  to  apply 


it  at  present.  He  could  not  help  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  great 
increase  of  expenditure  created  by  the  Bill 
over  that  of  last  year.  The  Inspector- 
General,  under  this  Bill,  was  to  have  1 ,500/. 
a-year,  whereas  last  year  it  was  only  1,000/. 
He  could  only  account  for  this  from  the 
fact  of  the  appointment  being  about  to  be 
conferred  on  an  Englishman.  Government 
seemed  systematically  to  exclude  Irishmen 
from  every  appointment.  He  instanced 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland — the  Under-Se* 
cretary — the  Archbishop  of  Dublin — the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Works,  and  now 
the  Chief  of  Police. 

Viscount  Morpeth  thought  there  was  no 
reason  for  national  jealousy  on  such  a  sub- 
ject, as  the  heads  of  police  in  London  were 
Irishmen. 

Mr.  Goulburti  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  that  the  expense 
would  be  considerably  increased,  and  called 
upon  the  noble  Lord  to  give  some  estimate 
of  what  the  expense  would  be  under  this 
Bill. 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  the  expense 
would  not  be  increased  by  the  Bill. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  9, 

Mr.  French  considered  this  as  the  most 
objectionable  clause  in  the  Bill.  Not  only 
was  the  constitutional  mode  of  appointing 
the  constables  departed  from,  but  an  un- 
limited power  of  augmentation,  and,  as  far 
as  the  counties  were  ooncemed,an  unlimited 
power  of  taxation  was  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Lord-lieutenant.  Hitherto  the  ex- 
ercise of  this  power  had  been  limited ;  it 
depended  on  a  requisition  signed  by  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Magistrates — the  aug- 
mented force  was  paid  for  by  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  disturbed  district,  and  was  re- 
duced when  tranquillity  was  restored ; 
but  by  this  Bill,  as  it  at  present  stood,  those 
parts  of  the  country  where  no  disturbance 
had  taken  place  were  to  be  saddled  with  a 
portion  of  the  expense,  and  the  augmented 
force  was  to  remain  a  permanent  charge  on 
the  country.  To  remedy  his  he  proposed 
an  amendment  clause. 

Viscount  Morpeth  was  perfectly  willing 
to  adopt  that  portion  of  the  amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  which  related  to  the 
apportioning  the  expense  of  any  extra  force 
on  the  districts  for  which  it  was  required, 
and  would  be  prepared  to  add  words  to  that 
effect  to  the  22d  Clause,  which  was  the 
one  settling  how  the  expenses  of  this  body 
were  to  be  defrayed;  but  he  could  not  agree 

to  that  part  of  thQ  ameadm^t  wUch 


441 


Navy  Estimates* 


{March  21}         Navy  Estimatei. 


442 


limited  the  power  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  act»  save  authorized  by  a  requisition 
signed  by  a  certain  number  of  Magistrates. 
He  felt  it  was  contrary  to  the  principle  of 
this  measure,  that  it  would  have  the  effect 
of  creating  a  divided  responsibility  between 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Magistrates, 
which  was  by  no  means  desirable. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remainder  of  the  Clauses  agreed  to,  and 
the  House  resumed. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  supply. 

Navy  Estimates.]  Mr.  Charles  Wood 
moved,  "That  a  sura  not  exceeding 
26,370/.  be  granted  to  his  Majesty  for  de- 
fraying the  salaries  and  other  expenses 
of  the  officers  of  the  scientific  departments 
of  the  navy. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  what  the 
scientific  men  did,  and  he  should  like  to 
see  a  detached  Report  of  the  manner  in 
which  this  sum  was  to  be  expended. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood :  there  had  been  ex. 
cellent  charts  made  of  various  parts  of  the 
coast  of  Eneland  and  America,  from  actual 
surveys  ;  a  long  series  alse  of  observations 
on  the  tides  had  been  instituted,  the 
Observatory  at  Greenwich  was  included, 
and  many  improvements  which  had  been 
made  in  navigation ;  experiments  also  had 
been  made  to  secure  timber  from  the  dry 
rot,  and  various  other  objects  of  importance 
were  paid  for  by  this  vote  though  it  was  im. 
practicable  to  lay  a  detailed  account  of 
them  before  the  House. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  815,991/.  be  voted 
to  defray  the  charges  of  half-pay  to  officers 
of  the  navy, 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  explained  that  a  por- 
tion of  this  sum  was  allotted  for  the  half- 
pay  of  pursers,  but  the  sum  proposed  to 
give  them  would  be  saved  by  an  improved 
method  of  victualling  the  navy. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  thought  it  was 
a  great  injustice  to  put  officers  of  the  rank 
of  purser,  who  sat  at  the  table  of  the  ad- 
miral, on  the  half-pay  of  only  3s,  a-day. 
The  pursers  of  the  navy  were  ill-requited 
for  their  services.  Formerly,  they  had 
ships  to  live  in,  with  provisions  for  them- 
selves and  a  servant,  instead  of  being 
obliged  to  procure  board  and  lodging.  For- 
merly, pursers  of  twenty-six  years  servi- 
tude got  5s.  a-day ;  it  now  requires  thirty- 
five  years'  servitude  to  entitle  a  purser  to 
that  sum.  In  1814^  a  purser  of  ten  years' 
servitude  received  4^.  now  it  could  not  be  ob- 


tained under  twenty-six  years ;  and  every 
day  augmented  the  difference,  so  that  those 
now  on  the  four-shiUing  list  must  have 
served  forty  years  to  obtam  5s.  When,  in 
order  to  extend  to  this  class  some  show  of 
favour,  the  pensions  to  their  widows  were 
increased  10/.;  a  direct  refusal  was  ^ven 
to  extend  it  to  the  widows  of  those  whose 
husbands  had  died  during  the  war.  He 
must  take  that  opportunity  to  make  some 
observations  on  the  half-pay  of  naval  offi'* 
cers  generally.  There  was  no  department 
under  Government  of  which  the  clerks  did 
not  retire,  though  upon  half  the  number  of 
years'  services,  with  double  the  sum  of 
retirement  allowance  given  to  the  most 
eminent  officers  of  the  navy.  He  would 
not  mention  names  unnecessarily,  because 
that  might  appear  invidious;  but  to  quote 
one  example,  a  gentleman,  who  was  collector 
of  the  Customs  at  Barbadoes,  after  fourteen 
years'  servitude,  has  retired  with  1,000/. 
a.year.  The  oldest  and  most  distinguished 
admirals,  who  had  been  from  fifty-five  to 
sixty-five  years  in  his  Msnesty's  navy,  on 
retiring,  received  only  7^/*  10^.  a-year. 
A  judge-advocate-general,  or  first  clerk  to 
the  Treasury,  for  raty  years'  servitude,  re- 
ceived a  sum  nearly  equal  to  that  received 
by  the  oldest  admirals  and  vice-admirals  on 
the  Navy-List.  The  former  retired  with 
900/.  a-year.  A  vice-admiral  (the  rank  he 
held)  received  only  593/.  2^.  6d,  He  would 
mention  by  name  one  individual,  hoping 
the  case  would  make  its  due  impression  on 
the  House.  Sir  Robert  Barlow,  one  of  the 
most  zealous,  most  distingubhed,  and,  I 
will  say,  one  of  the  most  brilliant  officers 
of  his  Majesty's  navy,  in  consequence  of 
having  a  large  family,  accepted  the  situa. 
tion  of  a  Commissioner  of  the  Navy,  and 
for  that  office  received  1,000/.  He  had  a 
House  to  live  in,  with  the  other  advantages. 
At  the  end  of  sixteen  years  he  retired,  and  he 
received  I06/.  a  year  more  than  he  would 
have  received  had  he  remained  those  sixteen 
years  in  the  active  and  dangerous  service  of 
his  profession.  He  would  allude  to  another 
gentleman,  who  was  a  Commissioner  of  the 
Navy,  and  who  had  held  that  situation 
thirty-three  years, during  which  time  he  had 
always  lived  in  a  government  house,  and  had 
received  33,000/.  of  the  public  money,  as 
salary.  He  is  now  retired,  with  an  in- 
come of  750/.  a  year,  which  is  more  than 
an  admiral  can  possibly  receive  after  a  life 
of  servitude.  A  Vice-admiral  receives 
only  ^93/.,  and  a  Rear-admiral  only  456/., 
though  he  may  have  been  in  active  service 
all  his  life.     A  gentleman,  forty. nine  years 
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derk  of  the  certificates  in  the  Customs,  re^ 
tired  with  7<K)i.  a-year.  A  chief  derk  in 
the  AUen'ofBce  had  600^  a-year  retiring 
allowance.  The  same  sum  was  allotted  to 
the  secretary  of  the  Victualling  Board ;  and 
in  the  department  of  Stamps^  he  found  6OOL 
a-year  given  as  a  retiring  allowancej  after 
twelve  years'  service.  A  senior  clerk  in 
the  Treasury,  after  fifteen  years'  service, 
received  5fi5L  The  oldest  captain  of  the 
navy  had  hut  2G4/.  The  junior  post- 
captain  only  Q2SL,  and  that  was  exceeded  hy 
what  was  given  to  a  clerk  of  the  Navy- 
office,  after  twenty -three  years'  service.  A 
clock  in  the  Colonial-office,  for  only  fourteen 
years' servituite,received300/*a-year;  another 
gentleman,  for  ten  years'  services  as  ac- 
countant-general  of  the  Post-office,  had 
276/.  1 8^.  Sd»  A  landing  waiter  in  Ireland, 
after  thirteen  years'  service,  retired  upon 
SVSL  17^'  a*year.  An  individual  who  bad 
been  thirteen  years  a  clerk  in  the  delivery- 
office  of  the  Ordnance,  retired  with  171/. 
a*year — that  being  a  situation  to  which 
pursers  in  the  navy  would  be  equally  wdl 
adapted.  He  would  observe  that  the  oldest 
purser  in  the  navy  now  received,  after  fifty- 
six  years'  service,  95L  58*  per  annum. 
After  twenty-six  years  in  the  service  as 
pursers^  the  half-pay  was  limited  to  the 
paltry  pittance  of  Ss.  per  day,  or  56L  1 5s, 
a-year.  The  surgeons  in  the  navy  were 
worse  off  as  to  half-pay  than  assistant- 
surgeons  in  the  army,  the  latter  having 
more  half-pay,  after  twenty-five  years? 
service,  than  surgeons  of  the  navy  after 
twenty-nine  years.  Since  1815,  100  me- 
dical officers  of  the  army  had  been  pro- 
moted to  ranks  higher  than  regimental 
surgeons,  entitling  them  to  higher  half-pay, 
whUe  only  one  surgeon  of  the  navy  had 
been  promoted  to  any  higher  rank,  giving 
him  any  increased  half.pay.  The  army 
assistant-surgeon  got  7^*  a^day,  after  twenty 
five  years'  service ;  the  navy  assistant-sur- 
geon,if  he  serve  fifty-years  had  only5^.a-day . 
The  second  class  attendant  masters  of  dock- 
yards were  equally  hardly  dealt  with.  The 
full  pay  of  these  officers  was  but  220/. 
a-year.  It  was  no  wonder  that  men  of 
enterprising  spirit  felt  a  reluctance  to  enter 
the  navy,  when  so  many  instances  of  un- 
rewarded merit  and  inadequate  provision 
could  be  referred  to.  He  was  astonished 
that  the  naval  service  of  such  vast  and 
national  importance,  should  have  been  so 
unjustly  treated.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  look  narrowly  into  the  service,  they 
would  find,  that  in  spite  of  its  popularity, 
there  was  increasing  discontent  amongst 


the  members  of  the  profession.  He  was  wdl 
aware  that  the  gallant  Officers  opposite, 
who  now  formed  a  part  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty, would  be  very  gkd  to  see  justice 
done  to  their  brethren,  if  they  had  the  (^ 
portunity.  They  felt  that  those  who  had 
served  with  them  deserved  the  consideration 
of  the  country. 

Vote  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resumed. 

Jurisdiction  in  Dctrham.^  The 
Chancellor  of  ike  Exchequer  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  *'  for  more  perfectly 
uniting  to  the  Crown  the  County- Palatine 
of  Durham,  and  for  the  commodioos  ad- 
ministration of  justice  within  the  same.^ 
The  Bill  was  intended  to  carry  into  effect 
the  recommendation  of  the  Comniissioners 
of  Inquiry  relative  to  the  See  of  Dnrham, 
which  exhibited  a  strange  anomaly,  having 
dvil  as  well  as  ecdesiastical  functions 
attached  to  it.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  separate  these  functions.  A  reduction 
of  about  10,000/.  a-year  would  take  place 
in  the  revenues  of  the  bishoprie— 4,000/.  of 
which  would  be  taken  from  the  income  of 
Uie  Bishop,  leaving  him  9,000/.  a-year; 
and  the  Dean  and  Chapter  would  be  left 
in  the  administration  of  about  S0,000/.  »- 
year  for  the  instruction  of  the  children  of 
the  diocese.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
every  true  friend  to  the  Establishment 
would  assist  the  Ministers  in  availing  them* 
selves  of  the  first  opportunity  of  carrying 
the  recommendation  of  the  Church  Com- 
missioners into  effect. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  being  one  of  the  re- 
presentatives of  Durham,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  permit  him  to  offer  a  few 
words  on  a  subject  in  which  he  and  his 
constituents  were  so  deeply  concerned.  Ho 
hoped  this  Bill  would  do  nothing  to  lower 
the  dignity  of  the  Church.  He  was  per- 
suaded, that  neither  the  noble  Lord  nor  the 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
could  have,  personally,  any  such  intention ; 
but  such  would  be  the  consecxuence  if  they 
narrowed  the  income  of  the  Bishop  of  Dur- 
ham to  9,000/. — a  sum  totally  inadequate  to 
meet  the  calls  made  on  that  prelate.  The 
right  reverend  Gentleman  who  lately  pre- 
sided over  that  See^  by  his  admirable  conduct 
and  acquirements,  was  not  only  an  honour 
and  an  ornament  to  his  diocese  and  the 
county,  but  to  the  Church  in  general  and 
the  world  at  large.  The  other  hon. 
Members  for  that  county  and  city,  though 
differing  from  him  on  points  of  politics, 
would,  if  present,  heartily  concur  with  him 
in  that  tribute,  and  in  protesting  against  a 
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reductaon  yiAAA  would  make  tlie  revenues 
of  the  diooese  totally  inadequate  to  the  calls 
upon  them.  The  hite  Bishop  gave  not  less 
than  9,000^.  a-year  out  of  his  income  to- 
wards the  su[^ort  of  an  infant  institution 
in  Durham.  And  besides  many  other 
ftuch  donations^  he  contributed  lately  to 
aeveral  charitable  houses  throughout  the 
N<irth  of  England^  and  even  in  London. 
He  might  safely  say,  that  if  the  reductions 
proposed  in  the  Bill  were  effected,  so  great 
would  the  disproportion  he  between  the 
episcopal  revenue  and  the  expenses  of  the 
See,  that  in  a  few  years  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  find  a  worthy  divine  ready  to  enter 
into  the  latter.  Taking  into  consideration 
the  numerous  claims  on  his  munificence 
which  the  late  Bishop  had  to  meet,  and 
which  his  successor  would  be  expected  to 
act  up  to,  8,000^  or  9,000/.  a-year, — how- 
ever ample  an  allowance  for  a  private 
gentleman, — would  be  found  far  short  of 
what  would  be  sufficient  to  support  the 
honour  or  even  the  usefulness  of  the  See. 
Leave  given. 

HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Tueiday,  March  22,  1836. 

MlHimB]  PetStlons  presented.  By  the  Marquess  of  Laxb- 
DOWK B,  ftom  the  DebCon  Cooflned  in  WhitecrotMtxeet 
Prison,  fiir  an  Altenikm  io  Uie  Laws  of  Imprisonment  for 
Debt.— >By  Lord  Skklmkradals,  from  DoTcr.  for  the 
Repeal  of  tfie  Additional  Duty  on  Spirit  Licences {  from 
Onaslsiik,  ft*  RtUef  to  the  Agrieulluial  Interest. 

Entails  (Scotland).]  The  Earl  of 
Rasebenf  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  for  a  few  minutes  to  the 

E resent  state  of  the  law  of  Entails  in  Scot- 
md,  and  he  wished  to  ask  whether  any 
noble  Lord  intended  to  introduce  a  measure 
on  the  subject?  When  he  intimated  his 
intention  formerly  of  not  proceeding  with 
.a  bill  relative  to  this  branch  of  the  law,  he 
expressed  a  hope  that  means  might  be 
found  to  remedy  the  defect,  and  that  bills 
might  be  introduced  more  in  accordance 
with  the  views  and  sentiments  of  those 
who  did  not  approve  of  his  measure.  He 
was,  however,  sorry  to  state  to  their  Lord- 
ships, that  with  reference  to  such  a  hope 
he  had  been  altogether  disappointed.  He 
had  not  abandoned  the  question  altogether; 
but  whether  he  might  be  induced  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  extend  the  powers  now  granted 
by  the  law  of  entail  in  Scotland,  and  to 
remove  to  a  certain  degree  the  restrictions 
which  at  present  existed,  would  depend 
very  much  on  the  wishes  of  those  who 
were  immediately  interested  in  the  subject. 


Bankruptct,  Ir£lamd.3  Lord  Pluru 
ket  laid  on  the  table  a  bill  to  amend  the 
law  relating  to  bankruptcy  in  Ireland.  The 
object  of  the  measure  was  to  assimilate  the 
law  of  the  two  countries  on  this  subject 
He  was  anxious  to  extend  to  Ireland  the 
principle  of  the  improvements  in  the  bank- 
rupt law,  which  had  been  effected  by  the 
6th  of  the  late  King,  and  by  the  1st  and 
2d  of  his  present  Majesty.  It  was  proposed 
to  abolish  the  present  Commissioners  of 
bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  of  whom  there  were 
twenty.five,  and  to  substitute  one  Com- 
missioner only  for  the  administration  of 
this  branch  of  the  law.  In  making  this 
alteration,  there  was  not  the  roost  remote 
idea  of  casting  any  imputation  on  those 
gentlemen,  who,  he  believed,  had  per- 
formed their  duties  faithfully.  The  pro- 
position was  made,  because  it  would  facili« 
tate  the  objects  which  suitors  had  in  view. 

Bill  read  a  first  time. 

EcGLBSiASTicAL  Leasbs.^  The  Bishop 
of  Bath  and  Wells  presented  a  petition  from 
certain  holders  of  ecclesiastical  leases  in  the 
county  of  Somerset,  against  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Leases'  Regulation  Bill.  They  com- 
plained that  their  interests  would  be  ma* 
terially  injured  by  the  measure,  and  they 
prayed  their  Lordships  not  to  pass  it  into  a 
law.  The  petition  was  well  worthy  of 
their  Lordships'  serious  consideration. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  said,  this  bill 
had  emanated  from  the  labours  of  the 
Church  Commission,  and  was  a  measure  of 
very  great  importance.  When  they  were 
looking  forward  to  measures  of  reform  and 
improvement  in  the  church,  it  was  im- 
possible that  they  could  proceed  without 
introducing  some  measure  of  this  nature. 
The  petitioners,  it  appeared,  were  holders 
of  leases  of  ecclesiastical  property  granted 
for  lives,  and  were  apprehensive  that  their 
interest  would  be  injured  by  this  measure; 
but  he  did  not  know  how  such  property 
would  be  destroyed  or  deteriorated  by  the 
remedy  for  certain  abuses  which  was  pro- 
vided by  this  bill.  The  petitioners  prayed, 
because  they  objected  to  one  particular  part 
of  the  bill,  that  the  bill  itself  should  not 
pass.  Now,  this  appeared  to  him  not  to  be 
very  fair  or  reasonable.  A  multitude  of 
petitions  had  been  laid  on  their  table,  ob- 
jecting to  one  part  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Courts  Consolidation  Bill,  but  the  pe- 
titioners never  thought  of  praying  that 
their  Lordships  should  reject  the  measure 
altogether.  It  would,  therefore,  appear 
that  the  petitioners  had   some  particular 


447 


Deientiofi  of 


{COMMONfl} 


Mr*  Jetemie. 


object  in  view  when  they  called  on  their 
Lordships  not  to  pass  the  bill.  No  wish 
existed^  on  the  part  of  the  Church  Com- 
mission^ that  any  improper  restriction  should 
be  placed  on  the  rights  of  lessors ;  and  he 
would  say,  that  those  rights  could  not  be 
affected  in  any  manner  whatever  by  this 
measure.  If  anything  really  objectionable 
could  be  pointed  out  in  the  bill,  he  was 
convinced  that  those  who  drew  it  would 
not  be  slow  to  remedy  the  defect. 

The  Bishop  of  Bath  and  Wells  had 
taken  this  opportunity  to  present  the  pe- 
tition, because,  if  he  did  not  present  it 
now,  he  would  be  too  late  when  the  bill 
had  gone  through  a  Committee.  He  had 
also  presented  it,  because  he  knew  those 
from  whom  it  came,  and  he  was  certain 
that  they  entertained  no  other  object  or 
motive  save  that  which  was  set  forth  in 
the  petition.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  de- 
clared, that,  in  his  opinion,  the  petitioners 
were  justified  in  stating  that  the  measure 
would  be  prejudicial  to  their  interests. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tue&dayy  March  22,   1836. 

Miiiim8.1  Pettti(mi  preiented.  By  Mr.  Fowkll  Buxtok, 
ftom  a  great  Number  of  Places,  against  the  Sytton  of  Ap- 
prentioeship  among  the  Slaves.— By  Mr.  Fjktob,  from 
Dover,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Additional  Duty  on  Spirit 
l4icences.*->-By  Mr.  A.  Pklhau,  from  Lindsey  (Lincoln) 
for  giving  Remuneration  to  Constables  on  Apprehending 
Qffenden."By  Mr.  Hums,  from  Tottenham,  against  Sur- 
charges on  Assessed  Taxes.— By  Sir  Ronald  Fsrodson, 

\  fbom  Nottingham,  for  Alterations  in  the  R^tration  of 
Births  and  Marriages*  Bills;  also  fhim  the  same  Place, 
for  Munidpal  Reform  to  Ireland.— By  Messrs.  C.  Luan* 
iKGTotr  and  Wilks,  fh>m  two  Places, — ^for  Relief  to  the 
Dissenteit.— By  Mr.  Tiruc,  from  Edinburgh  and  Paisley, 
in  flivour  of  |Mr.  BvcKriroHAM's  Claims.— By  Messrs. 
YoBKB,  E.  A.  PauiAM,  W.  DiTNCOMBB*  and  other  Hon. 
Mrmdcrs,  from  many  Places,  for  Relief  to  fthe  Agri- 
cultural Interest— By  Mr.  Jobn  Fibldkn,  ftom  Roob* 
dale,  against  Church  Rates. 

Detention  of  Mr.  Jerbmie.]]  Mr. 
Hume  xnreaented  a  Petition  from  M.  H. 
Hitie  and  M.  L.  Letond,  agents  in  this 
country  for  the  inhabitants  of  the  Mauri- 
tius>  complaining  of  having  been  obliged  to 
pay  1,000/.  for  the  detention  in  this  coun- 
try of  Mr.  Jeremie.  The  petitioners  com- 
plained of  the  undue  administration  of 
justice  in  that  colony;  and  that,  though 
they  had  been  sent  over  to  this  country  to 
obtain  and  conduct  an  inquiry  into  the  sub- 
ject, Mr.  Jeremie,  a  most  important  witness 
in  support  of  their  case,  had  been  sent  out 
of  the  country  by  the  Government.  It  ap* 
peared  from  the  statements  contained  m 
the  petition,  that  the  petitioners  had  applied 


to  the  Colonial-office  for  the  detentioa 
this  country  of  Mr.  Jeremie,  a  most  i 
ant  witness  on  behalf  of  those  who 
claiming  justice  for  the  inhabitants  of  tlie 
Mauritius;  and  the  Colonial  Department 
of  this  country  had  refused  to  interfere, 
unless  these  claimants  consented  to  pay  the 
expenses  attendant    upon   Mr.  Jeremie's 
detention.     Rather  than  allow  that  learned 
gentleman  to  take  his  departure,  they  con- 
sented to   pay  1,000/.  into  the  hands  of 
some    individual    in    the    ColoniaLoffice* 
This  they  had  done  certainly  under  protest, 
in  order  to  obtain,  with  a  view  to  the  fur- 
therance of  justice,  the  evidence  of  a  public 
servant.     The  money  was,  however,  paid 
as  an  indemnity  to  Mr.  Jeremie,  and  the 
petitioners  calculated  that,  this  being  done;, 
it  was  the  intention,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
of  the  Government,  to  proceed  with  the 
inquiry  sought  fcr;  but  when  the  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
came  on,  his  Majesty's  Government,   hj 
the  mouth  of  the  non.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Devonport  (Sir  G.  Grey),  objected 
to   the  Motion, -and    thus  prevent^  an 
inquiry  as  to  whether    the  charges  and 
allegations  contained  in  the  petition  were 
well  or  ill-founded.    The  petitioners  then 
asked  for  the  payment  to   them  of  the 
money  back ;  and  the  answer  they  had  re- 
ceived at  the  Colonial-office  was,  that  the 
money  had  been  paid  over  to  Mr.  Jeremie. 
The  petitioners,  as  a  last  resource,  now 
came  to  the  House,  praying  its  interfer- 
ence, in  the  hope  that  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  would  be  taken  under  favourable 
consideration,  and  that  such  justice  would 
be  done  as  the  merits  of  the  case  might 
require.     In  conclusion,  he  must  say,  that 
it  little  became  the  Government  to  turn 
parties  round,  like  a  paltry  attorney,  and 
avail  themselves  of  a  mere  artifice  to  frus- 
trate the  just  demands  of  the  petitioners. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  the  good  feeling 
and  liberality  of  the  Government  would 
induce  them  to  do  the  only  justice  now  in 
their  power — ^namely,  to  return  the  sum  so 
paid  and  deposited. 

Sir  George  Grey  said,  that  he  could  not 
but  thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
for  having  furnished  him  with  a  copy  of 
the  petition  which  he  had  just  prcsentdi  to 
the  House ;  at  the  same  time  he  was  bound 
to  say,  that  the  statements  contained  in  the 
petition  were  wholly  at  variance  with  the 
facts  of  the  case.  He  invited  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  to  an  inspection  of 
the  correspondence,  from  which  he  would 
see  the  variance  in  the  statement  from  the 
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'fret  of  the  case  as  it  really  stood.  The 
petitkmers  came  from  the  Mauritius  in 
Fefaroary  of  the  last  jear  in  the  same  ship 
with  Mr.  Jeremie,  and  from  their  habits  g£ 
intimacy  with  that  Gentleman  must  have 
known  that  he  had  been  appointed  in 
October  last  to  a  Judgeship  in  Ceylon; 
and  yet,  thoueb  it  was  said  to  have  been 
intended  to  bring  the  subject  forward  dur- 
ing the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  it  was 
only  on  the  8th  of  January  last  that  any  hint 
was  suggested  that,  in  respect  to  the  in- 
quiry sought  for,  Mr.  Jeremie's  evidence 
was  necessary  or  important.  When  the 
notice  was  given  last  Session  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry,  the  petitioners  were 
told  that  Lord  Glenelg  would  give  no  op- 
position to  the  production  of  Mr.  Jeremie 
as  a  witness.  The  noble  Lord  expressed 
bis  readiness  to  grant  an  extension  of  leave 
of  absence  to  Mr.  Jeremie,  but  refused  to 
detain  him  except  on  Mr.  Jeremie*s  express 
consent*  The  petitioner,  Mr.  Hiti6,  was 
told,  that  if  he  could  arrange  with  Mr. 
Jeremie,  that  gentleman  miffht  remain  in 
this  country,  and  as  an  indulgence  and 
favour  to  the  petitioners,  all  dimculties  in 
the  shape  of  Mr.  Jeremie's  removal  would 
be  destroyed,  provided  a  deposit  was  made 
to  indemnify  Mr.  Jeremie,  the  balance  to 
be  repaid  on  the  inquiry  terminating.  The 
petitioners  availed  themselves  of  this  favour 
and  indulgence,  and  deposited  the  amount 
stated  in  the  hands  of  the  cashier  of  the 
Colonial  Department,  Mr.  Jeremie  having 
stated,  that  being  himself  an  officer  of  the 
Crown,  he  would  not  receive  the  money, 
except  through  the  ColoniaUoffice.  The 
money  was,  however,  so  deposited,  and  it 
was  idmost  immediately  afterwards  paid  to 
Mr.  Jeremie  on  the  written  order  of  M. 
Hiti6.  On  the  whole  circumstances  of 
the  case,  he  was  prepared  to  deny  that  any 
blame  could  attach  to  the  department  to 
which  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  belonged.  He 
could  not  consent  to  charge  the  public  with 
expenses  alone  consequent  upon  the  delay 
attributable  to  the  petitioners.  The  peti- 
tioners not  only  impeached  the  conduct  of 
the  Colonial-office,  but  also  that  of  almost 
every  public  officer  in  the  colony  of  the 
Mauritius.  Seeing  this,  was  it,  he  asked, 
possible  that  the  Colonial  Department 
could  interfere  ? 

The  Speaker  remarked,  that  before  the 
discussion  on  the  petition  should  go  further, 
it  was  desirable  that  the  House  should  be 
aware,  that  it  would  preclude  the  possibility 
of  the  important  business  on  the  paper  for 
to-day  being  proceeded  with. 
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Mr.  ffUks  thought  the  contents  of  the 
petition  well  deserving  the  immediate  at- 
tention of  the  House.  It  was  impossible 
that  the  statements  which  had  been  made, 
could  be  allowed  to  go  fortb  to  the  public 
without  observation. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  the  present  mo* 
ment  was  the  time  to  deal  with  this  matter. 
The  petitioners  merely  claimed  from  the 
Government  an  act  of  justice,  and  to  that 
they  were  entitled.  He  complained,  that 
pending  a  motion,  of  which  last  session  he 
had  given  notice,  with  reference  to  this 
matter,  Mr.  Jeremie  had  been  appointed 
and  sent  out  to  the  judgeship  at  Ceylon, 
the  Government  well  knowing  at  the  time 
that  it  was  his  (Mr.  Roebuck's)  intention  to 
make  such  a  motion.  Not  only  was  this 
the  case,  but  Mr.  Jeremie  had  actually  been 
sent  out  of  this  country  against  his  will,  for 
he  sought  for  and  wished  the  inquiry.  This 
fact  had  been  kept  back— there  had  in  this 
instance  been  a  suppressio  ven  by  the  hon. 
Baronet.  He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  had  beenhim. 
self  a  party  to  the  transaction,  and  he  owned 
that  he  had  felt  that  some  apology  was  due 
to  the  Colonial-office  on  the  offer  to  deposit 
the  sum  of  1,000/.  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
taining a  witness  necessary  for  the  ends  of 
public  justice.  He,  however,  had  been  as- 
tonished when  the  money  was  accepted,  and 
he  was  still  more  astonished  when,  after 
receiving  it,  an  inquiry  had  been  refused. 
There  had  befn  the  grossest  injilstice  in  the 
whole  transaction,  and  he  felt  that  the  only 
means  or  chance  of  wiping  off  the  stain 
cast  upon  the  Government  in  respect  to  it 
was,  the  repayment  by  the  Colonial-office  of 
the  money  so  paid  and  deposited. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Apprentiobship  in  the  Colokibs.] 
Mr.  FoweU  Bvxion  rose  to  move  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  working  of  the  apprenticeship  system  in 
the  colonies,  the  condition  of  the  appren. 
tices,  and  the  laws  and  regulations  respect* 
ing  them.  What  he  had  recently  heard 
from  his  hon.  Friend  of  the  intention  of 
Ministers  to  bring  in' a  Bill  to  compel  the 
continuance  of  that  Act  which  had  been 
allowed  to  expire  in  Jamaica,  gave  him  the 
greatest  satisfaction.  He  had  not  until  very 
ktely  expected  that  this  course  would  be 
pursued,  and  in  his  opinion  it  did  the  Go- 
vernment the  highest  possible  credit.  It 
would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  enter  at 
much  length  into  the  subject,  as  the  reasons 
for  a  Committee  must  be  obvious  to  all. 
The  very  importance  of  the  case  would  jus- 
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tify  inquiry,  afiectiog  m  it  did  0  great  laul. 
litude  of  people — ^not  merely  inhabitants  of 
our  own  coloniea,  but  five  millions  of  the 
slaves  of  other  Christian  countries,  whose 
only  hope  was  to  he  derived  from  the  moral 
influence  of  the  example  of  Great  Britain. 
Another  ground  was,  the  deep  interest  felt 
by  the  people  of  this  kingdom,  and  no  one 
would  pretend  to  say,  that  the  feeling  was 
either  partial  or  transient.  They  had  the 
satisfaction  of  knowing,  that  when  the 
twenty  millions  were  paid  no  complaints 
were  made  by  their  constituents  in  conse- 
quence of  this  immense  sum  being  taken 
for  the  abolition  of  slavery.  The  people  of 
England  had  paid  the  money,  and  they 
had  a  right  to  know  whether  the  act  of 
mercy  and  liberty  for  which  they  had  made 
such  sacrifices  had  been  carried  into  effect. 
But  he  had  another  argument.  Nearly 
two  years  had  expired,  and  it  was  time  to  in- 
quire whether  any  attempt  had  been  made 
to  evade  the  statute,  or  to  defraud  the 
people  of  any  portion  of  that  freedom  which 
oost  them  so  much  ?  There  had  been  such 
an  attempt;  and  the  attempt  had  been 
hitherto  successful*  Laws  had  passed, 
and  practices  had  crept  in,  abhorrent  to  the 
essential  principles  of  the  Abolition  Act, 
and  bearing  too  close  a  resemblance  to  the 
laws  and  practices  of  former  times.  He 
spoke  not  universally; — he  made  no  ge- 
neral charge.  Some  proprietors  had  ho- 
nestly performed  their  engagements ;  and 
meeting  the  wishes,  had  deserved  the  bounty 
of  the  nation.  Some  proprietors^  however, 
and  no  inconsiderable  portion  of  the  attor- 
neys and  overseers  in  the  West  Indies,  had 
exhibited  symptoms,  not  at  all  equivocal, 
of  a  desire,  now  that  the  money  was  paid, 
to  withhold  that  freedom  which  it  was  de- 
signed to  purchase.  If  such  were  their 
plan,  it  ought  at  once  to  be  checked,  and 
the  legislature  ought  to  show  that  it  was 
watching  their  proceedings  with  jealous 
eyes,  and  would  not  consent  to  any, — no, 
not  the  smallest  encroachment  upon  those 
rights  which  were  guaranteed  to  the  slaves 
by  the  Abolition  Act.  He  called  for  a 
Committee,  as  a  manifestation  to  those 
parties,  that  neither  the  people  of  England, 
nor  the  Parliament,  nor  the  Government, 
would  consent  to  alienate  the  smallest  portion 
of  that  liberty  which  belonged  to  the  ne- 
groes of,  right,  without  purchase,  but 
which  the  nation  had  bought  and  paid  for. 
It  was  not  trifles  the  planters  aimed  at,  but 
now,  when  the  money  was  hardly  in  their 
pockets,  when  one  would  suppose  that 
they  had  hardly  recovered  from  their  amaxe- 


ment  at  their  good  fortune  in  getting 
20,000,000/.,  for  that  which,  in  iUfSf,  was 
not  a  loss  but  a  gain,-^a  positive  impioiw* 
ment  of  their  property  and  profpecta*-— 
even  now,  at  the  very  outset,  they  wero  at- 
tempting to  lay  hands,  not  on  trifles,  but  on 
the  essential  features  and  sacred  prinotplee 
of  the  abolition  law.  In  order  to  asoerbain 
whether  the  people  of  England  had  reoetved 
that  for  which  they  had  stipulated,  it  was 
important  for  the  House  to  call  to  mind  the 
promises  that  were  made  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Emancipation  Act.  He  did 
not  intend  to  read  those  promises  at  length, 
but  he  felt  called  upon  to  allude  to  them. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley), 
in  the  speech  he  made  on  introducing  the 
Bill,  said,  ''  he  stated  that  the  apprentice 
would  be  entitled  to  claim  to  be  put  in  such 
a  situation  as  would  prepare  him  to  enjoj 
all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  a  freeman, 
a  situation  in  which  he  would  no  longer 
bear  about  him  any  taint  of  a  servile  oondi* 
tion  j"  and  again,  at  a  subsequent  part  of 
his  speech,  he  said,  ''  in  which  he  would 
enjoy  every  right  and  every  privilege  of  » 
freeman,  subject  only  to  the  restriction  that 
he  should  be  under  a  contract  to  labour  for 
a  certain  sum  industriously  for  his  present 
owner,  who  would  only  then  be  his  em- 
ployer*  Could  words  be  stronger  than 
those  the  noble  Lord  used?  The  negro 
was  to  be  virtually  in  the  situation  of  a 
freeman;  "free  from  the  taint  of  slavery," 
"  with  every  right  and  every  privilege  of  a 
freeman.*'  One  obligation  was  imposed  on 
him,  namely,  that  he  should  work  forty- 
five  hours  a- week  for  his  master.  That 
was  the  whole  of  the  obligation  imposed 
upon  the  negro.  Beyond  that,  there  was 
to  be  no  symbol— no  relict  of  slavery — ^no 
restriction  which  did  not  apply  equfdly  to 
the  white  man.  Clear* and  explicit  as  were 
these  words  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Act 
was  still  more  decisive  even  than  the  ex* 
pressions  of  the  noble  Lord.  It  sud,  that 
after  the  1st  of  August,  1834,  they  diould 
become,  and  be  to  S\  intents  and  purposes, 
free,  and  discharged  of  and  from  all  manner 
of  slavery,  and  shall  be  absolutely  and  for 
ever  manumitted,^'  and  further  on, "  slavery 
shall  be,  and  is  hereby  utterly  and  for  ever 
abolished  and  declared  unlawful  through- 
out the  British  colonies,  plantations,  and 
possessions  abroad.  Nothing,  it  was  clear, 
could  be  more  jdecisive  than  the  declaia- 
tion  of  the  noble  Lord,  or  than  the  words 
of  the  Act.  There  were  important  obliga- 
tions on  both  parties.  In  the  first  place, 
there  was  an  obligation  on  the  British  Go» 
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'^wmiA^t  to.fMgr  twenty  milUoni.  wUch 
Imd  btton  discharged  to  tbe  last  farthing. 
There  was  an  obligation  on  tbe  negroes  to 
work  a  certain  number  of  hours  in  each 
week  for  those  who  were  their  masters. 
This  had  been  fully  performed^  and  they 
had  surpassed,  not  the  low  expectations  of 
the  West^Indians,  but  the  warmest  antici« 
pations  of  their    warmest  friends.     Then 
there    remained    the    obligation    on    the 
planters  which  grew  out  of  the  others,  and 
which  had  been  unfulfilled   according  to 
the  just  expectations  of  the  British  Senate, 
and  especially  in  some  of  the  colonies.  There 
were  two  Acts  which  were  passed  by  the 
Jamaica  House  of  Assembly  with  reference 
to  this  subject.    The  one  was  passed  in 
Deoamber,    1833,  and  tbe  other  io   July, 
1834.     The  last  Act  had  been  virtually  re- 
scinded since.     There  were  no  less  than 
twenty*e]ght    discrepancies   between    tbe 
Acts  of  Jamaica  and  the  conditions  stated 
in  the  Act  passed  by  the  British  Legis- 
lature*    He  would  point  out  the  authori- 
ties for  this  statement,  and  he  was  sure  that 
they  would  not  be  disputed.    The  first  was 
Lord  Sligo,  who  stated  that  the  Act  of  the 
Colonial  Legislature  was, ''  a  roost  imper- 
fect Act  of  Abolition.*'     Lord    Glenelg, 
in   one  of  his  despatches    said,  that   the 
Jamaica  Legislature  had  not  pursued  the 
course  poiuted  out  in  the  Abolition  Act 
and  that  the  Imperial  Act  was  in  force, 
and  that  every  enactment  of  the  Jamaica 
Act  repugnant  to  it  was  null  and  void. 
He  would  call  as  his  third  witness  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Devonport,  who 
thought  as  ill  of  tbe  first  of  these  colonial 
Acts  as  he  himself  did.    [Sir  George  Greif 
did  not  coincide  with  his  hon.  Friend.J  At 
any  rate,  his  hon.  Friend  evidently  thought 
it  a  very  imperfect  Act.     If  he  did  not  en« 
tertain  such  an  opinion,  what  was  the  use 
of  the  Government  coming  forward  as  they 
did,  and  stating,  that  if  the  West^Indians 
did  not  do  what  they  were  called  upon  to 
perform,  and  which  they  had  agreed  to, 
that  the  Government  would  of  course  en- 
force tbe  agreement.      Why  legislate  for 
Jamaica  if  the  island  were  fulfilling  the 
conditions    imposed   on    it  ?       His    hon. 
Friend,  also,  last  year,  if  he  did  not  state, 
at  least  admitted  by  implication,  that  the 
Act  io  question  was  an  extremely  imperfect 
Act.  He  admitted  that  the  second  Act  was 
a  more  complete  piece  of  legislation,  but  it 
had  been  evaded.     The  next  witness  after 
hia  hon.  Friend  on  this  point  was  Lord 
Aberdeen,  who  said  that  he  had  no  con- 
fidence in  this  Act,  ''  that  it  was  a  very 


imperfect  Abolition  Bill."  He  next  came 
to  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley). 
He  pronounced  the  first  Jamaica  Act 
'^  adequate  and  satisfactory  ;**  but  no  sooner 
had  he  done  so,  than  he  proceeded  at  great 
length,  and  with  great  ability,  to  prove 
that  it  was  altogether  inadequate  and  un- 
satisfactory ;  and  he  especially  noticed  nine 
grand  defects.  He  had  thus  clearly  shown 
that  this  Act  of  1833  was  considered  by 
two  successive  Governments  as  an  unprofit^ 
able  and  unjust  Act ;  and  that  whatever 
there  was  ot  good  that  had  received  the 
sanction  of  this  Local  Assembly,  was  lodged 
in  the  second  Act,  which  had  been  repealed, 
and  therefore  they  were  thrown  back  on 
the  unjust  Act  He  would  now  state  what 
course  the  West-Indians  had  pursued  on 
tins  point.  In  the  first  instance,  they  were 
determined  to  obtain  the  money;  and  on 
this  being  done,  to  get  rid  of  as  large  a 
portion  of  the  obligations  on  them  as  pos- 
sible. Until  the  money  had  been  paid, 
nothing  could  appear  more  frank,  than  they 
were ;  and  they  appeared  to  be  not  only 
consenting  and  willing  parties,  but  zealous 
abolitionists.  From  tlie  day,  however,  they 
had  received  the  money,  nothing  had  been 
done  by  them  to  carry  their  promises  into 
efiect:  and  instead  of  this-— to  use  the 
words  of  Lord  Sligo— ^they  offered  every 
possible  objection  to  every  measure  of  im- 
provement so  earnestly  urg^  upon  them, 
in  connexion  with  the  abolition  of  slavery." 
They  insulted  the  governor — they  insulted 
the  Parliament.      Thus  they  spoke  of  its 

,  bounty,  in  their  address  to  their  governor, 

I  in  February,  1835 : 

I  But  when  tbe  British  Government  gravely 
;  pots  forward  a  claim  to  the  gratitude  of  a 
class  of  his  Majesty's  subjects,  whose  property 
has  been  nomioally  paid  for,  but  substantially 
confiscated  i  and  when  this  claim,  so  ill- 
founded,  is  daily  reiterated  as  an  excuse  for 
further  aggression,  the  House  owe  it  to  them- 
selves, and  to  their  constituents,  not  to  deny 
the  acknowledgment  of  obligation,  but  most 
solemnly  and  distinctly  to  declare  their  sense 
of  a  continued  succession  of  injuries,  aggra- 
vated by  misrepresentation  and  calumny,  and 
consummated  by  an  act  of  tbe  roost  unparaU 
leled  spoliation  ever  committed  by  the  Go« 
vernment  of  any  country  upon  its  own  sub- 
jects. 

He  heartily  wished  that  this  was  all 
that  they  had  done;  but  they  had  posi- 
tively refused  to  pass  the  Police  Bill, 
although  the  Government  had  told  them  it 
was  absolutely  necessary.  [Sir  George 
Grey  :  News  arrived  yesterday  that  it  had 
been  agreed  to.]  He  was  glad  to  hear  it, 
Q2 


455 


Apprenticeship 


{  COMMONS}         tit  the  CoUmes. 


456 


but  the  news  must  have  been  as  his  hon. 
Friend  said  very  recently  received,  for  he 
certainly  was  ignorant  of  it.  But  why  did 
they  not  pass  something  of  much  more  im- 
portance ?  why  did  they  not  pass  the  Act 
in  aid  ?  The  mode  of  rejecting  it  also 
was  almost  as  offensive  as  the  thing  itself. 
In  the  original  Act  the  period  of  its  dura- 
tion was  made  co-extensive  with  the  time 
of  apprenticeship,  but  in  the  Act  as  it  was 
passed,  a  line  had  been  surreptitiously  in- 
troduced, by  which  it  was  made  to  expire 
on  the  31st  of  December  of  last  year.  The 
money  had  been  paid  and  the  Act  had  expired, 
and  now  the  West-Indians  said  that  they 
could  not  renew  it.  It  was  a  matter  of 
^reat  regret  to  him  that  the  House  gave 
Its  sanction  to  the  first  Act,  which  he  had 
already  shown  had  been  considered  as  ex- 
tremely bad,  and,  to  use  the  language  of 
the  nohle  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley) 
"full  of  defects  and  imperfections."  He 
acknowledged  the  obligations  that  he  and 
those  who  thought  with  him  were  under 
to  the  noble  Lord  for  the  speech  that  he 
made  in  1833,  in  introducing  the  Abolition 
Act ;  he  had  clothed  the  facts  in  language, 
and  advanced  the  arguments  put  forward 
by  the  abolitionists  in  a  way  which  gave 
them  an  overpowering  weight.  It  was  im- 
possible, afler  a  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  came  forward,  and  showed  the  over- 
whelming evils  of  slavery,  for  the  system 
to  continue ;  he  was  bound,  however,  in 
honour,  to  add,  that  a  greater  mistake  had 
never  been  committed  than  in  admitting 
that  the  first  Jamaica  Act  was  satisfactory. 
He  was  the  more  surprised  at  the  conduct 
of  the  noble  Lord  in  this  respect,  because 
the  noble  Lord  had  cautioned  the  House 
in  introducing  the  Abolition  Bill,  not  to 
rely  on  the  promises  of  the  colonists  on 
colonial  subjects,  and  had  quoted  the  lan- 
guage of  Mr.  Canning,  in  which  that  dis- 
tinguished man  protested  against  trusting 
to  the  assertions  of  the  masters  of  slaves  on 
subjects  connected  with  slavery.  He  re- 
gretted that  they  no  longer  had  in  their 
possession  the  guarantee  for  the  good  con- 
duct  of  the  planters-^ namely,  the  compen- 
sation money.  He  deeply  regretted  that 
the  motion  he  made  in  1 S33,  when  he  pro- 
posed  to  impound  the  money  till  slavery 
were  abolished,  as  well  as  that  which  he 
had  made  last  year  on  this  point,  had  not 
lieen  sanctioned.  On  bcitb  those  occasions 
he  told  the  House,  that  if  they  paid  the 
money,  tht'y  would  find  themselves  duped 
and  deco'verl.  He  regretted  thit  the 
wiuds  had  proved  true*  and  that  the  British 


Legislature  and  the  British  nation  liad 
been  completely  deceived.  Last  year,  h^ 
fore  the  money  had  been  paid,  he  cautioned 
them  not  to  pay  it  until  they  had  full  se- 
curity that  the  other  provisions  of  the  Abo- 
lition Act  would  be  carried  into  efiect.  His 
propositions,  however,  had  not  been  sane 
tioned,  and  they  were  thrown  back  on  the 
defective  Act.  He  had  hitherto  alluded  to 
the  defects  in  the  law,  but  the  practice 
would  be  found  to  be  worse.  In  several 
communications  which  he  had  received 
there  were  urgent  complaints,  that  in  some 
of  the  islands  justice  was  not  done  to  the 
negroes,  and  especially  on  those  estates 
under  the  management  of  overseers  and 
attorneys.  In  some  of  the  colonies  he  was 
credibly  informed  that  the  negroes  were  in 
a  most  forlorn  and  unfortunate  condition, 
little  better  than  that  from  which  they  bad 
escaped  by  the  Abolition  of  Slavery  Act. 
There  were  some  observations  of  Lord 
Sligo  on  this  point  which  he  should  like  to 
hear  satisfactorily  explained.  The  remarks 
he  alluded  to  were  in  the  Parliamentary 
paper.  No.  177>  dated  IS35,  page  45,  and 
were  as  follows,—''  It  became  necessary  to 
punish  a  vast  number  of  the  negroes 
as  well  by  flogging  as  by  confinement 
in  the  workhouse;"  and  he  subse- 
quently explained  this  by  adding,  "  From 
what  Colonel  Macleod  has  informed 
me,  I  am  confident  that,  as  soon  as  the 
misunderstanding  is  got  rid  of,  they  will 
be  quiet,  unless  forced  into  rebellion  by 
the  conduct  of  the  overseers ;  and,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  many  of  the  masters  and 
managing  attorneys.  Now,  such  frequent 
instances  occur  of  owners  placing  their  ap- 
prentices in  confinement  for  twenty-four 
hours,  or,  indeed,  in  some  cases,  for  a 
longer  period,  without  any  charge  being 
brought  against  them ;  and  these  instances 
are  so  often  only  disooveried  by  accident, 
that  I  am  anxious  that  no  incautious  ex- 
pression should  give  them  any  authority 
for  a  greater  abuse  of  that  power.  With 
respect  to  the  parish  of  St.  George's  I  have 
only  to  say*  that  it  has  been  tne  scene  of 
Mr.  's  exertions,  and  as  the  result 

has  not  been  as  favourable  as  he  thinks 
iti  I  have  the  more  to  lament  that  so  much 
severity  should  have  been  so  uselessly 
adopted."  Such  incidental  expressions  as 
the  following,  were  found  in  the  letters  of 
the  special  justices  :— -''  Nor  do  I  think  it 
necessary  to  give  more  than  twenty-five 
stripes,  provided  these  are  given  with  a 
proper  lecture." — *'  An  cxe  cise  of  severity 
on  my  part." — '*  Continued  and  unflinch- 
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ing  discipliDe/'  ^*  '*  Punished  with  some 
aeverity."— *'  An  exercise  of  coercion." — 
*'  They  (the  negroes)  require  on  all  occa- 
sions to  be  coerced." — '*  A  dread  of  coer- 
cion."— "  Fear  of  punishment." — **  I  con- 
sider twenty-five  lashes  suflScient."  What 
meant  these  ominous  expressions?  He 
had  received  several  communications  illus- 
trative of  the  ti^tment  of  the  negroes, 
which  explained  those  expressions,  and 
which  probably  had  not  reached  the  Co- 
lonial-office.  He  had  moved  for  returns 
last  year  of  the  punishments  inflicted  in 
the  West-India  colonies,  and  no  returns 
had  been  made  from  Jamaica.  [Sir  George 
Grey : — They  had  recently  been  received.] 
He  was  glad  to  hear  it.  He  was  sure  that 
every  one  who  had  read  the  returns  from 
the  other  colonies,  would  be  surprised  at 
the  number  of  punishments  inflicted  on  the 
negroes.  If  he  were  not  misinformed,  the 
punishments  from  the  1st  of  August,  1831, 
to  the  Ist  of  August,  1835,  were  very 
numerous.  He  never  expected  that  they 
would  venture  to  produce  those  returns, 
and  he  would  assert,  without  havine  read 
them,  that  women  had  been  flogged  in  the 
workhouses.  What  could  have  been  more 
positive  and  express  than  the  promise  that 
females  should  not  thus  be  flogged  ?  The 
noble  Lord,  amongst  other  things,  charged 
it  upon  the  planters,  that  they  would  per- 
severe in  the  practice  of  punishing  females. 
The  noble  Lord  then  considered  it  as  one 
of  their  chief  ofiences ;  and  reprobated  it 
in  the  strongest  possible  terms : — *^  To  talk 
(said  the  noble  Lord)  of  preparing  the 
slave  for  freedom — to  speak  of  developing 
or  ripening  his  moral  faculties,  in  the  face 
of  such  abominations — to  speak  of  preparing 
him  for  the  acquisition  of  rights,  while 
they  were  at  the  same  time  debasing  and 
degrading  his  mind,  by  shewing  him  that 
all  the  domestic  ties  of  his  home  were  to 
be  violated ;  that  his  wife,  that  his  daughter, 
that  his  sister,  were  all  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  overseer  of  a  plantation,  to  be  subjected 
to  corporal  punishment  upon  their  bore 
persons — to  talk  of  advancing  a  slave  in 
civilisation,  while^  at  the  same  time,  they 
would  not  take  that  poor,  paltry^  and  pitiful 
step  towards  raising  the  negrp  population 
from  the  lowest  state  of  degradation,  was  a 
mockery  and  an  insult."  At  all  events, 
this  disgusting  practice  was  to  be  abolished. 
So  said  the  British  law.  In  the  17th 
section  were  these  words  :— 

**  Nor  to  authorize  any  court,  judge,  or  justice 
of  the  peace,  to  punish  any  such  apprenticed 
toboareri  being  a  female,  for  any  offence  by 


her  committed,  by  whipping  or  beating  her 
person." 

But  had  the  law  been  complied  with  ?  In 
Lord  Sligo's  first  message  to  the  Assembly, 
sent  to  them  on  the  17th  of  November,  the 
following  passage  occurred :— > 


it 


A  much  more  serious  breach,  not  only  of 
the  spirit,  but  even  the  letter  of  the  law,  has 
been  committed  under  the  supposed  authority 
of  the  Act  in  question.  His  fixcellency  alludes 
to  the  rule  permitting  the  use  of  the  whip 
upoo  women,  by  the  superintendents  of  tread- 
mills ;  this  is  a  direct  infringement  of  the  21  st 
section  of  the  Abolition  Act,  which  expressly 
forbids  the  whipping  of  women  under  any  cir- 
cumstances." 

Notwithstanding  the  subject  was  brought 
under  their  attention,  no  steps  were  taken 
to  prevent  this  atrocious  practice.  In  his 
Lordship's  speech,  proroguing  the  Assembly 
on  the  3rd  of  February,  this  year,  he  says — 

*'The  whipping  of  females,  you  were  informed 
by  me  officially,  was  an  illegal  practice,  and  I 
called  upon  you  to  make  enactments  to  put  an 
end  to  conduct  so  repugnant  to  humanity,  and 
so  contrary  to  law.'' 

Nothing  was  more  distinctly  proved  than 
that  there  was  one  law  in  the  West-Indies 
for  one  class  of  persons,  namely,  the  negrres, 
and  another  for  the  white  population.  The 
punishments  inflicted  upon  the  coloured 
population  was  much  more  severe  than  that 
which  fell  on  the  white  man  for  the  same 
offence.  For  instance,  in  the  flrst  Jamaica 
Act,  there  was  a  power  given  to  the  special 
Magistrates,  in  certain  cases,  to  punish  the 
negro  as  well  as  the  white  man;  his  author- 
ity over  the  labourer  extends  to  six  months' 
imprisonment,  to  flfty  stripes,  to  the  right 
of  depriving  him  of  fifteen  hours'  labour  in 
any  week  during  the  whole  period  of  the 
apprenticeship,  and  also  for  prolonging 
that  apprenticeship  for  one  whole  year; 
but  his  authority  over  the  manager  extends 
only  to  a  penalty  of  5L  or  five  days'  im- 
prisonment, which  he  is  not  required  but 
merely  empowered  to  inflict.  There  were 
numerous  instances,  too,  of  the  ill-conduct 
of  the  overseers  towards  the  negroes;  but 
he  had  the  authority  of  the  Governor  of 
Demerara  for  stating,  and  he  believed  that 
the  same  would  be  found  to  be  the  case  in 
the  other  colonies,  that  not  a  single  instance 
had  occurred  under  the  Abolition  Act  of  a 
negro  having  been  punished  for  an  assault 
on  a  white.  The  negro  population,  also, 
had  been  robbed  of  their  allowances.  They 
were  no  longer  called  allowances,  but  were 
designated  indulgences,  and  this  was  ap- 
parently done  for  the  mere  purpose  of  vex« 
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ation.  A8  an  iiwUnce  pf  thiS)  b^  would 
mention  that  the  apprentices  were  made  to 
work  eight  hours  a  day,  so  that  they  were 
obliged  to  sacrifice  the  Friday.  He  had  in 
his  possessioa  returns  from  five  or  six  of 
the  smaller  colonies  of  the  punishments 
that  had  been  inflicted  during  the  year, 
from  the  31st  of  July,  1834,  to  the  1st  of 
August,  1835.  It  appeared,  then,  that  in 
the  small  island  of  Tortola,  46?  punish- 
ments were  inflicted ;  in  Montserrat,  1,034 ; 
in  Grenada,  2,414;  in  St.  Vincent's,  2,764; 
in  Barbadoes,  7>807;  and  in  Demerara,  8, 1 52. 
(^Sir  G.  Grey  : — These  were  not  all  corpo- 
ral punishments.^  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  they  were;  but  in  Demerara,  from 
which  the  return  had  been  obtained,  the 
number  of  corporal  punishments  in  one 
year  was  2,177*  The  punishments  were 
not,  he  admitted,  so  great  as  they  formerly 
had  been,  but  still  they  were  &r  greater 
than  they  ought  to  be.  All  these  matters, 
he  thought,  fully  proved  the  necessity  for 
inquiry.  They  had  parted  with  their  money, 
which  he  much  regretted,  because  that  was 
their  best  security ;  but  they  had  still  an. 
other  security  in  the  fact  that  all  Acts  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  were  void,  if  in- 
consistent with  the  original  Act  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons.  The  people 
of  England  had  done  their  duty,  and  the 
West-India  planters  had  not  done  their?, 
for  now  we  had  no  other  security  than  the 
Act  of  1  ^33t  which  was  confessedly  imper. 
feet.  He  was  glad,  however,  to  find  that 
Government  was  resolved  to  com^x^l  the 
planters  to  do  justice  to  the  slaves,  as  he 
understood  from  what  had  taken  place  that 
night.  There  was,  however,  a  circumstance 
which  to  his  mind  aggravated  tenfold  the 
guilt  of  the  planters  in  withholding  that 
liberty  which  we  thought  we  had  secured — 
the  universal  good  conduct  of  the  negro 
population,  from  which,  not  only  did  the 
nation  derive  the  greatest  gratification,  but 
from  which  the  planters  derived  advantages 
hardly  to  be  estimated.  He  was  the  last 
man  to  underrate  the  advantages  which 
had  been  gained  by  the  Act  of  Abolition. 
What  was  the  former  condition  of  the 
planters  ?  He  had  in  his  possession  a  col- 
lection of  their  own  descriptions  of  their 
own  situation,  conveyed  in  memorials  to 
the  Throne;  and  petitions  to  Parliament 
prior  to  the  Abolition ;  and  during  the 
whole  of  that  time,  year  by  year,  with 
hardly  an  exception,  they  declared  them- 
selves to  be  in  the  worst  and  last  stage 
of  debt,  loss,  impoverishment,  and  ruin. 
Mr.  Bryan  Edwards,  a  Wesblndi^  plaster. 


{COMMONS} 

and  the  historian  of  the  West-Indies, 
ferring  to  the  period  which  dosed  in  the 
year  1792,  when  his  wwk  first  appeared, 
asserted— 


"That  though  many  have  competencies  which 
enable  them  to  live  well  with  economy  in  this 
country,  yet  the  great  mass  of  planters  are 
men  of  oppressed  fortunes,  consigned  by  debt 
to  unremitting  drudgery  hi  the  colooies  with  a 
hope,  which  eternally  modes  their  grtsp».  of 
happier  days,  and  a  release  from  their  embar- 
rassments.'' 

But  there  was  more  decisive  authority  tban 
that  even  of  Brjran  Edwards,  for  the  pre- 
valence of  great  distress  at  this  period,  and 
during  the  preceding  twenty  years.  On 
the  25rd  of  November,  1792,  a  Report  was 
prepared  on  tbe  sugar  trade  of  Jamaica,  by 
a  Committee  of  the  Assembly,  and  con- 
firmed and  printed  by  its  order,  which  con- 
tained the  following  passage :  — 

"  In  the  course  of  twenty  years,  177  estates 
in  Jamaica  have  been  sold  for  the  payment  of 
debts :  fifty-five  estates  have  been  thrown  up, 
and  ninety-two  are  still  in  the  hands  of  credit- 
ors; and  it  appears  from  a  Return  made  by 
the  Provost  Marshal,  that  80,191  executions, 
amounting  to  22,563,786/.  sterling,  have  been 
lodged  in  his  ofiice  in  tbe  coarse  of  twenty 
years." 

A  gleam  of  prosperity  followed  the  revolQ* 
tion  of  St.  £>omingo;  but  in  a  few  years 
the  sky  was  again  overcast,  and  in  a  Re- 
port of  the  Assembly  of  Jamaica,  of  the 
23rd  of  November,  1 804,  and  printed  by 
Order  of  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
25th  of  February,  1805,  thers  was  tbe 
following  statement :  — 

"  Every  British  merchant  holding  securities 
on  real  estates,  is  filing  bills  in  Chanceir  to 
foreclose,  although  when  he  has  obtained  his 
decree  he  hesitates  to  enforce  it,  hecause  he 
roust  himself  become  the  proprietor  of  the 
plantation,  of  which,  from  fatal  experience,  he 
knows  the  consequence.  No  one  will  advance 
money  to  relieve  those  whose  debt2»  approach 
half  the  value  of  their  property,  nor  even  lend 
a  moderate  sum  without  a  judgment  in  eject- 
ment and  release  oF  errors,  that  at  a  moment's 
notice  he  may  take  out  a  writ  of  possession, 
and  enter  on  the  plantation  of  his  unfortunate 
debtors.  Sherifl^*  officers  and  collectors  of 
taxes  are  everywhere  offering  for  sale  the  pro- 
perty of  individuals  who  have  seen  better  days, 
and  now  must  view  their  effects  purchased  for 
half  their  real  value,  and  at  less  than  half  the 
original  cost.  Far  from  having  the  reversion 
expected,  the  creditor  is  often  not  satisfied. 
All  kind  of  credit  is  at  an  end.  If  litigation 
in  the  courts  of  common  law  has  diminished, 
it  is  not  from  increased  ability  Co  perform 
oonliacts,  but  ft«n}  oonddwci  litviog  oiMBd| 
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and  DO  man  pariio^  with  property  but  for  an 
immediate  payment  of  the  consideration.  A 
faithful  detail  would  have  the  appearance  of  a 
frightful  caricature." 

To  a  voluminous  Report  on  the  commer- 
cial state  of  the  West  Indies,  published  by 
order  of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  1808, 
there  was  appended  a  detailed  statement 
from  the  Assembly  of  Jamaica,  dated  the 
13th  of  November,  1807,  in  which  they 
state — 

^  Within  the  last  five  or  six  years,  65  estates 
had  been  abandoned,  3S  sold  under  decrees  of 
Chancery,  and  115  more  respecting  which 
suits  in  Chancery  were  depending,  and  many 
more  bills  preparing.  I'rom  these  facts,' 
Ibey  go  on  to  say,  '*  the  House  will  be  able 
to  judge  to  what  an  alarming  extent  the  dis- 
tresses of  the  sugar  planters  have  already 
reached,  and  with  what  accelerated  rapidity 
they  are  now  increasing ;  for  the  sugar  estates 
lately  brought  to  sale,  and  now  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  in  this  island  and  in  England, 
amount  to  about  one-fourth  of  the  whole  num« 
ber  of  the  colony. 

"  Yoor  Committee  have  to  lament  that  ruin 
has  already  taken  place ;  and  they  must,  under 
a  continuance  of  the  present  circumstances, 
anticipate  very  shortly  the  bankruptcy  of  a 
much  larger  part  of  the  community,  and,  in  the 
course  of  a  rew  years,  of  the  whole  class  of 
sugar  planters,  excepting,  perhaps,  a  very  few 
in  peculiar  circumstances. 

*<0n  the  15th  of  June,  1812,  a  <Re. 
presentation  of  the  Assembly  of  Jamaica  to 
the  King,'  was  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  printed  by  its 
order.  It  is  numbered  279.  In  this  represen- 
tation similar  complaints  to  those  already 
specific  1  were  renewed.  They  there  speak  of 
their  ruin  as  complete.  *  For  two  years  has 
this  most  calamitous  state  been  endured  ;  the 
crops  of  1809^  and  IStO  are  in  a  slate  worse 
than  useless  ;*  a  third  draws  towards  its  close, 
with  no  appearance  of  amendment  or  alteration. 
The  crop  is  gathering  in'  (they  are  speaking 
here  of  coffee), '  but  its  exuberance  excites  no 
sensation  of  pleasure.'  If  the  slaves  of  the 
coffee  plantations  arc  offered  for  sale,  who 
they  ask,  can  buy  them?  *The  proprietors 
of  the  old  sagar  estates  are  themselves  sinking 
under  accumulated  burdens  .  .  If  ever  there 
was  a  case  demanding  the  active  and  imme- 
diate interference  of  a  paternal  government,  to 
xelieve  the  burdens  and  alleviate  the  calamities 
of  a  most  useful  and  valuable  class  of  subjects, 
^t  is  that  of  the  coffee  planters  of  Jamaica.' 

**  <  The  distresses  otour  constituents  are  not 
confined  to  the  coffee  planters.  The  growers 
of  cotton,  pimento,  ana  the  minor  staples,  are 
also  suffering  severely  from  their  depreciation. 
The  sugar  planters,  however,  call  more  es- 
peciallv  for  protection  and  interposition.  The 
nitn  of  the  original  possessors  has  been  gra- 
doiHy  oom{det€4.  Bitate  after  estate  has  passed 


into  the  hands  of  mortgagees  and  creditors 
absent  from  the  island,  until  there  are  large 
districts,  whole  parishes,  in  which  there  is  not 
a  single  proprietor  of  a  sugar  plantation  resi- 
dent. 'The  distress,'  they  add,  'cannot be 
well  aggravated.' " 

The  general  effect  of  these  statements, 
strong  as  they  are,  seems  to  have  been 
borne  out,  in  some  measure,  by  a  speech  of 
Mr.  Marryat,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
1813,  in  a  debate  on  the  East-India  sugar 
duties.  He  is  stated  to  have  then  affirmed, 
"  That  there  were  comparatively  few  estates 
in  the  West  Indies  that  had  not,  during  the 
last  twenty  years,  been  sold  or  given  up  to 
creditors."  And  now  after  a  lapse  of  nearly 
twenty  years  more,  during  which  the  West 
Indies  have  been  drawing  immense  sums 
from  the  pocket  of  the  public  for  bounties 
and  protections,  and  have  had  freedom,  too, 
given  to  their  commerce  in  an  unprece. 
dented  degree,  what  is  the  language  they 
are  at  this  very  momeAt  addressing  to  Par- 
liament and  the  nation  }    It  is  this  :— 

*'  The  alarming  and  unprecedented  state  of 
distress  in  which  the  whole  British  West  India 
interest  is  at  this  time  involved,''  the  peti- 
tioners say,  justifies  them  in  imploring  Parlia- 
ment  *'  to  adopt  prompt  and  effectual  measures 
of  relief  in  order  to  preserve  them  from  ioevi* 
table  ruin." 

If  such  were  the  condition  of  the  planter, 
what  was  the  condition  of  the  negro? 
Bear  with  you  two  facts  only — first,  that 
the  number  of  punishments  inflicted  in  a 
single  colony,  and  that  not  the  largest,  and 
in  a  single  year,  was  thus  stated  by  the 
noble  Lord  (l^tanley).  "  In  the  year  1829, 
the  recorded  number  of  separate  punish- 
ments in  Demerara,  when  the  predial  slave 
population  amounted  to  60,500,  was  17iS59. 
In  1830,  the  numbers  bad  decreased  to 
.59,547)  while  the  production  of  sugar  had 
increased,  and  the  number  of  separate 
punishments,  had  also  increased  to  18,324, 
the  number  of  lashes  inflicted  in  that  year 
being  no  less  than  194,744.  In  1831,  the 
predial  population  had  still  further  decreased 
to  58,404 ;  but  the  punishments  had  in- 
creased to  21,656,  and  the  number  of  lashes 
amounted  to  199,507 •"  And,  secondly, 
that  the  mortality  and  decrease  in  popula- 
tion amounted  to  upwards  of  50,000  in  ten 
years.  Take,  I  say,  the  condition  of  the 
planters  as  exhibited  in  their  own  memo- 
rials, take  the  condition  of  the  negro  aa 
displayed  in  these  two  facts,  and  couple 
with  these  the  imminent  danger  of  a  servile 
insurrection  (the  planters  felt  their  danger, 
foe  tbej  always  desedbed  themselves  aa 
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standing  npon  a  volcano;  Mr*  Canning 
fdt  their  danger^  for  he  warned  the  House^ 
that  a  single  word  might  kindle  a  revolt) : 
there  was  ruin  for  the  one  class,  cruelty  for 
the  other,  and  danger  for  hoth.  This  was 
the  state  of  the  West  Indies  while  slavery 
prevailed.  What  had  it  become  since 
slavery  had  been  abolished,  was  it  what  the 
West  Indians  predicted  it  would  be  ?  He 
would  confine  himself  to  two,  and  the  first 
shall  be  the  manifesto  of  the  whole  West* 
India  body.  It  was  circulated  through  all 
parts  of  the  country,  by  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands, in  the  year  183 1.  It  was  in  reply 
to  an  address,  signed  by  Wilberforce,  Macau* 
lay,  and  others,  stating,  that— -'^'  We,  in  our 
conscience,  were  convinced,  after  investiga- 
tion most  careful  and  scrupulous,  that  from 
the  emancipation  recommended,  no  risk  to 
the  whites  would  arise."  The  West-India 
body  in  reply  said— « 

'*  We  possess  with  our  property  in  the  West 
India  colonies,  the  means  of  ascertaining  the 
actual  state  of  the  negro  population.  We 
know,  and  we  are  ready  to  prove  what  we 
assert,  in  the  face  of  our  country,  our  welU 
grounded  conviction,  that  the  speedy  annihila- 
tion of  slavery  would  be  attended  with  the  de- 
vastation of  the  West-India  colonies,  with  loss 
of  lives  and  property  to  the  white  inhabitants, 
with  inevitable  distress  and  misery  to  the  black 
population ;  and  with  a  fatal  shock  to  the  com- 
mercial credit  of  this  empire." 

These  were  strong  predictions ;  but  there 
were  still  stronger,  coming  from  a  gentle- 
man, too,  whose  high  station  and  respect- 
ability rendered  him  a  weighty,  if  not  a 
very  correct  authority  on  fdl  subjects  in 
which  the  interests  of  commerce  were 
involved,  Mr.  Baring,  now  Lord  Ashbiir- 
ton  stated,  that  if  the  Legislature  proceeded 
to  put  an  end  to  slavery, — *' Manufactures 
would  decline;  commerce  would  be 
withered ;  ships  would  lie  rotting  in  the 
harbours  without  freight ;  and  the  cessa- 
tion of  the  cultivation  of  sugar  involved  ca- 
lamities of  a  more  serious  description  than 
any  which  had  yet  befallen  the  country." 
The  hon.  Member  went  on  to  predict  the 
miseries  we  should  have  to  encounter  if 
slavery  were  abolished,  the  -least  of  which 
was  that  we  should  lose  several  millions  of 
revenue,  and  should  have  no  sugar  for  the 
consumption  of  the  country.  He  confessed 
he  (Mr.  Buxton)  never  participated  in 
these  apprehensions.  He  did  expect,  that 
as  the  working  of  the  Bill  would  be  novel, 
and  as  great  difficulty  would  be  thrown  in 
its  way  by  some  of  the  overseers  and  plant- 
ers, and  all  the  power  of  coercion  remoTed, 


there  would  be  an  immediate  reduction  in 
the  quantity  of  sugar  produced,  but  he  had 
had  such  confidence  in  the  energy  whidi 
freedom  imparts,  that  he  was  persuaded 
that  as  much  sugar  would  be  produced  from 
free  labour,  after  a  little  time  had  elapsed, 
as  had  been  obtained  from  slave  laboar, 
and  that  more  would  soon  be  produced 
than  had  been  in  any  former  period.  The 
last  crop  in  the  West-Indies,  though  not 
unfruitful,  was  certainly  a  very  moderate 
one,  which  arose  from  drought  at  one  tim  , 
and  heavy  rains  at  another,  as  stated  by 
the  governor.  He  had  been  favoured  by 
an  hon.  Friend  with  a  return  of  th« 
sugars  imported  into  this  country  under 
the  operation  of  the  new  system.  He  would 
admit  there  was  a  reduction  in  the  quantity, 
but  was  astonished  at  the  smallness  of  it. 
He  would  compare  the  quantity  produced 
during  the  year  which  followed  the  aboli* 
tion  of  slavery  with  that  produced  in  the 
year  which  preceded  it.  The  quantity  of 
sugar  imported  in  the  year  183S  was 
3,625,000  cwts ;  in  1835  it  was  3,524,000 
cwts.  The  difference  was  very  inconsider- 
able, much  less  than  had  occtirred  between 
two  years  previous  to  the  abolition,  and  he 
might  substantially  say,  that  the  quantity 
of  sugar  imported  during  the  last  three 
years  was  as  great,  or  at  least  almost  as 
great,  as  it  was  in  the  preceding.  This 
settled  the  question  as  to  the  danger  of 
loss  of  revenue,  and  of  a  deficiency  of 
sugar  to  supply  the  consumption  of  the 
country.  He  was  sure  the  House  would 
recollect  the  predictions  of  the  miseries 
which  the  planters  were  to  suffer,  all  of 
which  had  been  disproved.  Now,  as  to  the 
effect  upon  the  planters.  He  begged  leave 
to  ask  his  hon*  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Dover,  whether  his  friends,  the  planters, 
were  in  so  bad  a  situation  as  it  had  been 
foretold  they  would  be  reduced  to? — [Sir 
John  Rae  Retd  had  never  predicted  ruin  to 
the  planters.]-^The  West  India  plant^s 
were  in  a  much  better  situation  than  they 
had  anticipated,  and  had  reason  to  be  per* 
fectly  satisfied  with  the  arrangement  He 
would  call  upon  every  man  who  formed  an 
honest  opinion  on  the  subject  to  say  whe* 
ther  the  measure,  far  from  reducing  the 
West- India  interest  to  ruin,  had  not,  in 
fact,  redeemed  and  preserved  it  from  ruin* 
He  mentioned  this  the  more  because  the 
House  would  recollect  that  a  deputation, 
consisting  of  influential  Gentlemen,  had 
waited  upon  Lord  Grey,  and  told  him  that 
if  the  Government  proceeded  to  aboUslL 
slarery,  a  crisis  and  panic  woise^tiuio  tbat 
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of  1825  would  inevitably  ensue.  He 
would  willingly  put  it  to  the  right  hon« 
Member  for  Cambridge,  or  to  any  other 
Gentleman  connected  with  the  West-India 
interests,  whether,  taking  into  considera* 
tion  the  state  in  which  the  colonies  were 
while  slavery  existed,  and  the  compensation 
which  had  been  awarded,  there  was  not 
every  cause  on  their  parts  to  be  perfectly 
satined  with  the  adjustment?  There  was 
another  question,  as  to  the  industry  of  the 
negroes.  On  this  point  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  trouble  the  House  with  a  few  words. 
No  man  would  recollect  better  than  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cum- 
b^knd,  the  objections  that  were  made  to 
the  measure  on  this  ground.  He  asked 
that  right  hon.  Baronet  to  recollect  the  day 
when  the  Committee  first  met,  and  when 
they  called  him  in  and  asked  him  what  he 
intended  to  prove?  He  said  that  he 
intended  to  show  that  the  negroes  would 
work  for  wages,  and  that  they  would  be 
more  serviceable  to  the  planters  when  free 
than  when  in  a  state  of  slavery.  These 
were  the  two  propositions  which  he  ad- 
vanced, and  it  was  but  justice  to  the  Com« 
mittee  to  say,  that  no  two  propositions  were 
ever  received  with  more  astonishment  and 
distrust.  However,  they  were  proved  by 
the  papers  which  he  had  in  his  hand,  the 
whole  bulk  of  which  was  filled  with  evidence 
upon  this  point.— [Sir  George  Grey :  Does 
my  hon.  Friend  mean  to  read  the  whole  of 
the  papers ?j] — No;  he  did  not  mean  to 
read  the  whole;  but  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  do  that  for  himself— that  he 
would  read  them,  and  diligently  study 
them,  in  his  own  ofiice,  and  see  what 
papers  were  sent  over,  and  what  withheld, 
for  he  should  like  to  see  both  sides  of  the 
question  laid  more  clearly  before  the  House 
thanit  was  at  present.  There  were  millions  of 
others  in  the  same  situation  in  which  these 
negroes  had  been  formerly,  and  it  was  due 
to  all  to  know  that  these  classes  not  only 
did  work  for  wages,  but  were  infinitely 
more  industrious  than  in  a  state  of  slavery. 
Lord  Sligo  stated,  that  out  of  415  estates, 
the  negroes  of  fifteen  refused  to  work  for 
wages;  on  ninety-three  wages  had  not 
been  offered,  and  therefore  could  not  have 
been  refused;  and  on  307  they  willingly 
worked  for  hire.  The  same  noble  Lord,  in 
a  communication  dated  the  27th  of  March, 
1835,  stated  that  the  apprentices  generally 
were  working  for  hire,  and  that  nearly 
double  the  quantity  of  sugar  per  hour  was 
made  in  that  year>  in  a  particular  place, 
than  had  be^a  made  by  slaves*    There  were 


other  facts  bearing  upon  this  part  of  the 
subject,  with  which  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  trouble  the  House;  but  he 
defied  any  Gentleman  to  look  at  any  part  of 
the  papers  without  finding  proofs  that  the 
negroes  worked  willingly  for  wages.  The 
next  point  to  which  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  refer  was  the  effect  of  the  change 
upon  the  morals  of  the  black  population, 
and  here  the  testimony  was  equally  strong 
as  to  the  improvement  which  had  taken 
place.  The  Marquess  of  Sligo,  in  referring 
to  the  state  of  crime,  menUoned  that  the 
House  of  Correction,  which  had  formerly 
contained  fifty  inmates^  now  contained  only 
ten,  and  there  were  many  other  proofs  of 
an  equal  amendment  in  this  respect.  He 
had  a  return,  dated  the  1st  of  August, 
1834,  setting  forth  the  comparative  num« 
hers  of  the  negroes  and  of  the  white  popu-« 
lation  tried  at  the  former  assizes,  and  stating 
that  almost  all  the  more  atrocious  crimes 
were  committed  by  the  whites.  The  re- 
turns were,  that  the  proportion  of  these 
criminals  was  as  one  to  357  of  the  white 
population,  and  one  to  3,302  of  the  negroes. 
Next,  as  to  the  question  of  security.  He 
was  sure  the  House  would  recollect  what 
serious  apprehensions  of  disturbances  were 
formerly  entertained,  but  he  now  found  the 
strongest  testimony  borne  by  all  the  gover«i 
nors  to  the  complete  tranquility  which  pre- 
vailed. The  Governor  of  Jamaica  stated  in 
one  of  his  despatches,  that  the  most  perfect 
good  order  and  regularity  prevailed.  This 
was  also  the  case  with  the  smaller  islands, 
Montserrat,  St.  Christopher's,  &c.  He 
thought  it  but  just  to  those  now  in  a  state  of 
slavery,  who  had  nothing  to  hope  for  except 
through  our  instrumentality,  to  state  two 
strikingfacts,  which  would  serve  to  show  how 
the  slaves  had  conducted  themselves.  Lord 
Sligo  had  said,  that  for  the  number  of  hours  of 
active  labour,  the  quantity  of  sugar  now 
produced  was  equal  to  that  in  any  former  pe- 
riod; and  it  appeared  by  a  despatch  of  Sir 
Carmichael  Smyth,  dated  the  6th  of  July  last, 
that  in  the  quantity  of  sugar  entered  finr  ex. 
portation  at  the  Custom-house  of  Demerara, 
during  two  quarters  of  last  year,  there  wasan 
increase  of  2,466  hogsheads  above  the  quan** 
tity  entered  in  the  corresponding  quarters 
of  the  three  previous  years,  and  taking  into 
account  the  loss  of  time  from  the  shortening 
of  the  hours  of  labour,  there  was  an  increase 
of  4,200  hc^sheads.  A  similar  increase 
had  taken  pbce  in  other  colonies.  The 
only  article  in  which  there  had  been  a  di« 
minution  was  molasses.  Lord  Sligo,  in 
one  df  bis  communicationsi  said  that  tho 
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success  of  fche  new  system,  and  the  contU 
nuance  of  the  plan  of  apprenticeships,  de- 
pended upon  the  conduct  of  the  white  peo- 
Sle.  It  was  highly  satisfactory  to  him  to 
ave  seen  a  report  from  the  head  of  the 
Police,  stating  that  nothing  could  exceed 
the  good  order  and  tranquillity  which 
everywhere  prevailed.  He  had  also  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  ffentleman,  stating 
that  the  price  of  land  in  his  immediate 
vicinity  had  douhled  since  the  aholition  of 
slavery.  There  was  one  fact  which  he 
would  beg  the  House  to  bear  in  mind, 
because  it  appeared  to  him  a  fair  criterion  of 
what  people  were  ^^ufier  by  the  abolition 
of  negro  slavery,  xhe  fact  to  which  he 
referred  was  contained  in  a  statement  made 
to  him  by  a  Member  of  that  House,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lymington*  That  gen- 
tleman had  stated  to  him  that  he  had  what 
he  considered  the  largest  English  property 
in  Antigua,  and  that  during  five  years  he 
had  lost  by  it  every  year— his  total  loss  be. 
ing  7,000/.;  but  that  since  the  abolition  of 
slavery,  in  addition  to  receiving  his  com* 
pensation,  which  was  a  large  sum,  he  had 
Jet  his  estate  upon  good  security,  and  was 
to  receive  during  the  three  first  years  1,200/. 
B-year,  and  after  that  1,S00/.  a-year,  and 
that  he  had  since  been  offered  2,000/. 
a-year.  This  was  a  case  well  worthy  the 
attention  of  the  House*  He  had  ventured 
to  trespass  on  the  patience  of  the  House 
longer  than  he  could  have  wished,  but 
he  considered  it  important  to  show  that  if 
the  West  India  planters  had  misconducted 
themselves,  they  could  6nd  no  apology  for 
it  in  the  faults  of  the  black  population. 
Hardly  a  white  man  had  been  assaulted, 
and  the  respect  shown  to  the  whites  was  the 
consequence  of  the  act  of  abolition.  He 
thought  the  statements  he  had  made  showed 
that  great  improvement  had  taken  place  in 
the  colonies  since  the  measure  of  abolition ; 
that  the  apprehensions  of  failure  and  injury 
were  proved  to  be  unfounded — that  the 
negro  population  were  orderly,  industrious, 
and  well-oonducted,  and  that  the  utmost 
regularity  and  tranquillity  prevailed.  He 
begged  to  move  **  for  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  apprentice, 
•hip  system  in  the  colonies,  the  condition 
of  the  apmrentices,  and  the  laws  and  regu* 
latioas  afiectiag  them  which  have  been 
passed*" 

Lord  Stanley  hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  would 
allow  him  to  interpose  for  a  few  minutes 
between  himself  and  the  House*  As 
li  inein1>eT  of  Lord  Grey*s  AdmiaistratioBi  I 


he  rejoiced  to  witness  the  safe  and  ptam^r^ 
ous  progress  of  the  system  of  apprenttoe- 
ship,  and  the  gradual  transition  from   a 
state  of  slavery  to  that  of  freedom  whicb^ 
with  some  sliffhtezoeptions,  the  hon.  Geo- 
tleman  had  admitted  to  be  going  on  at  the 
present  moment.  He  would  not  now  enter 
into  those  predictions  of  loss,  ruioj  auid 
bloodshed  brought  forward  by  the  ofipoD- 
ents  of  the  Emancipation  Act,  which  the 
event  had  so  happily  falsified;  but  he  wished 
to  carry  back  tne  recollection  of  the  House 
to  the  state  of  feeling  prevalent  ia  this 
country  and  the  colonies  about  three  years 
ago,  and  which  those  who  now  saw  the 
quiet  working  of  the  new  system  oouM 
hardly  call  to  mind  so  vividly  as  thev  ought 
to  do  in  order  to  appreciate  the  difficulty 
under  which  Government  then  laboured^ 
and  the  grave  oonsideration  it  was  neoss- 
sary  to  bestow  upon  the  feelings  of  ioter* 
ested  parties.    Three  years  ago,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Weymouth  might  have  brought 
forward  the  question  of  the  Abolition  of 
Slavery  at  any  hour  of  the  night,  and  any 
period  of  the  year,  and  he  would  have 
aroused  the  attention  of  the  Hoose.     Let 
him  look  round  the  House»  and  compare 
the  apathy  which  was  now  manifested,  aa 
apathy  arising  from  satisfaction  with  the 
operation  of  the  new  system,  with  the  inter, 
est  which  the  subject  excited  then.  Howefer 
reluctant  he  or  his  hon.  Friend  might  be  to 
addressso  thin  a  House,  yet,  as  far  ashe  waa 
ooncerned/the  responsibility  of  a  Minister  of 
the   Crown  required  that  he  should  con« 
municate  to  the  House— required  him  to 
examine  the  manner  in  which  that  svsttm 
was  carried  out.     His  hon.  Friena  had 
made  out  a  case  of  the  extreme  alarm,  the 
extreme  anxiety,  the  sensitive  nervoosneas, 
and  the  excited  state  into  which  the  mas- 
tersof  the  negro  population,  and  every  class 
of  society  connected  with  the  West-India 
islands,  merchants,  traders,  banking  in* 
terests     and    shipping    interests,    were 
plunged,  when  the  first  step  waa  taken 
towards  the  aooomplishment  of  this  mo* 
mentous  change.     All  these  circumstancss 
made  it  the  imperative  duty  of  a  Govera- 
ment  undertaking  the  greatest  experiment 
ever  tried  in  the  history  of  any  nation,  to 
act  with  the  utmost  caution  and  modm« 
tion,  lest  they  should  wound  those  seositifa 
feelings-r-lest  they  should  kindle  this  half- 
extinguished  volcano — and  undoubtedly  it 
was  their  duty  to  adopt,  in  erety  instaace, 
conciliatory  language  and  conciliatory  oon« 
duct  towaids  tl^  parties  on  whom  thesno* 
cess  of  tbs  msasore  jnual  uMmeMf  da* 
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pend^  congxttently  with  a  finn  and  com* 
plefe  fsairyiog  intA  effect  all  the  en  a 
ments  and  intentions  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment. If  the  House  would  allow  him,  he 
woald  read  one  or  two  extracts  from  de- 
Bpatches  which  he  had  sent  out,  on  which 
he  founded  his  justification  of  the  course 
pursued  by  Government,  and  which  he  had 
written  to  convince  the  Colonial  Oovern- 
ments  that  adequate  and  satisfactory  pro- 
visions  ought  to  be  made  to  carry  into  ef- 
foct  the  Emancipation  Act.  The  noble 
Lord  read  the  following  extract  from  a  de- 
spatch addressed  to  Lord  Mulgrave  :— 

^YoQ  will  distinctly  understand  that  you 
will  not  be  aotborized  to  consent  to  any  ordi. 
nance  creating  an  iotermediate  state  of  a  dif- 
ferent description,  or  subjected  to  the  restric- 
tions of  a  different  nature  from  those  contem- 
plated by  Parhament.  The  term  of  appren- 
ticeship may  be  shortened  ;  the  hours  of  com- 
pulsory labour  may  be  fewer ;  the  burden  im- 
posed maybe  made  lighter;  but  no  aistinc- 
tions  must  be  allowed  to  be  drawn  between 
those  at  present  free,  and  those  at  present 
slaves,  of  a  different  character  from,  or  to  a 
greater  extent  than  those  which  have  been 
sanctioned  by  Parliament.  As  you  will  con- 
sider yourself  precluded  by  your  instrucl'tons 
from  sanctioning  any  ordinance  whicli  may 
prolong  the  duration  of  the  intermediate  stale, 
or  impose  any  heavier  burdens  upon  those  who 
are  in  that  state,  so  you  will  likewise  withhold 
your  sanction  from  any  ordinance  perpetuating 
or  continuing,  after  the  termination  of  that 
period,  any  distinctions  or  exclusions  arising 
out  of  a  previous  servile  condition/' 

He  read  this  to  show  what  were  the  expec- 
tatimis  held  out  by  Government,  and  upon 
whidi  the  colonT  of  Jamaica  proceeded  to 
legislate ;  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
bear  with  him  if  he  turned  their  attention 
to  the  view  of  the  subject  taken  by  Lord 
Mulgrave.  At  the  time  when  the  noble 
Lord  was  sent  out,  great  doubts  were  en- 
tertained whether  the  Legislature  of  Ja- 
naica  would  consent  to  meet  Parliament 
in  that  spirit  of  oonciitation  and  friendly 
interoonrse  so  necessary  to  success.  The 
House  would  recollect,  that  every  single 
€oiony  was  looking  to  Jamaica  to  see  the 
course  which  would  be  pursued  hj  that 
idand,  and  by  the  British  Parliament 
towards  it.  In  proportion  as  they  were 
disposed  lo  meet  our  views,  and  as  we  were 
disposed  to  pat  a  foir  and  liberal  oonstruo- 
timi  on  their  actions^  was  the  certainty  of 
coming  to  a  just  and  proper  conclusion. 
He  was  sure  his  hon.  Friend  would  be  the 
last  person  to  deny  that  Lord  Mulgrave 
was  heat,  heart  and  soul,  on  carrying  the 
frovidoMof  th^  Aot  iiitooib^  and  he 


would  be  the  last  to  deny  that  to  the  dis* 
cretion^  prudence,  firmness,  and  judgment 
of  his  noble  Friend,  they  owed,  in  a  great 
degree,  the  successful  issue  of  the  measursa^ 
Lord  Mulgrave  opened  the  legislative  Ses- 
sion on  the  20th  of  October,  1833,  by  a 
speech,  recommending  the  Slaverv  Aboli- 
tion Act  to  their  careful  consideration. 
On  the  24th  of  November^  the  noble  Lord 
wrote  to  him  as  follows  :*^< 

'<  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  inform  you  that 
a  Bill  for  giving  effect  to  the  provisions  of  the 
British  Act  for  the  Abolition  of  Slavery  having 
been  introduced  into  the  House  of  Assembly, 
has  passed  through  all  its  stages  except  the 
last ;  that  it  stands  for  a  third  reading  to-mor- 
row, which  it  is  considered  will  be  a  mere 
matter  of  form,  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  an- 
nounce its  having  finally  passed  the  House,  in 
a  postscript.  It  has  of  course  been  my  anxious 
endeavour,  in  the  absence  of  any  positive  in- 
structions from  you,  to  induce  the  Members  of 
this  House,  with  whom  I  have  had  personal 
communication,  to  bring  forward  such'  a  mea- 
sure as  should  adhere  as  strictly  as  possible 
to  the  principles  of  the  British  Act,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  as  far  as  they  are  at  present  in  a 
condition  to  do  so,  to  develope  iiuch  of  the  de- 
tails as  are  lef\  to  them,  with  a  view  to  giving 
efiect  to  its  provisions.' 

A  promise  was  held  out  to  the  Colonies  in 
the  despatches  of  the  Government,  that  if 
there  should  appear  to  be  no  repugnance, 
on  their  part,  to  adopt  the  measure  of 
Emancipation^  and  if  they  should  make  no 
intentional  omission  in  their  provisions 
for  carrying  it  into  effect,— the  measures 
they  might  respectively  take  would  be  re. 
garded  at  home  in  the  most  fair  and  libe- 
ral spirit.  Upon  this  subject  Lord  Mul- 
grave observed  :— 

**  I  do  not  think,  upon  the  first  point,  you 
will  find  the  slightest  cause  of  complaint,  as 
the  majority  so  completely  entered  into  my 
view  of  the  importance,  in  the  instance,  of 
shewing  their  acquiescence  in  the  principle, 
that,  in  general,  they  have  adopted  the  very 
words  of  the  British  Act.  If  upon  the  second 
point  their  labours  should  not  appear  in  all 
respects  efficient,  it  is  not  from  any  indisposi- 
tion to  undertake  the  task  required  of  them, 
when  there  shall  have  been  more  time  given 
them  for  consideration ;— but  from  a  desim  to 
postpone  any  minor  points  upon  which  there 
might  be  a  difference  of  opinion  amongst 
themselves  to  the  great  object  of  tendering  to 
tiie  British  Government  this  snbstantial  proof 
of  co-operation  on  tlieir  part,  and  which  they 
hope  will  give  them  a  claim  to  the  favourable 
consideration  of  a  memorial  they  intend  to 
forward  home,  asking  to  be  allowed  to  make 
some  alteration  in  the  details  ; — upon  the  ex- 
ediency  or  practicability  of  which,  as  soon  as 
sm  made  acqasinted  wiA  themi  I  have  pro* 
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in  the  Colonies, 


nyown  opinion.  Upon  the  ultimate  arrange- 
ments they  may  make  for  the  establishment 
of  a  police,  they  are  anxious  not  to  be  called 
^  upon  to  make  any  legislative  provision  till  the 
answers  on  these  subjects  are  received  from 
England.  But  I  am  sure  they  will  be  much 
encouraged  to  persevpre  in  the  improved  dis- 
position they  have  lately  shewn,  by  that  ap- 
probation of  the  measure  now  passed,  which  I 
think,  upon  the  whole,  you  will  not  be  inclined 
to  withhold.'' 

He  would  next  quote  the  words  with 
which  Lord  Mulgrave  took  leave  of  the 
Parliament  which  had  passed  this  Act : — 

"  I  can  now  release  you  from  your  further 
attendance  here,  and  in  thus  closing  a  Session 
of  almost  unequalled  length,  and  certainly  of 
unparalleled  importance,  I  look  forward  with 
satisfaction  to  your  immediate  return  to  your 
homes,  whereby  you  will  be  enabled  to  dif- 
fuse through  your  several  parishes,  the  most 
accurate  information  upon  those  difficult  and 
delicat*  topics  which  have  here  engaged  your 
attention,  and  upon  which  it  is  so  desirable  to 
avert  misapprehension.  You  may  rely  upon 
my  co-operation,  by  every  personal  exertion 
in  my  power,  to  secure  the  perfect  understand- 
ing of  the  real  truth.  Under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  season,  I  have,  therefore, 
thought  it  better  no  longer  to  protract  this 
Session,  though  there  may  still  be  some  few 
measures  not  completed,  which  might  other- 
wise have  accompanied  the  settlement  of  that 
great  question,  the  consideration  of  which  has 
engrossed  so  much  of  your  time,  and  which 
you  have  happily  brought  to  a  successful  ter- 
mination ;  for  which  I  must  now  offer  you  my 
thanks  and  congratulations. 

Here  was  the  announcement  of  Lord 
Mulgrave,  accompanied  also  by  a  declara- 
tion that  the  Bill  had  been  still  further 
improved  in  its  last  stage.  Here  was  also 
his  communication,  expressing  a  strong 
and  confident  hope  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  not  withhold  their  appro- 
bation, from  the  Act  which  had  been 
passed.  First,  there  was  the  encour- 
agement held  out  by  the  British  Go* 
rernment;  and  next,  the  advice  of 
Lord  Mulgrave  to  ratify  the  Act,  which 
had  been  passed  in  full  confidence  that  the 
Lopes  80  held  out  would  be  fulfilled. 
Now,  under  all  these  circumstances  with 
a  strong  expression  of  approbatio,  from 
the  Governor  of  Jamaica  to  the  Colonial 
Parliament  upon  dismissing  the  members 
of  it  to  their  respective  homes,  and  with  a 
strong  recommendation  of  the  p  oceedings 
of  that  Parliament  made  by  the  Governor 
to  the  Government  at  home,  considering 
that  every  other  colony  was  looking  with 

ioteose  iot^rest  to  the  node  io  which  tbis 


question  was  to  be  settled  with  the  slare- 
owners  in  Jamaica,  he  asked  in  %hat  po- 
sition would  his  Majesty's  Ministers  hare 
placed  those  mighty  interests,  with  n^icii 
they  were  charged,  if,  in  compliance  with 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member,  they  had  re- 
fused compensation  to  the  owners  of  slaves 
in  Jamaica,  on  the  ground  that  they  had 
not  made  adequate  legislative  provisiom 
for  carrying  into  efifect  the  intentions  of 
the   British    Legislature?     They    would 
have  caused   an   explosion— they    would 
have  created  a  volcano  in  the  empire  in  the 
West-Indies — worst  of  all,  they  would  hare 
forfeited  their  character,  as  men  of  honour,  by 
not  redeeming  their  pledge  that  a  fair  and 
liberal  construction  should  be  put  upon  all 
the  Acts  passed  by  the  Colonial  Legisla- 
ture in  furtherance  of  the  great  Act  of 
Emancipation  passed  by  the  imperial  Par- 
liament of  Great  Britain.     What,  then, 
was  the  course  which  he  had  pursued  ? 
Feeling  this  question  to  be  one  of  vital 
importance,  in  which  a  false  step  might  be 
fatal  to  the  success  of  the  new  system,  he 
conceived  it  to  be  his  duty  not  to  decide  it 
on  his  own  individual  responsibility,  but  to 
bring  it  under  the  consideration  of  all  his 
colleagues  in  the  Cabinet.     He  had  there- 
fore laid  before  them  all  the  omissions, 
deviations,  and  variations,  from  the  British 
Act  of  Parliament  which  were  contained 
in  the  Act  of  the  Local  Parliament  of 
Jamaica.     The  two  Acts  were  referred  to 
Mr.  Stephen ;  and  his  observations  upon 
them  were  brought  by  him  (Lord  Stanley) 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Cabinet* 
He  stated  to  his  colleagues  the  doubts 
which  had  arisen,  and  the  omissions  and 
deviations  of  the  Legislature  of  Jamaica. 
He  asked  his  colleagues,  one  -  by  one,  upon 
each  omission  and    deviation   separately, 
whether  they  thought  it  sufficient  to  jus. 
tify  the  Government  in  refusing  the  com- 
pensation on  the  ground  of  the  inadequacy 
of  the  required  provisions;  and  he  also 
asked  them  the  same  question  collectively 
upon    all    the    omissions    and  deviations 
taken  cumulatively.    If  there  had  been 
any  difference  of  opinion  on  the  subject  in 
the  Cabinet,  he  should  have  felt  himsdf 
precluded  from  alluding  to  it  by  the  confi 
denoe  which  his  colleagues  were  bound  to 
repose  in  him  ;  but  there  was  no  difference 
of  opinion  whatever.     The  meeting  of  the 
Cabinet  on  this  question  was  held  at  the 
house  of  the  present  Secretary  of  Stats 
for  the  Colonies,  and  at  that  meeting  he 
received  from  the  members  of  £arl  G^Vs 
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daration  that  we  sliould  not  be  jnstified 
in  withholding  the  compensation,  on  the 
ground  that  the  parties  claiming  it  had 
not  made  adequate  provisions.  He  was 
nevertheless,  of  opinion,  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  entitled  to  point  out  to  the 
Colonial  Legislature  the  points  on  which 
he  thought  that  they  had  been  guilty  of 
some  defects  and  omissions,  and  he  had  in 
consequence  thrown  it  on  the  kindness  and 
good  feeling  of  the  Legislature  of  Jamaica 
to  make  good  those  defects  and  omissions. 
He  had  pointed  out  to  them  nine  distinct 
points  on  which  they  had  defects  and 
omissions  ta  supply.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whilst  filling  the  office  of 
Colonial  Secretary,  had  received  a  letter 
from  the  Marquess  of  Sligo,  stating,  that 
in  compliance  with  the  wishes  of  the  G^ 
vernment  at  home,  the  House  of  Assembly 
had  allowed  a  supplementary  Bill  to  be 
brought  in,— he  admitted  that  it  was  but 
a  temporary  one,  requiring  to  be  passed 
from  year  to  year,— in  which  every  single 
point  of  those  nine  points  was  met  save 
one,  and  in  that  solitary  case  the  noble 
Marquess  had  written  to  the  Government 
at  home  hoping  that  they  would  not  insist 
upon  it,  as  he  himself  snould  not  be  able 
to  support  it  if  he  were  an  independent 
Member  of  the  Assembly.  These  were 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted,  and  taking  the  most 
unfavourable  view  which  the  hon.  Member 
could  suggest  of  those  circumstances,  he 
would  say,  that  the  consequence  of  making 
such  a  declaration  as  that  for  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  called  would  have  been 
productive  of  the  most  pernicious  effects  in 
the  West  Indies.  Hitherto  nothing  of 
that  kind  had  occurred.  He  had  had  the 
satisfaction  of  seeing  the  great  measure  of 
the  abolition  of  slavery  carried  into  effect, 
not  only  without  slaughter  and  bloodshed, 
not  only  without  confusion  and  disorder, 
not  only  without  loss  and  ruin,  but  even 
with  an  important  improvement  to  all 
who  came  under  its  influence — to  the 
planter  as  well  as  to  the  negro— to  the 
master  as  well  as  to  the  slave.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  his  observations  by  stating, 
that  he  had  personally  no  objection  to 
grant  the  Committee  ror  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  just  moved. 

Sir  Oeorge  Orey  did  not  rise  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Weymouth.  When  his 
hon.  Friend  brought  forward  his  motion 
last  year,  on  this  subject,  it  was  connected 


with  an  avowed  object  which  his  Majestic 
Ministers  deemed  to  be  inconsistent  with 
the  national  faith  and  honour }  and,  aU 
though  they  imputed  no  such  intention  to 
the  hon.  Member,  they  felt  themselvei 
called  upon  firmly  to  resist  the  proposition 
which  he  then  made.  The  present  motion 
was  of  an  essentially  different  character. 
There  was  no  intention  expressed  of  with- 
drawing the  payment  of  the  money  granted 
by  Parliament  as  compensation  to  the  late 
owners  of  slaves,  nor  was  the  system  of 
apprenticeship  itself  impeached,  neither 
was  any  attempt  made  to  abolish  it  at 
once  by  the  act  of  the  Imperial  Legislature. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth  had  ex- 
pressed no  such  intention.  If  indeed  his 
hon.  Friend  had  done  so,  it  would  have 
been  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  have 
resisted  such  an  attempt,  and  he  was  satis- 
fied that  the  House  would  not  have  con« 
sented  to  unsettle  and  reverse  one  of  the 
fundamental  enactments  of  an  Act  which, 
with  all  its  defects,  was  one  of  the  brightest 
ornaments  of  our  times,— which  had  struck 
off  the  fetters  of  the  slave,— -had  introduced 
him  into  a  comparative  state  of  freedom,— 
and  had  secured  to  him,  after  a  short  in- 
terval, the  full  and  free  enjoyment  of  his 
liberty.  But,  because  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  have  thought  it  incum- 
bent upon  them  to  oppose  this  motion,  had 
its  object  been  to  unsettle  the  principles 
on  which  the  Abolition  Act  was  founued, 
it  by  no  means  followed  that  the  working 
of  tne  present  system  was  not  a  fit  subject 
for  Parliamentary  inquiry.  He  conceded 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth,  that 
in  accordance  with  the  declaration  which 
he  had  before  made  in  the  House,  the 
Parliament  and  the  people  were  fully 
entitled  to  the  most  ample  information,  as 
to  the  working  and  aaministration  of  a 
system  for  which  they  had  made  such  a 
liberal  and  generous  sacrifice.  They  were 
entitled  to  know  how  their  money  had  been 
applied,  and  that  the  intentions  of  the 
British  Parliament  were  bona  Jide  carried 
into  effect.  They  had  a  right  to  know 
what  Acts  had  been  pa^ed  affecting 
the  apprentices  in  the  colonies— the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  negroes  there,  and 
whether  the  superintendence  exercised  by 
his  Majesty's  Government  was  such  as  to 
secure  them  that  protection  in  the  exercise 
of  their  newly-acquired  rights  to  which 
they  had  an  especial  claim.  On  the  occa- 
sion of  his  hon.  Friend's  motion,  last  year, 
a  circular  was  addressed  by  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  Governors  of  the  difl^r- 
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^t  eolmries,  in  order  to  ^uiet  any  need* 
lees  apprefaensioD  In  the  miods  of  the  pro. 
prietorsi  as  to  the  course  which  his  Majes- 
ty's Government  felt  it  their  duty  to  take, 
in  which  it  was  distinctly  asserted  that  the 
right  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain  to  the 
fullest  information  as  to  the  administration 
of  the  system,  was  undoubtedj  and  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  which  he 
bad  ever  maintained ;  and  seeing  nothing 
in  the  present  motion  which  went  beyond 
thisj  he  cheerfully  and  cordially  acceded  to 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  asked 
for  by  his  hon.  Friend.  Nor  did  he  con. 
ceive  that  the  appointment  of  such  a  Com- 
mittee need  raise  alarm  on  the  part  of 
those  interested  in  colonial  property^  for 
the  Assembly  of  Jamaica  had  already  ap- 
pointed, no  less  than  three  Committees  of 
a  similar  nature.  The  reference  to  one  of 
these,  indeed,  was  worded  in  nearly  the 
same  terms  as  those  of  the  former  parts  of 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wey. 
mouth*  That  Committee  was  appointed 
in  the  latter  part  of  the  year  1834,  to  in- 

?uire  into  the  working  or  the  new  system, 
'hey  examined  witnesses  on  the  subjectj 
and  made  a  Report,  now  lying  on  the  table 
of  this  House,  in  the  series  of  papers  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  on  the  abolition  of 
slavery.  This  Act  of  the  Colonial  Legis- 
lature must,  I  think,  tend  to  ouiet  any 
apprehensions  on  the  part  of  tlie  West- 
Indian  proprietors,  that  the  step  now  about 
to  be  taken  would  prejudicially  affect  their 
interests.  On  the  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  he  must  express  his  satisfac- 
tion  at  the  appointment  of  the  Committee, 
because  it  would  afford  an  opportunity  of 
meetinff  and  refuting,  before  an  impartial 
tribuniU,  charges  which  he  regretted  to 
have  seen  circulated  through  the  country 
without  any  opportunity  of  contradicting 
them  I  charges  impugning  not  only  the 
conduct  of  the  West-Indian  planters,  but 
that  of  the  Government  which  had 
been  accused,  without  the  slightest  evi- 
dence of  conniving  at  abuses  alleged  to 
have  rendered  the  apprenticeship  worse 
even  than  slavery.  He  rejoiced  that  to  a 
Committee  was  to  be  delegated  the  task  of 
investigating  the  whole  of  this  question, 
and  who,  with  no  preconceived  opinion  on 
extreme  views  on  either  side,  will  be  able 
to  form  a  correct*  and  sound  judgment 
upon  the  whole  matter  submitted  to  them. 
He  believed  the  result  of  the  inquiry  would 
be — tofihew  that  the  interests  of  the  West- 
India  proprietor,  and  the  condition  of  the 
negroes,  had  alike  been  improved  by  the 


change*  He  was  bound  to  say^  that  h^  did 
not  believe  the  proprietors  in  this  country 
had  stated,  or  were  disposed  to  state,  that 
their  property  had  been  deteriorated  by 
the  change.  He  was  unwilling  to  say  any- 
thing disrespectful  of  the  absent ;  but  he 
could  not  help  observing,  that  there  was  a 
great  difference  between  the  West-Indian 
proprietors,  here,  and  those  resident*  and 
intrusted  with  the  management  of  the 
estates,  in  the  West  Indies;  and  what- 
ever statements  might  have  been  made  as 
to  the  depreciation  of  property  by  the  aboli- 
tion of  slavery,  they  had  not  proceeded 
from  the  body  of  proprietors  at  home.  He 
believed  that  the  result  of  this  inquiry 
would  show,  that  property  in  the  West 
Indies  was  no  longer  in  so  depressed  a  con- 
dition as  it  was  for  a  considerable  period 
before  the  recent  change  took  place.  The 
dread  of  insurrection  had  passed  away,  and 
capital  was  now  finding  its  way  into  channels 
in  which,  during  the  latter  years  of  the 
existence  of  slavery,  no  prudent  man  would 
willingly  have  risked  any  portion  of  it. 
So  far  from  any  such  predictions  as  Uioee 
referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend  having  been 
fulfilled,  they  had  been  completely  falsified, 
so  far  as  the  system  had  yet  haa  time  to 
develope  itself.  Notwithstanding  what 
had  been  asserted  to  the  contrary,  he  be* 
lieved  that  he  should  be  able  to  satisfy  the 
Committee  that  the  condition  of  the  negro 
had  been  much  improved.  Many  of  the 
supporters  of  abolition  objected  to  the 
system  of  apprenticeship  when  the  Bill  of 
1833  was  under  discussion;  but  that 
question  was  then  settled  by  Parliament; 
and  the  only  fit  subject  for  inquiry  now 
was,  had  the  system  been  &irly  acted  on, 
both  towards  the  planter  and  the  negro. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  the  avowed  represeo* 
tative  of  the  anti.slavery  party.  Of  their 
principles,  and  of  their  seal  he  wished 
to  speak  with  respect;  but  he  could 
not  equally  commend  their  judgment  or 
their  fairness.  His  hon.  Friend  would  not 
assert,  as  had  been  asserted  by  some  of  the 
anti-slavery  party,  that  the  negro,  dur- 
ing the  apprenticeship,  was  in  a  worse 
condition  than  when  in  a  state  of  slavery. 
Such  statements  had  been  made ;  but,  on 
examination,  they  would  turn  out  to  be 
unfounded.  He  would  not  go  into  many 
details,  because  the  facts  on  which  he 
should  rely  would  come  with  greater  weight 
from  witnesses  examined  by  the  Commit* 
tee,  and  from  the  documentary  evidence 
which  would  be  submitted  to  it,  than  from 
him,    But  there  were  two  or  three  points 
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OH  wbidi  lie  wished  to  trouUe  the  Ho«ie» 
in  order  to  guard  against  the  possibility  of 
its  being  supposed  that,  in  acquiescing  in 
the  appointnent  of  the  Committee^  he  was 
Mttctioning  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Weymouth.  He  could  not 
help  noticing  the  declaration  attributed  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
at  a  public  meeting  at  Birmingham,  The 
Report  purported  to  be  a  corrected  Report 
of  the  proceedings  of  that  meeting,  com- 
prising the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
MemlMr.  He  was  there  made  to  assert 
that  tho  situation  of  the  negro,  under  his 
present  condition  of  apprenticeship,  was 
worse  than  slavery.  He  was  surprised  at 
finding  this  opinion  entertained  by  one  of 
suoh  strong  sense  and  sound  judgment, 
and  with  the  means  before  him  of  forming 
a  corract  conclusion ;  but  in  the  next  sen- 
tence the  strong  sense  and  the  liberal  sen- 
timents of  the  hon.  Member  had  led  him 
into  a  happy  inconsistency;  for,  baring 
adverted  to  the  subject,  he  could  not  re- 
frain from  drawings  in  striking  and  em- 
phatic hinguage,  the  contrast  between  the 
negro  mother,  in  a  state  of  slavery,  look- 
ing on  her  infant  and  shedding  bitter 
tears,  on  the  reflection  that  it  was  born  to 
hopeless  slavery,  and  the  same  mother, 
under  the  present  system,  pressing  her  in^ 
frnt  to  her  bosom,  and  looking  upon  it 
with  a  smile  of  heartfelt  satisfaction,  pro. 
duced  by  the  assurance  that  it  was  born 
to  all  the  privileges  of  a  British  freeman, 
««*4liat  in  a  short  time  she  herself  would 
be  free.'^-and  that  her  child,  in  the  enjov- 
meot  of  absolute  freedom,  would  be  the 
sdlaoe  and  the  comfort  of  her  declining 
years.  He  wanted  no  other  argument 
than  this  to  refute  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  own  position,  unless,  indeed,  he 
would  contend  that  nothing  was  gained 
by  the  substitution  of  hope,  or  rather  cer- 
tainty, for  despair.  But  he  might  be 
told  that  whatever  was  the  advantage  de- 
rived from  the  prospects  of  the  future,  the 
present  state  of  the  negro  had  not  been 
improved.  That  was  a  mistake ;  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  quite  correct  in  stat- 
ing that  the  Secretary  of  the  Colonies  pro- 
mised  that,  on  the  passing  of  this  Act,  we 
should  hear  no  more  of  the  lash.  It  was 
to  be  taken,  and  it  had  been  taken,  from 
the  irresponsible  hands  of  the  master,  and 
had  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  sti- 
pendiary Magistrates,  who  are  responsible 
Ibr  the  right  use  of  their  powers,  in  the 
first  place,  to  the  Governor  of  the  colony. 


and,  in  ^be  second  place,  to  the  Govern* 
ment  at  home ;  and  these  persons  had  ne 
interest  whatever  in  the  labour  perform^ 
by  the  apprentices.  What  bad  been  the 
result }  llie  rapid  and  gradual  diminur 
tion  of  the  whip  as  an  inducem^t  to  la* 
hour.  In  the  Bahamas  the  Governor  had 
felt  himself  able  to  abolish  corporal  pu^ 
nishment  altogether,  except  when  inflicted 
by  the  ordinary  tribunals  for  ofiences 
which  rendered  all  persons  equally  liable 
to  it  with  the  apprenticed  labourers.  His 
hon.  Friend  might  say,  that  the  Bahama 
Islands  were  not  a  fair  sample  of  the  West 
Indies ;  let  him  take,  therefore,  Jamaica. 
It  had  been  said  that  punishmento  had 
been  as  severe  and  as  frequent  in  Jamaicii, 
since  the  apprenticeship  system  came  into 
operation,  as  they  were  previously.  He 
was  quite  willing  to  concede,  that  at  an 
early  period  of  the  apprenticeship,  the  lash 
was  not  disused  to  the  present  extents 
According  to  a  return  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  it  appeared  that,  out  of  a  population  of 
31 2«00D  apprenticed  labourars,  7 1 2  had  re- 
ceived corporal  punishment  in  Aug.  1835. 
In  December,  out  of  the  same  number, 
only  d06  received  corporal  punishment« 
and,  it  was  found,  on  a  reference  to  the  r^ 
turns  for  the  intervening  months,  that  they 
shewed  a  regular  and  progressive  decrease. 
The  case  of  British  Guiana  had  been  par- 
ticularly alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend,  as 
a  place  where  the  whip  had  been  greatly 
used.  Of  that  colony  great  complaints 
were  made  during  the  existence  of  slavery, 
and  punishments  were  alleged  to  have  been 
unusually  severe  there.  What  were  the 
facts  with  respect  to  British  Guiana  now  ? 
A  recent  despatch  of  the  Governor,  dated 
the  12th  of  December,  1835,  stoted: — 

**  The  Reports  from  the  special  justices  for 
the  last  month  show  a  very  considerable  de- 
crease of  punishment,  the  total  number  of 
cases  for  which  whippings  was  adjudged  being 
only  forty-nine.  I  look  forward  with  confi* 
dence  to  a  still  further  diminution,  and  even 
to  an  ultimate  disuse  of  the  lash  in  this  cnlonv 
altogether,  except  by  the  sentence  of  the  Cri- 
minal Courts  for  the  repression  of  thef\. 
Every  successive  month,  since  the  abolition 
of  slavery,  the  number  of  individuals  so  pit- 
nished  has  gradually  diminished,  as  to  entitle 
me  to  be  very  sanguine  in  my  expectations 
that  the  period  is  not  far  distant  when  this 
mode  Of  punishment  ^ill  be  all  but  extin- 
guished." 

On  a  comparison  of  the  number  of  cor- 
poral puuiehments  inflicted  in  British 
Guiana  during  the  last  years  of  slavery  and 
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the  first  year  of  apprenticeships  when  the 
new  system  existed  under  e^ery  disadvan- 
tage, and  the  Special  Commission  was  con- 
fided to  persons  interested  in  the  exaction 
of  lahour^-which  was  now  not  the  case— 
adiminution  of  2,000  would  he  found  to  have 
taken  place.     Subsequently  to  July>  when 
the  Special  Commission  was  limited  to 
disinterested  persons^  the  decrease  in  cor- 
poral punishments  had  been  rapidly  pro- 
gressive.    In  July,  the  number  was  208  ; 
m  August^  93  ;  in  September,  79 ;  io  Oc- 
tober, 775  in  November,  49 ; — in  Decem- 
ber, only  21.     Was  there  a  single  hon. 
Member  who  did  not  believe    that   the 
negroes  in  British  Guiana  were  now  in  a 
better  condition  with  responsible  special 
Magistrates,   solely  authorised  to  inflict 
punishment,  and  to  whom  they  could  look 
for  protection  in  the  exercise  of  their  rights, 
than  when  they  were  liable  to  be  punished 
at  the  arbitrary  will  of  their  masters  ?     If 
that  were  admitted,  all  he  would  ask  was, 
for  the  sake  of  the  negroes  themselves, 
not  to  excite  upon  this  question  needless 
agitation,  by  statements,  and  received  with 
implicit  credence  by  multitudes  elsewhere, 
who  had  no  means  of  ascertaining  the  real 
fiicts.    He  asked  his  hon.  Friend  to  inter- 
pose the  weight  of  that  authority  and  in- 
fiuence  which  he  so  deservedly  possessed 
with  those  who  looked  to  him  as  their  leader 
and  their  organ  on  this  question,  to  check 
the  propagation  of  statements  and  opinions 
which  were  manifestly  erroneous.    The  in- 
quiries  of  this  Committee  would  be  eminently 
useful  in  removing  the  unfavourable  im. 
pression  which  had  been  made  in  some 
quarters,  as  to  the  special  Magistrates,  on 
whom  the  most  unjust  reflections  had  been 
cast,  but  who  were  entitled  to  the  great- 
est credit  for  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  discharged  their  duties,  which   were 
of  the  most  onerous  and  arduous  nature ; 
and  by  unremitting  attention  to  these,  many 
of  them  had  fallen  victims  to  their  exer- 
tions. It  had  been  said,  that  they  were  the 
mere  tools  of  the  planters, — ^that  the  plant- 
ers had  only  to  call  for  punishment,  which 
was  inflicted  without  adequate  inauiry  ; — 
and  that,  in  fact,  the  whip  was  only  trans* 
ferred  from  the  hands  of  one  to  the  other, 
without  any  diminution  of  its  use.     He 
had  but  to  refer  the  House  to  the  evidence 
which  he  had  adduced  as  to  the  compara- 
tive number  of  punishments  now  and  in 
the  time  of  slavery,  to  vindicate  the  spe. 
cial  Magistrates  from  this  imputation.  But 
it  was  only  due  to  them  to  state,  after 
reading  their  periodical  reports,  and  look- 


ing to  the  actual  amount  of  their  labour 
and  their  important  duty,  that  he  was 
firmly  convinced  that  they  did  not  merit 
the  censure  cast  upon  them  ;  and  he  hoped 
that  no  impressions  unfiivonrable  to  them 
would  be  sanctioned  by  the  authority  of  hh 
hon.  Friend.  There  had  been  instances  of 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  special  Ma- 
gistrates he  admitted ;  but  it  could  not 
be  denied  that  every  such  instance  had 
been  punished,  ana  that  there  had 
been  the  greatest  vigilance  exercised  by 
the  Home  Gk>vernment  to  check  every  spe- 
cies of  improper  conduct.  It  might  foe 
alleged  that  the  diminution  of  punishment 
had  been  obtained  by  the  sacrifice  of  the 
interests  of  the  planters,  which  the  special 
Magistrates  were  equally  bound  to  protect, 
with  the  rights  of  the  apprentices.  An 
answer  to  that  would  be  afibrded  by  an 
extract  from  the  same  despatch  of  the  Go. 
vernor  of  British  Guiana,  to  which  he 
had  referred.  Sir  Carmichael  Smith 
said:—    * 

Your  Lordship  will  be  gratified  to  know  that 
during  the  last  month  (November)^  the  Cus» 
toro-house  Returns  shew  that,  from  this  river, 
8)211  hogsheads  of  sugar  have  been  exported ; 
whereas,  upon  an  average  of  the  three  last 
years  of  slavery,  during  the  same  month,  not 
more  than  5,610  hogsheads  passed  through  the 
Custom-house.  This  colony  never  was  in  a 
more  prosperous  and  flourishing  condition; 
and  I  believe,  with  very  few  exceptions,  the 
dissatisfaction  of  the  planters,  at  the  late 
change,  is  fast  wearing  away. 

The  same  despatch  also  said,  and  the 
passage  would  be  interesting  to  the  Houset 
as  it  related  to  the  conduct  of  the  negroes:— 

In  proof  of  the  rapid  advance  of  a  moral 
feeling  amongst  the  apprenticed  labourers,  and 
of  their  anxiety  to  raise  themselves  in  the  scale 
of  civilization,  I  take  the  liberty  of  laying  be« 
fore  your  Ix>rdship  an  extract  from  last  Satur* 
day's  GoMetU,  containing  the  advertisements  of 
not  less  than  seventy-nine  marriages.  The 
number  advertized  each  Saturday  varies  of 
course,  but  the  general  average  is  about  ninety. 
In  a  couple  of  years  the  system  of  concubinage 
will  be  extinct.  The  late  ordinance  permitting 
marriage  to  be  solemnized,  indiscriminately, 
by  all  ministers  of  the  Christian  religion,  has 
produced  the  happiest  effects,  and  was  a  veiy 
great  boon  to  the  apprenticed  labourers. 

His  hon.  Friend  had  also  referred  to 
women  being  floeged.  From  an  extract 
which  his  hon.  Friend  read  from  some 
despatch,  an  impression  might  have  been 
left  that  the  Magistrates  freely  used  the 
lash  upon  women,  who  were  still  liaUe  to 
this  punishment.  In  the  Committee  be 
should  be  able  to  shew,  that  since  August, 
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lS34f  n6  woman  had  been  flog^d  by  order 
of  a  special  Magistrate.  This  might  be 
disputedf  because  there  were  most  ob* 
jeetionable  laws  in  Jamaica,  which  sanc- 
tioned the  punishment  of  whippiog,  not  on 
females  as  labourers,  but  on  any  fe- 
males in  the  houses  of  correction;  and 
in  such  cases  corporal  punishment  might 
have  been  inflicted  upon  women.  He 
need  only  add,  on  the  subject  of  the 
Committee)  that  he  trusted,  by  the  es- 
tabliflhiog  of  facts,  that  it  would  disabuse 
the  public  mind  of  the  faUse  impressions 
produced  upon  it  by  that  zeal,  for  which 
he  entertained  great  respect,  but  which 
sometimes  overstepped  the  bounds  of  dis« 
cretion,  and  adopted  ^vith  too  much  eager- 
ness as  facts,  stories  which  distance  pre- 
vented it  from  sifting.  That  zeal  animated 
a  large  number  of  persons,  who  justly  hold 
that  much  yet  remained  to  be  done  to 
render  the  abolition  of  slavery  complete. 
It  behoved  the  British  Parliament  and 
people,  he  admitted,  to  keep  a  watchful  eye 
en  the  condition  of  the  negro  population, 
even  after  apprenticeship  should  have 
ceased,  as  well  as  at  present,  and  absolute 
freedom  had  been  established  in  all  the 
colonies.  One  effect  of  the  Committee,  he 
trusted,  would  be  to  increase  a  disposition 
to  impart  moral  and  religious  instruction 
to  the  negroes,  and  to  use  those  means 
which,  by  God's  blessing,  might  be  instru- 
mental in  elevating  their  character  and  de- 
veloping those  qu^ities  which  they  possess 
in  common  with  themselves.  By  co-op- 
erating in  the  promotion  of  this  object,  we 
might  eventually  point  to  those  colonies, 
which,  as  long  as  slavery  existed,  were  our 
shame  and  reproach,  as  some  of  the  brightest 
spots  in  those  vast  possessions  which  Provi- 
dence had  confided  to  the  care  of  the 
British  Legislature.  He  should  be  glad  to 
sit  down,  without  adverting  to  the  subject 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  mentioned — 
the  present  state  of  the  law  in  Jamaica. 
But  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  state  the 
course  which  the  Government  had  felt  it 
their  duty  to  adopt  with  reference  to  it. 
He  needed  not  advert  at  length  to  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  original  Act 
of  the  legislature  of  Jamaica  was  declared 
adequate  and  satisfactory,  so  as  to  entitle 
that  edony  to  its  share  of  the  Compensa- 
tion Fund.  He  had  stated  his  opinion  on 
that  point,  in  the  course  of  last  session, 
when  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  was 
censnied  for  the  confidence  which  he  had 
reposed  in  the  Colonial  Ijegislaiure.  He 
had  then  shown  that  his  noble  Friend  had 
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acted  in  accordance  with  the  advice  of  Lord 
Mulgrave,  whom  no  one  could  accuse  of 
indifference  to  the  rights  of  the  negro,  and 
whose  opinion  was  entitled  to  the  greatest 
weight.  After  what  had  been  to-night 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  himself,  in  vindi- 
cation of  the  Government  of  which  he  was 
a  member,  he  mi^ht  safely  leave  this  part 
of  the  subject  witliout  any  further  observa- 
tion. On  the  2nd  of  July,  1834,  an  Act 
was  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  Jamaica 
in  pursuance  of  the  recommendations  of  his 
noble  Friend;  it  contained  many  impor- 
tant details,  and  substantially  met  the  con- 
ditions he  had  required;  but  while  the 
first  Act  was  made  co-extensive  with  the 
period  of  apprcnticeship,[the  second  Act  was 
only  to  be  m  force  until  the  last  day  of  the 
year,  1 835.  He  was  bound  to  say,  that  the 
Colonial  Legislature,  by  thus  limiting  the 
duration  of  the  Act  in  Aid  appeared  to  him 
scarcely  to  have  justified  the  generous  con- 
fidence reposed  in  it  by  his  noble  Friend. 
In  December,  1834,  another  Act  was  passed^ 
which  was  disallowed  on  the  ground  of  its 
containing  objectionable  provisions.  In 
February,  1835,  the  attention  of  Lard 
Sligo  was  called  by  Lord  Aberdeen  to  the 
circumstance  of  the  limited  duration  of  the 
first  Act  in  Aid,  and  his  Lordship  stated 
that  the  Legislature  of  Jamaica  would  not, 
in  his  opinion,  discharge  its  duty  if  it  did 
not  make  that  Act  co-extensive  with  the 
original  Act.  An  early  session  took  place 
in  August  last,  and  in  anticipation  of  that, 
session.  Lord  Glenelg  again  adverted  to 
this  subject  in  the  same  spirit  in  which 
Lord  Aberdeen  had  before  expressed  him- 
self. He  called  Lord  Sligo's  particular 
attention  to  the  statement  of  his  prede- 
cessor, and  in  directing  him  to  propose  to 
the  Legislature  the  continuance  of  the  Act 
in  question,  until  the  expiration  of  the  ap- 
prenticeship, he  stated  it  as  his  opinion  that 
the  Colonial  Legislature  was  pledged  by 
good  faith  to  the  Parliament  and  people  of 
Great  Britain,  to  adopt  the  measures 
recommended.  That  session  terminated 
without  the  transaction  of  any  business, 
and  a  dissolution  ensued.  The  last  session 
commenced  in  November,  and  the  attention 
of  the  Legislature  was  invited  to  the  early 
consideration  of  this  question.  At  the 
same  time  instructions  had  been  sent  to 
Lord  Sligo  to  refuse  his  assent  to  any  Bill, 
which  contained  any  of  those  clauses  which 
had  occasioned  the  disallowance  of  the 
former  Act,  or  other  objectionable  matter. 
A  Dill  passed  the  Assembly  comprising 
clauses  with  objectionable  matter.  The 
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council  introduced  aoiaaduieuU^  rendering 

the  Bill  unobjectionable*  The  Bill,  as 
amended,  was  sent  down  to  the  House  of 
Assembly,  who  unhappily  resolved  to  ad. 
here  to  the  original  Bill,  and  refused  to 
accede  to  the  amendments  of  the  C-ouucil. 
Lord  Sligo,  anxious  tliat  the  Bill  should 
jy)t  be  lost,  as  it  mnst  have  been  if  sent  to 
him  in  the  sha|)e  in  which  it  passed  the 
Assembly,  took  a  step  which,  though  the 
motives  were,  undoubtedly,  of  the  best 
kind,  he  regretted,  as  it  afforded  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  the  opportunity  of  say- 
ing, that  a  breach  of  their  privileges  had 
been  committcil.  To  save  the  13111  from 
ultimate  rejection.  Lord  Sligo  sent  a  mes. 
sage  to  the  Assembly,  earnestly  rea»m- 
mending  a  reconsideration  of  the  amend- 
ments. The  efTect  was,  that  the  Assembly 
resolved,  that  a  breach  of  their  privileges 
had  been  committed,  and  refused  to  transact 
any  further  business  until  reparation  had 
been  made.  Under  these  circumstances  a 
^  prorogation  took  place  for  a  day,  and  Lord 
'  Sligo  addressed  the  House  of  Assembly  in 
a  speech  in  which  he  justified  the  course 
he  had  taken.  On  meeting  again,  the  As- 
sembly adhered  to  their  former  resolution, 
and  a  second  prorogation  took  place  for  the 
usual  period.  He  imputed  no  blame  with 
respect  to  these  transactions ;  all  he  wishecl 
to  do  was,  to  shew  what  the  actual  cir. 
cumstanccs  were-^by  which  an  Act,  con- 
taining enactments  of  very  considerable 
importance  to  the  negro  population  in  Ja- 
maica, had  been  suffered  to  expire.  The 
Colonial  Legislature  having  omitted  to  pass 
this  Act,  the  British  Parliament  would 
enforce  a  compact  entered  into,  for  the 
advantage  of  the  negro,  and  would  not 
allow  his  rights  to  be  unprotected.  His 
Majesty's  Government  had,  therefore,  de- 
termined to  introduce  a  Bill,  of  which  he 
had  given  notice  to-night,  and  which,  he 
trusted,  Parliament  would  readily  sanction, 
for  restoring  the  law  in  Jamaica  to  the 
state  in  which  it  stood  previously  to  the 
end  of  last  year,  and  for  continuing  it  in 
that  state  till  the  Ist  of  August  1840.  un- 
less the  Colonial  Legislature  should  super, 
sede  that  law,  by  enacting  some  equally 
efficient  Act,  themselves.  By  this  means, 
those  enactments  would  be  again  in  force 
in  Jamaica,  which  had  been  already  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Colonial  Legislature,  *aud 
which  could  not  be  said  to  be  inap])licable 
to  the  state  of  society  in  that  island, 
having  been  in  operation  there  for  u  year 
and  a  half,  by  virtue  of  their  own  Act,  and 
being  ^s  nec#€:sury  for  the  remaining  years 


of  apprentioefihip  aa  tlwy  were  immg  the 
firbt  year  and  a- half.  It  was  io  bo  hostile 
spirit  that  this  decision  had  been  taken*— 
it  was  from  no  desire  to  oocvoe  sod  to 
compel,  but  it  was  founded  on  a  reoogai- 
tiott  of  a  compact,  which  the  n^to  was 
entitled  to  call  on  the  Government,  to 
fulfil,  by  securing  to  him  the  enjoyment  of 
those  rights  which  it  was  the  iotenttoo  of 
tiie  British  Parliament  that  he  should  en- 
joy. It  was  from  no  disrespect  to  the  (wo- 
stitutional  privileges  of  the  Colonial  Le- 
gislature that  ministers  called  for  the 
interference  of  Parliament,  but  they  wauid 
be  unworthy  of  their  station  if  they  allowed 
any  considerations  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
the  performance  of  a  solemn  duty,  and  the 
fulfilment  of  a  compact  for  the  proteetleii 
of  the  negro,  which  the  Britteh  nation  bad 
a  ri^ht  to  enforce.  For  the  constitational 
privileges  of  the  Colonial  Legislature  his 
Majesty's  Government  entertained  the 
higliest  respect ;  but  they  respected  still 
more  thoee  great  and  fixed  principles  of 
justice^  which  they  were  prepared  upon  all 
occasions  to  maintain,  especially  when 
invoked  on  behalf  of  the  defencoless  sad 
oppressed. 

Mr.  (yCtmneU: — Sir,  I  regret  exceed- 
ingly, that  the  Hon.  Bart,  should  have 
made  it  necessary  for  me  to  intrude  upon 
the  House  at  all.  He  has  censured  (though 
certainly  in  very  complimentary  language 
to  myself)  the  agitation  of  this  question 
elsewhere;  and  yet  I  think  enough  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Bart,  himself  to  justify 
agitation  out  of  the  House  on  this  subject. 
Sir,  it  is  true,  I  did  say  at  Birmingham, 
that,  under  the  working  of  the  apprentice- 
ship system,  the  negroes  were  worse  ofif 
sometimes  than  they  were  in  a  state  of 
slavery,  f  did  not  say  that  lightly.  I  had 
the  documents  before  me  from  faith- worthy 
persons,  showing  that  what  it  was  the  in- 
terest of  the  slave-owners  to  do  was  done  ; 
it  is  their  interest  to  make  the  negro  work 
out  his  full  time :  for  instance,  out  of  an 
able-bodied  negro  the  owner  formerly  got 
twelve  years'  labour ;  but  he  had  the  t wmve 
years  to  get  it  out  of  him ;  but  now,  the 
power  of  the  owner  lasting  only  for  six 
years,  it  is  his  interest  to  get  out  as  much 
of  the  twelve  years*  labour  as  possible  in 
thAt  six  years.  That  is  the  natural  conse- 
quence ;  it  is  the  natural  effect  of  the  sys- 
tem ;  he  has  none,  not  the  slightest  in- 
terest in  the  no(;ro  after  the  expiration 
of  the  six  years'  apprenticeship,  and  he 
has  no  object  therefore  but  to  got  ns  much 
out  of  him  as  possible  in  that  time.   Again, 
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documents  firom  fvtth.worthy  persons  were 
before  me,  showing  this — that  many  indul* 
genees  which  were  allowed  in  a  state  of 
slavery,  were  withheld  in  the  state  of  ap- 
prenticeship from  the  negroes.  For  ex- 
ample :  it  seems  they  were  formerly  allowed 
water  while  working  in  the  fields.  That  was 
an  indulgence,  perhaps,  not  appearing  to  us 
very  essential,  but  very  important  in  that 
climate  when  working  in  the  open  fields. 
Yet,  in  many  instances,  (so  I  am  informed) 
I  Ao  not  vouch  for  the  truth,  this  indul- 
gence is  given  only  as  the  price  of  addi- 
tional labour.  These  things  being  slated 
by  faith  worthy  persons,  I  did  assert  that 
the  condition  of  the  negro  was  sometimes 
worse  under  the  apprenticeship  system 
than  before  the  Act  passed.  I  have  heard 
enough  in  the  House  to-night  to  make  me 
doubt  them ;  but,  at  any  rate,  every  doubt, 
will  be  very  effectually  removed  by  the  in- 
quiry which  the  whole  subject  must  undergo 
before  a  Committee,  which  I  believe  his 
Majesty's  Government  do  not  object  to.  1 
was  not  guilty  of  the  absurdity  of  holding 
out  that  the  Compensation  Bill  produced  no 
good  ;  on  the  contrary,  I  then  passed,  by  a 
natural  transition,  to  the  great  advantages 
which  that  measure  was  calculated  to  pro- 
duce, and  particularly  to  the  bright  pros* 
pect  of  futurity,  as  more  than  overbalancing 
the  individual  instances  of  cruelty  and  op- 
pression :  something  like  the  French  cook 
who,  when  busily  engaged  in  inducing  the 
liver  complaint  in  a  goose,  consoled  il  by 
saying  that  its  agonies  were  preparing  it  for 
the  honour  of  one  day  forming  part  in  a 
splendid  dish  for  some  Parisian  connoisseur. 
So,  I  suppose,  the  poor  negro  is  to  be  satis- 
fled  in  his  present  state  of  oppression  by  the 
splendid  prospects  of  futurity.  I  do,  how- 
ever, maintain  that  it  is  necessary  for  great 
public  vigilance  to  be  exercised  over  the 
working  of  this  system.  We  have  paid,  and 
paid,  I  think,  liberally  and  abundantly,  for 
this  measure,  and  we  must  not  be  cheated 
by  any  one  of  that  which  is  the  value  of 
our  money.  That  which  we  stipulated  for 
was  future  liberty,  and  at  present  as  much 
of  comfort  as  is  consistent  with  a  mitigated 
state  of  slavery  :  for  after  all  it  is  nothing 
more  than  that.  It  is  slavery  under 
another  name.  The  experiment  has  suc- 
ceeded on  the  whole;  but  I  cannot  help 
hoping  that  the  system  of  the  lash  will  be 
put  an  end  to ;  that  females  have  been 
flogged  is  admitted,  but  I  am  told  it  will  be 
prevented  in  future ;  I  earnestly  hope  and 
trust  that  the  lash  will  shortly  be  entirely 
taken  away  from  magistrate,  overseer,  or 


owner ;  the  negroes  ought  not  to  be  urged 
on  to  their  labour,  like  brute  beasts,  by  cor- 
poral punishment.  I  am  heartily  glad 
the  Committee  is  to  be  appointed. 

Mr.  WUUatn  E.  Gladstone  said,  that  as 
Government  had  agreed  to  the  motion  for  a 
Committee,  it  would  be  well  that  its  object 
should  be  clearly  understood.  His  principal 
motive  in  rising,  however,  was  to  remark  on 
some  of  the  observations  that  had  fallen  from 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  and  to  counteract,  if  possible,  the 
impression,  unfavourable  as  it  was,  which 
was  likely  to  be  produced  with  regard  to 
the  West-Indian  body.  Allusion  had  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to  the 
grant  of  compensation-money  voted  to 
the  slave  owners  5  and  the  term  *'  enor- 
mous" had  been  applied  to  it.  Now  he  had 
no  objection  that  it  should  be  called  liberal, 
munificent,  or  any  thing  else  which  might 
serve  to  express  the  disinterested  and  noble 
generosity  of  the  people  of  this  country  in 
making  it.  But  the  term  ''  enormous"  ap- 
peared to  imply  a  disproportion  to  the  value 
of  the  Gonsideraticm  which  was  given  up  for 
it :  and  when  it  was  considered  that,  in  the 
worst  of  times,  the  value  of  slave  property 
was  estimated  at  45,000,000/.,  it  could  not 
certainly  be  said  with  justice  that  the  grant 
of  20,000,000/.  was  an  '*  enormous"  amount 
of  compensation.  It  was  wrong  too,  in 
reasoning  on  the  condition  of  the  negro 
population,  to  make  abstract  freedom  the 
basis  of  their  argument ;  and  it  was  equally 
wrong  to  take  the  opinions  of  the  Legislature 
of  Jamaica  as  a  fair  specimen  of  the  general 
feeling  of  the  colonial  legislature.  He 
could  not  but  advert  to  the  attempts  which 
had  been  made  out  of  doors  to  renew  that 
system  of  agitation  which  was,  at  all 
events,  now  unnecessary-— he  complained  of 
keeping  up  this  system  of  agitation  for  no 
other  purpose  than  that  of  exciting  a  move* 
ment  by  propagating  statements  which 
were  in  many  cases  gross  misrepresenta* 
tions.  He  did  not  accuse  the  hon.  member 
for  Weymouth  of  being  a  party  to  those 
misrepresentations,  but  he  did  accuse  many 
of  those  Gentlemen  who  acted  with  him  of 
being  far  too  credulous  in  listening  to  state- 
ments relative  to  the  conduct  of  the  colo- 
nists. The  evils  of  the  apprenticeship 
system  had  been  carefully  insisted  upon, 
and  even  exaggerated ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  its  advantages  had  been  as  carefully 
withheld.  That  there  had  been  a  regular 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  the  negro 
population  since  the  passing  of  the  Act,  was 
admitted  on  all  hands ;  and  he  asked  was  it 
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fair  to  make  such  partial  representations? 
and  how  was  it  possible  for  those  who  made 
the  admission  to  reconcile  it  with   those 
complaints  of  evil? — complaint  was  made 
l^ecauso  of  apprentices  being  compelled  to 
work  for  eight  hours  per  day,  and  this,  too> 
at  the  very  time  when  a  Bill  was  laid  on 
tlio  table  of  that  House  by  the  right  hon. 
tho  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  com- 
prllinf?  cliildren  under  twelve  years  of  age  to 
work  in  factories  for  twelve  hours  a  day. 
Now,  with  such  a  Bill  before  the  House,  did 
not  lljc  complaint,  so  generally  made,  with 
rognrd  to  the  eight  hours  of  the  negro  ap- 
prentice, look  something  like  a  mis-dircctcd 
pliilanthropy  ?— he  confessed  he  much  fear- 
ed that  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
wouhl  not  be  attended  with   any  useful 
results,  though  the  disclosures  which  might 
!m^  made  before  it  would  be  injurious  as 
telling  against  the  working  of  the  system. 
He  feared  much  that  the  course  now  about 
to  be  pursued  would,  without  great  caution, 
tend  to  re>'ive  old  grievances  and  to  renew 
old  sores.     He  most  sincerely  wished  that 
the  powers  and  objects  of  the  Committee 
were  more  defmed  and  limited  than  was 
proposed,  for  a  variety  of  important  ques- 
tions relative  to  the  West  Indies  were  now 
ponding,  with  the  settlement  of  which  he 
feared  the  inquiry  of  any  Committee  of  this 
House  could  not  but  interfere.     More  par- 
ticularly he  felt  bound  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  conduct  of  that  class  of 
))ersons  who  style  themselvci  peculiarly  the 
''  abolitionists,"   and   of    whom   the   hon. 
Member  for  Weymouth  considered  himself, 
and  justly,  as  the  representative  in  that 
House.  The  An ti- Slavery  Society,  to  whom 
he  alluded,  had,  by  their  publications,  ex- 
pressly declared  it  as  their  opinion  that  the 
country  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  nothing 
less  than  immediate  emancipation ;  to  that 
they  stated  they  were  pledged,   and   that 
they  considered  the  apprenticeship  system 
as  only  putting  off  the  date  of  that  to  which 
the  negroes  were  entitled  at  once.     Now 
he  should  like  to  know  if  those  were  the 
sentiments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
Considering  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
moved  for  a  Committee  to  examine  into  the 
working  of  the  apprenticeship  system,  he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  demand  from  him 
some  explanation  of  the  course  which  he 
intended  to  pursue  relative  to  that  system : 
and  whether  he  considered  himself,  ns  this 
Society  stated  they  were,  pledged    to  its 
entire  abolition  ?     Before  ho  sat  down  h« 
felt  it  his  duty  to  advert  to  some  of  the 
publiciUions  of  that  Society,   to  show  the 


misrepresentations,  (he  was  wiOing  to  be« 
lieve  them  unintentional,  but  their  tendency 
was  not  the  less  injurious  for  that)  which 
they  often  disseminated.      To    take    oae 
instance,  he  would  allude  to  the  statements 
condemnatory  of  the  conduct  of  the  sti- 
pendiary Magistrates  made  in  the  publica- 
tions of  the  Anti-Slavery  Society,  whereas 
Lord  Sligo,  and  all  the  various  functionaries 
who  knew  anything  of  them,  had  highly- 
praised  those  Magistrates,  for  the  kind,  im- 
partial, and  conciliatory  manner  in  which  they 
had  performed  their  very  difficult  duties.  And 
when  it  was  considered  that  those  Magis- 
trates were  a  body  of  gentlemen  who  had  left 
their  country  under  very  discouraging  cir- 
cumstances to  discharge  a  difficult  and  deli- 
cate duty,  rendered  doubly  so  by  the  state 
of  the  Colonies,  so  unfavourable  as  was  the 
general  feeling  with  regard  to  the  Abolition 
Act,    at    the  time   they   went    out,   was 
it    not   to  be   lamented  that  such  state- 
ments should  be   circulated   to   their  pre- 
judice.     Again,  with  respect  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  apprenticeship  system,  what  was 
the  course  pursued  by  the  Society  ?     They 
often  published  letters  from  individuals  in 
the  Colonies,  whose   names  they  did   not 
even  give,  and  of  whose  means  of  infor- 
mation no  judgment  could  be  formed  in  this 
country,  as  undoubted  evidence  of  the  in- 
jurious or  inefficient  tendency  of  that  sys- 
tem, declaring  them  often  also  as  completely 
borne  out  by  official  documents,  which  they 
did  not  quote,  because  they  were  of  an  op- 
posite character.     Nor  was  this  all,    for 
when  they  quoted  official  documents,  whilst 
they  printed  those  facts  which  praised  the 
negroes,  they  omitted,  it  would  seem  stu- 
diously,   the  statements  in  favour  of  the 
overseers  and  managers,  as  well  as  all  those 
statements  which  represented  some  of  those 
unfortunate  instances  of  suUenness  on  the 
part  of  the  negroes  which  must,  in  some 
cases,  unavoidably  occur.     Thus  showing 
that  their  object  was  tither  to  make  the 
accounts  wholly  unfavourable  to  the  ap- 
prenticeship system,  or  else  to  throw  the 
whole  burden   of  blame  upon   the  slave- 
owners or  the  stipendiary  Magistrates,  and  to 
make  it  appear  that  the  negroes  were  uni- 
formly the  oppressed,  and  always  the  inno- 
cent parties.     [The  hon.  Gentleman  read 
several   extracts    in   confirmation   of   this 
statement.]     Such  was  the  candour,  such 
the  impartiality,  such  the  fairness  of  the 
statements  which  had  been  put  forth  by 
this  society.      The   House  had  taken  the 
power  of  punishment  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  masters.     Of  that  he  approved.     They 
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had  sent  out  Magistrates  depending  wholly 
on  the  Crown  to  administer  impartial 
justice.  Of  that  he  approved.  But  was 
it  just,  was  it  honourable  in  Gentlemen  to 
send  forth  to  the  public  garbled  statements 
such  as  these,  and  making  solemn  adjura. 
tions  in  the  name  of  God^  calling  upon  the 
people  of  England  to  rise  and  put  an  end 
to  that  which  they  so  unfairly  represented 
as  the  state  of  things  now  existing  in  the 
West  Indies  ?  It  was  painful  for  him  to 
make  a  charge  of  want  of  candour  against 
any  body  of  men,  but  the  peace  of  the  West 
Indies  was  the  question  at  issue.  Much 
had  been  said  of  the  progressive  disuse  of 
the  lash.  That  progressive  disuse  might 
in  a  great  measure  be  attributed  to  the 
progressive  disuse  of  agitation ;  and  when 
he  found  now  that  an  attempt  was  made  to 
renew  and  perpetuate  this  system  of  agi- 
tation at  any  expense  of  candour  and  of 
truth,  he  felt  it  his  duty  earnestly  and  sin- 
cerely to  deprecate  the  continuance  of  a 
system  which  could  not  but  be  attended 
with  the  most  injurious  results. 

Sir  John  I\.  Beid  said,  that  interested  in 
this  subject  as  he  was,  he  could  not  but 
deprecate  tlie  manner  in  which  the  com- 
plaints of  the  anti-slavery  party  had  been 
made,  and  he  would  ask  why  it  was  that 
they  had  not  been  brought  forward  openly 
and  boldly,  instead  of  surreptitiously  ?  He  | 
was  convinced  there  was  no  people  on  the  ' 
face  of  the  earth — not  even  the  British 
people  themselves — who  enjoyed  greater 
happiness  than  the  negroes. 

Mr.  Borlhwick  defended  the  West-Indian 
planters  from  the  charges  of  cruelty  and 
oppression  which  were  but  too  generally 
brought  against  them.  He  would  most 
cordially  support  the  motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, because  he  thought  it  to  be  the 
duty  of  Parliament  to  inquire  into  the  real 
truth  of  the  matter,  and  see  whetlier  there 
was  any  foundation  for  the  statements  cir- 
culated through  the  country  by  the  anti- 
slavery  party,  to  the  disadvantage  and  dis- 
credit of  the  West- Indian  planters. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Buxton  postponed  the  nomination  of 
the  Committee  until  to-morrow. 

Business  of  the  House.]  Sir  John 
Hobhouse  begged  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Mr.  Wakley)  not  to  bring 
forward  his  motion  (for  the  repeal  of  the 
Septennial  Act)  in  the  absence  of  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  as  upon  it  there  ought  to  be  a 
full  and  fair  discussion. 


Mr.  Wakley  was  only  one  out  of  twenty- 
two  Members  who  had  notices  of  motion  on 
the  paper  for  that  night ;  if  those  who  were 
to  follow  him  would  give  way,  he  had  no 
objection.  His  motion  was  one  of  great  im- 
portance, and  he  thought  it  probable,  that 
if  he  proceeded,  it  would  be  carried  by 
acclamation,  at  least  by  the  hon.  Members 
on  his  side  of  the  House,  seeing  that  its 
object  was  the  repeal  of  the  Septennial 
Act. 

Mr.  Harvey  thought  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  made  a  considerable  draught 
upon  the  courtesy  of  the  House  when  he 
expected  twenty-one  hon.  Members  would 
follow  his  example,  and  give  up  their  motions. 
If  he  (Mr.  Harvey)  consented  to  withdraw 
his  motion,  it  was  because  he  could  not 
help  it.  He  had  moved  for  a  return  of 
the  total  number  of  persons  qualified  to 
vote  for  IMembers  of  Parliament  and  town- 
councillors  in  each  of  the  cities  and  boroughs 
of  England,  which  return  was  ordered  by 
the  House  on  the  11th  of  February,  but 
had  not  been  laid  on  the  table  ycti  He 
should  therefore  move  that  the  order  of  the 
House  of  that  date  be  complied  with  forth- 
with. 

Mr.  F.  Maule  thought  the  motion  just 
made  by  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
seemed  intended  as  a  censure  upon  His 
Majesty's  Ministere;  but  he  begged  to 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  there  was 
considerable  difficulty  in  making  up  the 
return,  consequently  more  time  was  re- 
quired. 

Mr.  Harvey  would  not  press  the  motion 
if  it  could  be  shown  that  due  diligence  had 
been  used  to  get  up  the  return. 

Sir  John  Hobhouse,  in  reference  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury, begged  hon.  Members  to  cast  their 
eyes  down  the  list  of  notices,  and  he  was 
sure  they  would  admit  that  there  was  no 
business  of  such  pressing  importance  as  the 
Corporation  Bill  for  Ireland. 

Several  hon.  Members  accordingly  post- 
poned their  respective  motions. 

The  Mauritius.]  Mr.  Borthmck  said, 
that,  under  any  other  circumstances,  he 
should  have  had  no  hesitation  to  postpone 
his  motion.  Let  it  be  remembered,  however, 
that  he  had  in  vain  essayed  on  several 
occasions  to  bring  his  motion  before  the 
House,  and  that  he  had  been  taunted 
because  he  was  defeated  by  some  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
who  took  advantage  of  an  accident  of 
their  own  creation,  and  counted  out  the 
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House.  All  that  he  felt  it  his  duly  to  the 
country  and  the  House  to  say,  he  could 
say  in  half  an  hour,  and  yet  that  half-hour 
was  denied  him.  When  he  found  himself 
reproached  and  taunted,  and  treated  almost 
with  diacourtesy,  because  he  had  mildly 
submitted,  he  could  not  see  how  any 
example,  however  powerful  it  might  be, 
should  induce  him  to  give  way.  He  would, 
however,  undertake  to  restrain  his  observa- 
tions within  the  limit  he  had  mentioned, 
and  he  thought  that  would  be  stretching 
his  courtesy  to  the  utmost  point. 

Sir  John  Hobhouse:  Then  you  mean 
to  proceed  with  your  motion  ? 

Mr.  Boriktvick :  Yes. 

Mr.  Wakletj  rose  amidst  loud  cries  of 
**  Order."  fie  wished  the  House  to  re- 
member, that  when  his  name  was  called  he 
consented  to  postpone  his  motion,  but  it 
was  with  the  understanding  that  all  the 
hon.  Members  who  followed  him  should  do 
the  same,  to  enable  the  House  to  come  to 
more  pressing  and  important  business.  He 
would  therefore  ask  whether  it  was  fair 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  take  this  course 
after  several  hon.  Members  had  acted  upon 
that  understanding. 

Mr.  Borihwick  did  not  consider  himself 
a  party  to  the  proposition  gf  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury.  He  did  not  feel 
bound  to  deprive  himself  of  the  opportunity 
of  bringing  this  motion  before  the  House 
if  that  hon.  Member  had  thought  proper 
to  abandon  his. 

Viscount  Howick  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Evesham  had  not  com- 
plied with  the  general  wish  of  the  House ; 
but  he  feared  that  if  he  persisted  in  his 
motion,  in  strict  order  he  must  be  allowed 
to  proceed,  though  it  might  prevent  the 
House  from  going  into  other  very  urgent 
business. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  scarcely  ever 
witnessed  more  forbearance  than  had  been 
shown  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Evesham. 
He  had  frequently  given  notice  of  this 
motion,  to  which  he  attached  great  im. 
portance,  and  as  he  had  not  made  himself 
a  party  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  who  had  waved  his 
right,  that  hon.  Member  ought  not  to  have 
interrupted  him.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Evesham  was  in  possession  of  the  Honse, 
and  he  would  appeal  to  the  Chair  whether 
he  had  not  a  right  to  proceed  with  his 
motion. 

Sir  George  Grey  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Evesham  should  hear  in  mind 
the  causes  of  the  delay  of  which  he  com. 


plained.  When  he  brought  his  motion 
forward,  he  was  unsupjwrted  by  the  riglit 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  and  the  {mrty  acting 
with  him,  for  they  absented  themselves. 
The  House  was  counted  out,  and  the  hon. 
Member  had  complained  of  the  absence 
of  his  friends.  Last  night,  when  he  had 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  his  motion 
forward  again,  he  refused  to  do  so,  but 
renewed  his  notice,  and  charged  the  Oo- 
vernmeut  with  delaying  it,  by  keeping  the 
Irish  Constabulary  Force  Bill  in  Committee 
two  hours.  He  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  on  the  present  full  attendance  on 
his  side  of  the  House,  and  the  disposition 
which  seemed  to  prevail  there,  rather  to 
sit  and  hear  him  than  to  go  on  with  the 
Irish  Corporation  Bill. 

Sir  John  Hobhouse  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  an  undoubted  right  to  proceed 
if  he  liked ;  but  as  twenty  Gentlemen 
who  had  precedence  of  him  waved  their 
right,  he  thought  he  might  also. 

Mr.  Borthwick  said,  he  was  not  precluded 
from  proceeding,  on  a  former  occasion,  by 
the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  or  his  party,  but  by  the  pre- 
meditated   and    tricking    devices   of   the 
Government,   who  availed  themselves  of 
every  accident  to  suppress  his  motion.     To 
this  Ministerial  and  un  worthy  manoeuvering 
— this  political  jockey ship-^he  would  not 
yield.    The  hon.  Member  then  proceeded 
as  follows: — '*  Sir,   of  the   large  sum  of 
money  which  has  been  awarded  to  the  late 
proprietors  of  slaves,  in  order  that  they 
might,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Aboli- 
tion Act,  relinquish  their  claim  to  that 
description  of  property,  one  tithe,  or  about 
2,000,000^.  has  been  awarded  to  persons 
claiming  property  in  slaves  in  tlie  Isle  of 
France  ;   and  the  question  which  I  submit 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House,  is  the 
propriety  of  appointing  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  whether  these  slaves  are  bonti 
fide  the  property  of  those  who  claimed 
them  or  not.    There  are  two  grounds,  and 
but  two,  upon  which  I  found  the  necessity 
for  this  inquiry :    first,   the  state  of  the 
Registry,  and,  secondly,  the  consequent 
condition  of  the  negro  population  in  that 
island.     In   1810,  when  the  colony  came 
into  the  possession  of  the  British,  there 
were  returns  which  showed  a  black  popu- 
lation of  6o,000  souls,  and  the  proportion 
of  the  different  sexes  was  then  two  and  a- 
half  male  to  one  female ;  and,  according  to 
these  returns,    it  is  clear  from   natural 
causes  (to  which  I  need  not  more  particu- 
larly advert)  the  population  ought  io  tea 
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years  conuderably  to  have  decreased.     But  | 
we  find  I   in   1818,   the   black   population 
was   80,019*    ant^   from   these  returns   I 
would  put  a  question  to  those  Avho  assert 
that  no  illicit  importation  of  slaves  has 
taken  place  in  the  Tslc  of  France,     How  do 
they  account  for  this  increase?      In  1822 
the  Commissioners  reported  that  not  above 
7,485  slaves  could  be  traced  to  a  satisfactory 
registry.      I  would  ask  any  hon.  Member 
whether  the  remainder  were  not  entitled 
to  immediate  emancipation ;   and  whether 
it  is  possible  out  of  that  number,  with  the 
same    disproportion    between    the    sexes 
which  existed  in   1818,  to  manufacture  a 
black  population  of  63,0UO,  and  to  Icgiti. 
mize  the  claims,  in  respect  of  that  number, 
for  the  two  millions  awarded  as  compensa- 
tion money  to  the  Mauritius  ?    In  18IJ2,  by 
the  same  Keport  which  gives  the  number 
of  60,000  as  the  black  population,   we  are 
informed  that  the  returns,  owing  to  the 
imperfect  state  of  the   registry,   are   not 
valid.     So  that,  actually,  we  are  reduced 
to  one  of  these  two  anomalies,  cither  that 
the  returns  on  which  we  are  called  on  to 
devote  2,000,000/.  as  compensation  to  the 
owners  of  slaves   in   the    Mauritius,   are 
invalid  and  not  to  be  depended  upon,  or 
else  M'e  have  to  believe  tnat  in  ten  years, 
from  1822  to  1832,  out  of  a  population  of 
7,000  and  odd,  with  the  proportion  of  two 
and  a- half  male  to  one  female,  there  could 
have  been  nmnufactured  a  population  of 
upwards  of  G0,000.     I  ask  if,  even  abeady, 
there  is  not  a  case  made  out  for  inquiry? 
But  I  pass  over  the  arguments  to  be  derived 
from  these  facts,  and   I  beg  to  draw  the 
attention   of  the  House  to  this,  that  in 
1811    an    application    was   made   to   Sir 
George  Murray,  Governor  of  the  Mauritius, 
fur  leave   to  continue  the  slave-trade  in 
that  island  after  it  had  been  abolished  in 
all  the  other  British  colonics.  That  request 
wsLS    indignuntly     refused    by    the    then 
Governor ;   but  I  will   read  one  or   two 
extracts  from  despatches,  to  prove  that  it 
was  well  known  the  blave-trade  was  illicitly 
carried  on  in  that  colony,  notwithstanding 
tlie  vigorous  determination  on  the  psirt  of 
the  Government  to  put  it  down/'     The 
hoD.  Member  proceeded  to  read  extracts 
from  despatches  from  Sir  George  Murray 
to  the  Colonial  office,  1811  ;  and  one  from 
Earl  Bathurst  to  the  then  Governor  of 
the  Mauritius,  1817.     "I  will  not  weary 
the   House  by  detailing  the  number  of 
vessels  that  have  been  captured  for  en- 
gaging in  au  illicit  traific  in  slaves  in  that 
colony,  but  I  will  just  observe,  that  it 


docs  ncii  ap|)car,  out  of  the  innumerable 
ships  that  were  taken  and  conBiicatcd,  there 
was  one  owner  or  captain  ever  brought  to 
justice,  and  tried  for  the  offence,  either  in 
the  colony  or  in  this  country.      There  is 
one  subject.  Sir,  to  which  I  beg  specially 
to   direct   the    attention  of  the    House; 
it    is    a    memorial     addressed    to    Lord 
Glenelg    by    M.   H.    Hitie,    who    styles 
himself  "  the  representative  of  the  bofia 
jfide  proprietors  of  slaves    in   the  Isle  of 
France."     Sir,  I  am  well  aware  that  there 
is  a  wide  difference  between  this  colony  and 
our  West-Indian  possessions ;  that  coming 
into  our  hands,  as  it  did  by  conquest  from 
France,  with    manners,    customs,    habits, 
feelings  and   laws,  exclusively  French,  it 
would  have  been  impossible,  at  that  early 
period,  entirely  to  have  extinguished  the 
slave-trade ;  but  when  I  find  this  *'  Repre- 
sentative of  the   bond  Jide  proprietors  of 
slaves  in  the  Isle  of  France"  hurling  defi- 
ance in  the  face  of  Lord  Glenelg,  and  of 
this  House,  if  it  should  attempt  inquiry 
into  this  subject,  I  do  think  it  becomes  the 
duty  of  this  House  to  assert  its  own  dig- 
nity, and  the  dignity  of  this  country,  (the 
hon.    Member    then    read    part    of    the 
memorial     addressed     by    M.     Hitie     to 
Lord  Glenelg).     What  is  the  language  of 
this  gentleman  :  '*  We  dare  you  to  inquire 
into  the  condition  of  the  Negro  populatioa 
in  the  Mauritius!  we  admit  we  have  ille- 
gally imported  slaves  into  this  colony,  but 
we  defy  you  to  an  investigation  into  the 
extent  of  our  crime."    Sir,  when  I  remem- 
ber the  many  pathetic  ap^ieals  that  have 
been  made  to  this  House  upon  behalf  of 
suffering  Africa  in    the  West   Indies,    I 
must  be  permitted  to  ask  why  it  slumbers 
on  behalf  of  those  Africans  who  are  cap- 
tured by  the  traders  to  the  Isle  of  France 
from  the  eastern  coast  of  the  continent  and 
from  the  Island  of  Madagascar  ?   But  sup- 
posing this  Committee  granted,  and  every 
allegation  proved,  respecting  this  colony, 
what  is  to  become  then,  it  may  be  asked» 
of  the  compensation  money  voted  to  it? 
That  is  not  the  question  to  be  inquired 
into  now ;  but  I  answer  at  once,  throw  it 
into  the  bosom  of  the  Indian  Ocean,  rather 
than  allow  the  majesty  of  British  Justice 
to  be  bearded  in  her  seat  by  those  who 
dare  her  vengeance  for  the  offences  they 
have  committed  against  her !    I  know  the 
feeling  is  abroad  that   I  am    pleading  in 
behalf  of  another  cause.     Sir,  I  giye  that 
impression  the  flattest  and  most  direct  con« 
tradiction.     When  the  West- Indian  ques* 
tioD  was  first  agitftt^^  I  took  an  actif« 
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part  in  the  discussion,  but,  from  the  mo- 
ment when  the  matter  became  a  govern- 
ment question,  and  was  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
told  the  public  that  it  would  not  be  becom- 
ing in  me  to  promote  popular  agitation  on 
any  question  under  parliamentary  investi- 
gation, and  from  that  hour  to  this  I  have 
£ad  no  communication,  direct  or  indirect, 
with  the  West-Indian  body,  and  I  believe, 
there  are  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
who  can  bear  out  my  assertions.  I  bring 
forward  the  question  only  because  I  think 
the  House  owes  it  to  itself  to  let  the  coun- 
try know  upon  what  grounds  tlie  compen- 
sation money  to  the  Mauritius  is  granted, 
and  in  what  way  it  is  to  be  distributed. 
If  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government, 
(as  I  understand  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to  move 
for  certain  returns  as  an  amendment  to 
my  motion)  to  produce  returns  amply  and 
fiillv  enough  to  satisfy  the  House  and  the 
public  upon  this  question,  and  in  what  way 
the  money  is  to  be  applied,  I  for  one  should 
be  quite  satisfied ;  till  I  know  that  such  is 
their  intention  I  must  say  I  consider  I 
have  made  out  grounds  sufficient  for  a 
Committee;  and  I  hope,  therefore,  the 
hon.  Baronet  will  meet  this  question  fairly 
and  openly,  and  give  the  House  an  account 
of  the  policy  which  they  intend  to  pursue. 
I  move.  Sir,  for  a  Select  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  state  of  the  negro  popula- 
tion in  the  Mauritius,  as  it  affects  the 
claims  of  that  colony  to  compensation." 

Sir  George  Grey ;  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  called  upon  me  to  state  distinctly 
the  policy  which  the  Government  means  to 
pursue  with  regard  to  the  Mauritius.  I 
answer,  the  only  policy  which  they  can  pur- 
sue, viz.,  to  carry  out  faithfully  and  effec 
tually  the  provisions  of  the  Abolition  Act : 
That  Act  providing  how  the  compensation 
should  be  paid,  through  machinery  which 
it  also  creates.  The  hon.  Member  had 
asked  why  the  mercy  and  the  justice  which 
pleaded  so  powerfully  for  injured  Africa  in 
the  West  Indies  should  have  slumbered 
with  respect  to  the  Mauritius?  Sir,  I 
deny  that  they  have  so  slumbered,  and  if 
he  had  been  in  the  House  at  the  time  this 
Act  was  passed,  or  had  he  taken  the  trouble 
to  look  through  that  Act  before  he  brought 
forward  this  motion,  he  would  have  ais. 
covered  that  the  very  case  he  alludes  to 
was  brought  forward  at  that  time  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets ;  and  that  the  46th  clause  was 
introduced  into  the  Act  for  the  express  pur- 


pose of  meeting  that  case.  I  Will  shortly 
state  the  machinery  which  the  Act  pro- 
vides. There  are  Commissioners  to  be  ap- 
pointed who  are  to  appoint  Assistant-Com- 
missioners in  all  the  colonies ;  these  are  to 
hear  claims  and  to  examine  evidence  if 
opposed  ;  but  are  not  enabled  to  make  any 
final  adjudication,  fiy  the  38th  clause  thie 
Commissioners  in  London  having  had  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Assistant-Com- 
missioners on  disputed  claims  transmitted 
to  them,  are  to  adjudicate  upon  them :  their 
decision  being  liable  t^  an  appeal  to  the 
King  in  Council,  whose  decision  is  final. 
Now  by  the  46th  clause  it  is  enacted  that, 
in  respect  of  slaves  illegally  detained  or 
imported,  no  compensation  money  should 
be  granted  ;  but  tnat  the  monev  in  respect 
of  them  should  be  applied  to  the  liquida- 
tion of  the  general  expenses  of  the  Com. 
mission  in  the  colony.  There  has  not  yet 
been  one  claim  before  the  head  Commia. 
sioner  in  London,  though  innumerable 
claims  of  course  have  been  made  before  the 
Assistant-Commissioners  at  the  Mauritius  ; 
and  as  it  will  be  at  least  ten  months  before 
any  claim  can  be  decided  upon,  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  perfectly  at  liberty  and 
will  have  plenty  of  time  for  preparing  him- 
self to  go  in  before  the  Commissioner  and 
offer  evidence  against  any  claims  that  he 
or  any  other  person  may  know  to  be  illegal. 
With  respect  to.  the  registry,  all  the  evi- 
dence upon  that  subject  received  either  by 
Lord  Aberdeen  or  Ix>rd  Glenelg  has  been 
transmitted  to  the  Compensation  Commis- 
sioners in  London,  that  they  may  be  able 
to  form  a  judgment  on  the  whole  facts  of 
the  case.  With  respect  to  the  personal 
condition  of  the  negroes  illegally  detained 
in  slavery,  the  colonial  office  has  ordered  a 
case  to  be  laid  before  my  hon.  and  learned 
friends,  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor-general, 
and,  acting  upon  their  opinion,  have  sent 
out  despatches  to  the  Governor  of  the 
Mauritius,  informing  him  that  such  ne- 
groes were  entitled  to  immediate  emanci- 
pation ;  and  I  propose  to  move  as  an 
amendment  to  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  those  despatches  be  laid 
before  the  House,  together  with  other 
papers  which  will,  I  think,  contain  all  the 
information  necessary  for  the  House  to  be 
possessed  of  on  this  subject.  I  beg  to 
move,  an  address  to  his  Majesty  for  copies 
or  extracts  of  all  documents,  or  corre« 
'  spoudence  between  the  Governors  of  the 
Mauritius  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  since  1828,  relating  to  tho 
illej;al  detention  of  slaves. 


497 


Municipal  Reform  {March  22} 


f  Ireland,) 


498 


The  origiDal  motioD  was  withdrawn,  and 
the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Municipal  Reform  (Ireland).]  The 
House  resolyed  itself  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Municipal   Reform  Bill   for  Ireland. 

On  the  83rd  Clause — Town-council  to 
hare  power  to  make  hye-laws. 

Mr.  Shaiv  would  merely  point  out  that 
this  and  the  two  following  clauses  con- 
tained one  of  the  most  objectionable  prin- 
ciples of  the  present  measure^  and  though 
the  English  Act  had  the  same  provision, 
the  objection  rested  on  the  essential  differ. 
ence  between  the  state  of  society  in  the 
two  countries.  The  effect  of  these  clauses 
in  Ireland  would  be  to  vest  in  the  hands 
of  a  domineering  faction^  such  as  would 
constitute  the  town-councils  generally 
under  the  Bill,  the  power  at  their  will  and 
pleasure  to  make  bye-laws,  and  to  impose 
penalties  upon,  and  mulct  in  pecuniary 
fines,  the  party  opposed  to  them  in 
politics  5  and  who,  while  over-borne  by 
mere  numerical  strength,  would  prevent 
the  strongest  temptation,  in  point  of  wealth 
and  station,  to  the  unjust  and  arbitrary 
exercise  of  such  a  power. 

Mr.  O^Logklen  saw  nothing  in  the  state 
of  society  in  Ireland  to  warrant  him  in 
departing  ftx)m  the  principle  laid  down  in 
the  English  Bill. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  88, 

Mr.  Jephson  objected  to  the  mode  of 
assessment  proposed  by  the  Bill,  and 
thought  it  most  unfair  to  apply  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  9th  George  4th,  to  this  mea- 
sure. If  the  dth  George  4th  had  never 
been  passed,  the  Attorney-General  could 
scarcely  have  ventured  to  introduce  such 
a  principle  into  the  Corporate  Reform  Bill 
at  present.  The  learned  Gentleman  pro- 
fessed to  take  the  English  Bill  as  the  basis 
of  this  measure,  but  in  England  a  totally 
different  mode  of  assessment  was  resortca 
to.  Suppose  the  town-council  in  an  Irish 
borough  were  to  make  a  very  high  valu- 
ation, there  was  no  appeal  from  that  valu- 
ation except  to  the  town-council  itself. 
This  surely  was  too  absurd.  What  he  (Mr. 
Jephson)  proposed  was,  that  property 
should  be  liable  to  assessment  according 
to  its  value,  and  not  by  the  ascending  scale, 
9th  George  4th. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  imagined,  the  clause  as 
it  stood  would  subject  the  borough  to  a 
borough  rate,  and  also  to  a  Grand  Jury 
assessment. 

Mr.  QLoghkn  mi,  it  was  not  intended 


by  the  present  Bill  to  interfere  with  the 
9th  George  4th.  As  to  the  51,  house, 
holders  having  great  sway  in  the  borough, 
when  the  schedules  came  to  be  discussed 
he  would  undertake  to  show  that  they 
would  not  possess  any  such  preponderating 
influence.  He  had  never  heard  that  the 
borough  had  been  improperly  rated  under 
the  9th  George  4th,  notwitlistanding  the 
existence  of  the  51.  franchise.  The  Grand 
Jury  assessment  was  acreable,  and  there- 
fore he  thought  that  it  could  scarcely  be 
felt  by  the  inhabitant  of  the  borough. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  objection  was 
not  so  much  to  the  amount  of  the  assess- 
ment as  the  vexation  attendant  upon  two 
assessments. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  that  the  words  in  the 
86th  clause,  "  other  municipal  expenses." 
might  bear  a  very  large  signification ;  and  by 
the  effect  of  the  88th  clause,  the  borough 
rate  might  be  levied  for  all  ''the  pur- 
poses aforesaid,"  so  that  these  ''  other  mu- 
nicipal expenses"  were  among  such  ''pur- 
poses" and  left  it  in  the  discretion  of  the 
town-council  to  levy  a  rate  to  an  almost 
unlimited  extent.  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  would 
also  observe,  that  the  appeal  which  the 
corresponding  clause  in  the  English  Act 
gave  from  the  town.council  with  respect 
to  the  borough  rate,  was  omitted  from  this 
clause. 

Mr.  O'Loghlen  said,  that  the  appeal  was 
omitted  because  there  was  a  reference  to 
the  9th  George  4th,  which  gave  an  appeal. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  diet  not 
think  that  sufficient,  he  (Mr.  O'Loghlen) 
would  introduce  an  amendment  in  the 
Report 

Mr.  Lcfroy  said,  that  the  double  assess- 
ment, when  9th  George  4th  was  in  opera- 
tion, was  the  cause  of  much  complaint 
The  road  assessment  was  the  one  most 
complained  of.  With  respect  to  the  9th 
George  4th,  if  it  worked  well  at  present, 
it  was  because  it  was  unconnected  with 
politics,  and  confined  to  the  mere  business 
of  paving,  lighting,  and  cleansing  the  bo- 
rough ;  but  the  present  Bill  would  intro- 
duce all  sorts  of  political  subjects  with 
discussion,  and  exclude  real  business. 

Mr.  Randall  Plunkett  said,  from  the 
borough  he  represented  a  petition  had  been 
forwarded  to  the  House  complaining  of  the 
excessive  taxation  *of  the  county  of  the 
town  for  Grand  Jury  rates  ana  assess- 
ments. The  situation  of  petitioners  was 
very  serious,  as  they  had  to  pay,  as  a 
county.  Grand  Jury  assessments,  and  also 

borough  nteSf    Tne  corporation  had  donq 
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Mr.  William  S.  OBrien  said  this  clause 
referred  to  collusive  sales  of  corporate  pro* 
perty.  He  wished  to  know  whether  such 
sales  as  that  which  took  place  in  Cashcl 
were  to  be  confirmed  by  any  part  of  this 
Bill? 

Mr.  O'Loghlen  said,  certainly  not  He 
intended  to  propose  an  amendment  to  the 
clause,  to  the  effect  that  the  validity  of  the 
sale  should  be  liable  to  question  by  the 
town  council  of  the  borough  as  fully  as  if 
this  Bill  had  never  passed. 

Mr.  Skatv  said,  if  the  object  of  the 
amendment  was,  that  the  present  Bill 
should  leave  the  law  as  it  found  it^  without 
in  any  degree  affecting  the  rights  of  parties 
as  they  now  stood  at  law^  he  could  not 
object  to  it. 

Colonel  Dawson  Darner  declared  that 
Portarlington,  the  borough  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  having  been  harsh ly^ 
and  he  thought  unjustly,  treated  in  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners^  which  report 
was  commented  upon  and  urged  as  autho- 
rity by  the  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney-General for  Ireland,  he  begged  dis- 
tinctly to  declare,  in  the  name  of  his  noble 
relation,  as  well  as  in  that  of  the  corpora- 
tion of  the  borough  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  that  they  did  not  shrink  from 
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all  they  could  to  alleviate  their  burdens,  by 
applying  a  portion  of  the  surplus  revenue 
arising  from  the  only  fund  they  hold  in 
trust,  properly  speaking,  the  tolls,  namely, 
to  assist  in  the  diminution  of  the  pressure 
of  county  cess.  They  were  justified  in  this 
application  of  the  surplus  by  the  opinion 
ot  the  late  Lord  Chancellor,  Sir  Anthony 
Hart.  It  xvould  be  most  desirable  on 
many  accounts  that  the  provisions  of  the 
9th  George  4th  could  be  applied  in 
Drogheda^  and  perhaps  one  of  the  best 
i*easons  for  desiring  its  application  in  that 
town  was,  that  it  gives  no  political  ascen- 
dancy to  any  party  conferring  only  munici- 
pal and  not  political  power  and  privileges. 

Mr.  Wyse  objected  to  the  clasning  there 
would  be  between  the  Grand  Jury  pre- 
sentment and  the  borough  rate,  and  in. 
stanced  the  case  of  the  city  of  Waterford, 
in  proof  of  his  argument 

Mr.  Ooitlburn  objected  to  the  heavy  ex- 
pense that  this  power  of  rating  would  cast 
upon  a  borough  where  no  corporate  ])ro- 
})erty  existed.  He  wished  to  know  how 
the  salaries  of  the  mayor  and  other  cor- 
porate officers  were  to  be  provided,  where 
there  was  no  corporate  property,  and  asked 
whether  a  rate  was  to  be  levied  for  the 
purpose  ? 

Mr.  O'Loghlen  did  not  think  that  a  high  I  any  inquiry,  and  were  desirous  every  in- 
salary,  or  any  salary  at  all,  in  many  in-    vestigation  respecting  the  sales  and  leases 


stances,  would  be  necessary  for  the  cor- 
porate officers. 

Mr  Lefrotf  said,  that  in  seventeen  of  these 
boroughs  there  was  no  corporate  property 
whatever;  and  how,  he  would  ask,  were 
the  expenses  to  be  provided  in  such  cases  ? 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  there  was  a  clear 
distinction  between  a  borough  rate  and  a 
borough  fund.  He  would  call  upon  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  local  interests  to  pro- 
tect to  look  well  to  this  difference.  The 
86th  clause  provided  that  in  case  the 
borough  fund  should  be  more  than  sufficient, 
the  surplus  should  be  applied  for  the  public 
benefit  of  the  inhabitants.  To  this  he  did 
not  object  so  far  as  by  the  borough  fund 
was  to  be  understood  corporate  property, 
but  then  the  last  words  of  the  88th  clause 
provided  that  all  sums  levied  in  pursuance 
of  such  borough  rate  should  be  paid  over 
to  the  account  of  the  borough  fund;  so 
that  the  rate  would  go  to  the  making  up 
of  the  borough  fund  as  well  as  the  corpo- 
rate property.  Tliis  clearly  could  not  have 
been  intended^  and  ought  to  be  provided 
against. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  97i 


of  property  alluded  to  in  the  report  of  the 
commissioners  should  take  place,  altliough 
the  clause  in  question  would  not  have  a 
retrospective  effect. 

The  clause  97  was  then  agreed  to* 

On  Clause  102. 

Mr.  0*Loghlen  proposed  an  amendment 
to  the  eflect  that  for  the  future  the  divi- 
sional justices  of  police  of  the  city  of  Dublin, 
under  the  48th  George  Sd.  cap.  140, 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
instead  of  by  the  new  town-council. 

Mr.  Shaw  thought  this  an  improvement 
in  principle,  but  it  must  be  admitted,  that 
in  this,  as  in  many  other  instances  under 
the  Bill,  his  side  of  the  House,  in  choosing 
the  lesser  of  two  evils,  had  consented  to 
throw  a  great  accession  of  patronage  into 
the  hands  of  his  Majesty's  Government 

Mr.  Randall  Punketi  begged  to  he  allow- 
ed to  suggest  upon  this  clause,  which  con- 
tained an  especial  ''provision"  on  behalf 
of  Dublin,  an  alteration  baring  reference, 
he  admitted,  principally  to  Drogheda,  but 
80  framed  as  to  be  applicable  to  any  borouffh 
similarly  situated.  If  he  Wtis  asked  way 
he  did  not  bring  it  on  before,  he  could 
only  say  that  a  very  severe  illaessprereuted 
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his  attendance.  If  he  couhl  not  move 
it  DOW  he  would  give  notice  of  the  resolu- 
tion, as  an  amendment,  to  be  introduced  on 
bringing  up  the  report.  His  object  was 
to  continue  the  duties  of  those  boards  which 
now  existed  though  the  members  of  them 
were  not  liable  to  the  borough  tax.  He 
admitted  that  the  instance  he  should  ad- 
duce in  support  of  this  amendment^  was 
drawn  from  Drogheda,  but  was  a  very 
strong  case.  The  board  of  Boyne  com- 
missioners in  that  town  was  one  of  great 
importance,  not  only  to  Drogheda,  but  to 
the  great  agricultural  county  of  Meath,  and 
other  neighbouring  districts  which  send 
their  exports  from  Drogheda;  its  members 
might  be  considered  as  eleven  and  thirteen. 
There  were  of  these,six  who  hold  their  seats 
at  the  board,  i^uoad  aldermen.  Now,  by 
the  operation  of  the  new  Bill,  they  were 
most  likelv  to  lose  their  seats  at  the  boai'd, 
because  tney  were  very  unlikelv  to  be 
elected  as  aldermen ;  and,  besides,  some 
did  not  occupy,  although  they  possessed, 
large  warehouses,  &c.,  in  the  town.  Now, 
it  was  manifestly  most  unjust  that  those 
persons,  who  were  possessed  of  by  far  the 
most  considerable  proportion  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  shipning  and  commercial  inter- 
ests of  Drogheda,  should  be  supervised 
and  governed  by  persons  having,  probably, 
no  such  pro])erty  at  all.  He  should  say 
more  upon  proposing  his  amendment,  if  it 
was  objected  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  remaining  cluuses  were  agreed  to 
and  the  House  resumed. 
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HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  March  23,  1836. 

MiNiTTKa]  Bills.  Read  a  second  time ; — Election  Expniscs; 
Roman  Catholic  Marringos:  Civil  Bill  Courts'  (Ireland). — 
Read  a  diird  tuno: — Anutial  Indemnity. 

Petitioas  proenCcd.  By  Sir  Edward  Knatciibdll,  from 
Smdrden  (Kent),  for  a  Commutation  of  Tithes. — By  Mr. 
F.  FatircH,  f^om  Roscommon,  aj^inst  the  Glass  Duties. 
— >By  Mr.  Robbbt  Waixacb,  ttom  Johnstone,  Wigan, 
and  Swansea,  for  the  Rcitcal  of  tlie  Stamp  Duties  on  News* 
papen. — ^By  Mr.  F.  Vhksch,  ttom  several  Places,  for 
Measures  to  improve  the  Navigation  of  the  River  Shannon. 
»-ByMr.M*KjNVOir,  ftoni  several  Individuals,  for  Means 
to  Moderate  the  Expenses  on  taking  out  Patenti. — By  Mr. 
DooDALB,  tnm  Birmingham,  for  Poor*Laws  to  Ireland ; 
from  Coventry,  in  favour  of  a  Clause  in  the  Municipal  Cor- 
poratioos*  Act  Amendment  BilL  —By  Mr.  ScHOLarisLO* 
tiom  Birmiqgham,  against  Slave  Apprenticeship. — By  Mr. 
Barlow  Hot,  from  the  Fly  Owtien  of  Southampton, 
against  tlie  Tax  on  their  Driven;  also  from  a  Benefit 
Society,  for  AraendiQg  the  Laws  oonoernlng  Friendly 
Societies. 

Chairman's  Vote  in  CoMMixTEfi. — 
Tbinity  Habbour.]  Sir  Andrew  Leith 
Half  said^  he   had  to  bring  under  the 


consideration   of   the    House    a    circum- 
stance^ which,   it   appeared    to   him,  re- 
quired  to    be    immediately    adjudicates! , 
more  especially  in  a  session  where  BCf  much 
private  business  was  before  the  House.  He 
alluded   to  th«  division  that  had   taken 
place  to-day  in  a  private   Committee  on 
the  Trinity  Harbour  Bill.     Counsel  hav- 
ing been  heard  on  the  question  of   ad- 
journment, the  Committee  came  to  a  divi- 
sion.    He  (Sir  A.  L.  Hay)  having  been 
chairman  of  that  Committee,  appointed 
tellers  on   each   side,    and    then    having 
quitted  the  chair,  he  had  voted  against  the 
adjournment  of  the  Committee.     On  the 
tellers  having  taken  the   numbers,  there 
were  found  to  \ye  five  on  each  side,  includ- 
ing himself  (Col.  Leith  Hay).     He  then 
considered  that  he  had  a  right  to  give  a 
casting  vote  as  chairman,  but  was  informed 
that  he  had  no  right  to  do  so.     The  au- 
thority of  Sherwin   and  another  was  in 
favour  of  that  opinion,  that  the  chairman 
could  give  a  casting  vote  as  well  as  his 
individual  vote.     The  House  would  agree 
with  him  that  that  was  a  question   which 
ought  to  be  decided,  and    the   practice^ 
when  once  established,  should  be  strictly 
adhered  to.     It  was  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  decide  what  the  course  should  be  on  all 
other  occasions,  instead   of  allowing  the 
Committees  in  each  session  to  make  regu- 
lations which  would  be  overruled  in  the 
next.    If  it  had  been   merely  a  private 
bill,  and  that  the  adjournment  did  not  in- 
terfere with  the  object  of  the  projectors, 
he  should  not   have  pressed  the   matter 
further,  but  would  have  allowed  it  to  rest 
there.     But  it  appeared  to  him  to  have  a 
very  different  construetion.     The  question 
submitted  to  the  House  Mas  discussed  in 
the  Committee,  and  involved  an  adjourn- 
ment of  at  least  eight  weeks,  as   it  ex- 
tended  to  the    16th   of  May— one  party 
wishing  to  wait  until  they  had  the  deci- 
sion of  one  of  the  courts  in  Scotland.  The 
question  he  had  to  submit  to  the  House 
was,  had  the  Committee  a  right,  from  the 
usage  of  the  House,  or  the  practice  of  pri- 
vate Committees,  to  have  an  adjournment 
for  such  a  length  of  time  ?     He  found  by 
referring  to  the  Reports,  that,  in  the  ses* 
sion  of  1805,  in  the  case  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Camberwell  and  South  Lambeth 
Water-works'  Bill,  they  adjourned  for  a 
considerable  time,  and  were  ordered  by  the 
House  to  meet  again  and  proceed.  Again, 
in  the  session   182.5,  in  the  case  of  the 
Bucks  and  Herts  Canal,  the  Committee 
also  adjourned,  and  w«re  ordered  to  re« 
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assemble;  and  in  1835,  in  the  case  of  the 
Med  way  Navigation,  the  Committee  there 
adjourned  sine  die,  and  were  ordered  to 
meet  again  and  proceed  with  the  business 
referred  to  them.  He,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, had  to  move  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Trinity  Harbour  Bill  be 
instructed  to  re-assemble,  and  proceed 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  George  Cterk  wished  to  say  a  word 
upon  the  question,  as  he  was  one  of  those 
Members  who  had  been  tipon  the  Com- 
mittee, and  had  taken  a  different  view  of 
the  question  from  the  hou.  and  gallant 
Member.  He  was  surprised  at  the  exist- 
ence of  any  doubt  on  the  subject,  for  he 
had  never  heard  the  right  of  a  cliairman 
to  a  second  vote  put  forward  before.  There 
were  other  opinions  of  equal  weight  with 
those  of  Mr.  Sherwin — there  was  the  opi- 
nion of  Mr.  Dwarris,  who  said  the  chair- 
man of  a  Committee  was  placed  in  the 
same  situation  as  the  Speaker  of  the 
House.  In  the  case  of  Election  Commit- 
tees, where  the  Members  sat  as  a  jury, 
the  power  was  expressly  given  to  the 
chairman  to  give  a  casting  vote  in  the 
absence  of  a  Member,  and  the  votes  being 
equal.  Now,  if  the  general  law  had  been 
such  as  laid  down  by  Mr.  Sherwin,  it 
would  be  perfectly  unnecessary  to  intro- 
duce such  a  clause  ;  but,  according  to  the 
opinion  of  all  other  writers  on  this  sub- 
ject, the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  was 
precisely  in  the  same  situation  as  the 
Speaker.  He  begged  leave  to  state,  that 
in  the  early  i>eriod  of  the  History  of  Par- 
liament a  aoubt  existed  as  to  the  right  of 
the  Speaker  to  give  two  votes,  for  he  found 
in^  1601,  upon  a  division,  the  number 
being,  noes  106,  ayes  105  ;  the  ayes  know- 
ing which  way  the  Speaker's  mind  leaned, 
called  upon  him  for  his  casting  vote. 
Upon  this  b«ing  objected  to,  the  ayes  said 
that  they  had,  by  the  Queen's  pleasure, 
been  allowed  to  elect  a  Speaker,  and  that 
he  had  the  right  to  give  the  casting  vote ; 
the  Speaker  and  Sir  Walter  Raleigh  were 
of  opinion  that  he  could  not  do  so.  With 
regard  to  the  other  question  as  to  ex- 
pense, he  thought  that  great  expense 
woald  be  spared  by  adjourning  to  the 
time  the  Committee  had  done.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  rest 
satisfied  with  the  decision  of  the  Com. 
mittee. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  thought  that 
that  which  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  very  much  in  favour  of 
the  decision  of  the  Committee.  The  Chair- 


man  of  a  Committee,  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
had  a  right  conferred  on  him  to  give  a  cast- 
ing vote.  In  the  Glasgow  election  that 
had  been  done.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Chair- 
man, then  voted  as  an  individual  Member 
of  the  Committee,  and  the  parties  being 
then  equal,  he  gave  his  casting  vote  in  fa- 
vour of  the  sitting  Member.  There  were 
two  points  before  the  House :  viz.  whether 
Sir  A.  L.  Hay  had  a  right  to  give  two 
votes ;  and,  supposing  that  to  be  decided 
against  him,  whether  the  Committee  had 
a  right  to  adjourn  to  the  l6th  of  May? 
He  thought  that  the  better  way  would  be 
to  decide  first  as  to  the  power  of  the 
Chairman  to  give  two  votes ;  as,  if  he  had 
that  power,  the  other  question  would  not 
arise. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  said,  that  the  simple 
question  was,  who  was  to  take  the  rotes 
if  the  chairman  left  the  chair?  He  had 
never  known  the  chairman  to  leave  the 
chair  for  the  purpose  of  voting,  except 
when  the  parties  were  upon  an  equality. 
He  thought  that,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances,  they  could  not  take  a  better  ex- 
ample than  that  by  which  the  Speaker 
was  guided  in  the  divisions  in  that  House. 

Sir  James  Graham,  though  his  experi- 
ence was  not  so  great  as  that  of  many 
members  whom  he  saw  present,  could  con- 
fidently state,  that  during  the  period  he 
had  sat  in  that  House,  eighteen  years,  he 
had  never  seen  a  chairman  leave  the 
chair  for  the  purpose  of  giving  his  vote. 
It  was  very  desirable  that,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  recommended,  they 
should  decide  these  points  separately.  It 
was  very  desirable,  in  the  first  place,  to 
settle  the  point  of  practice.  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey  had  sat  so  very  long 
in  that  House,  and  had  very  great  expe- 
rience in  Committees,  he  would  apjieal  to 
him  to  state  what  the  practice  had  been. 

Mr,. Denison  concurred  in  the  observa- 
tions which  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  and  as  he  had  been  ap- 
pealed to  by  him,  he  did  not  hesitate  m 
stating,  thathe  did  not  recollect  an  instance 
where  the  chairman  left  the  chair  for  the 
purpose  of  voting,  and  he  considered  that 
the  only  case  in  which  he  had  a  casting 
vote  was  where  the  numbers  on  both  sides 
were  equal.  That  was  the  custom  which 
he  had  always  seen  observed. 

Sir  Andrcfv  Leith  Hay  trusted  that  the 
Speaker  would,  in  the  first  instance,  give 
his  opinion  as  to  the  point  of  practice,  and 
he  would  then  submit  his  motion  for  the 
Committee  to  re-assemble. 
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The  Speaker:  In  tliis  case  there  are 
conflicting  authorities^  and  there  is  also,  as 
I  am  informed^  conflicting  practice.  The 
gallant  Officer,  the  Memher  for  Elgin,  has 
cited  two  authorities,  the  one  that  of  Mr. 
Sherwin,  and  the  other,  anonymous.  On 
the  other  side,  the  authority  of  Mr.  D  warns 
has  heen  cited  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Lothian,  and  also  an  anonymous  writer,  who 
takes  the  same  view  of  the  question.  In 
number,  therefore,  the  authorities  are  equal. 
But  1  confess  that  I  do  not  attach  any  great 
weight  to  these  authorities,  because  they  do 
not  rest  their  opinions  on  any  rule  or  prin- 
ciple that  can  be  adopted  as  a  guide.  The 
only  safe  and  intelligible  principle,  as  it 
appears  to  me,  is,  that  Committees  should 
be  regarded  as  portions  of  the  House, 
limited  in  their  inquiries  by  the  extent  of 
the  authority  that  is  given  to  them  ;  but 
governed  in  their  proceedings  by  the  same 
rales  which  prevail  either  in  the  House  or 
in  Committees  of  the  whole  House*  This 
is  the  opinion  which  I  have  always  given 
when  I  have  been  referred  to  by  Members, 
and  I  believe  that  any  other  course  would 
lead  to  a  variable  and  uncertain  practice. 
The  rules  by  which  the  House  and  Com- 
mittees of  the  whole  House  proceed  are 
known,  and  an  adherence  to  them  leads  to 
uniform  practice.  There  is,  I  believe,  no 
doubt  that  there  has  been  conflicting  prac* 
tice,  in  this  matter,  in  diflbrcnt  Committees, 
and  that  has  probably  arisen  from  the 
opinion  expressed  by  Mr.  Sherwin.  It  is, 
therefore,  most  expedient  that  the  future 
practice  of  Committees  should  be  regulated 
by  the  opinion  and  authority  of  the  House. 
For  the  reasons  which  I  have  stated,  I  am 
of  opinion  that  the  rules  followed  in  the 
House,  or  Committees  of  the  whole  House, 
ought  to  regulate  the  practice  in  Select 
Committees,  whether  sitting  on  public  or 
private  business.  The  reason  and  justice 
of  the  case  are  also  in  favour  of  holding 
that  a  Chairman  ought  not  to  vote  except 
when  the  voices  are  equal.  A  Chairman 
generally  acquires  some  influence  and  au- 
thority in  a  Committee -in  which  he  pre- 
sides, and  if  in  addition  to  that  he  is  to 
have  always  one,  and  occasionally  two 
votes,  he  is  invested,  especially  in  small 
Committees,  with  undue  power.  There 
are  other  circumstances  connected  with  the 
station  and  duties  of  Chairman  which 
equally  favour  this  view,  but  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  dwell  on  them  in  a  case  which  ap- 
pears to  be  so  plain. 

The  question  was  afterwards  put,  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Committee  do  rc-assemble 


which  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Committee 
ordered  to  assemble  on  the  following  day. 

Carlow  Landlords.]  Mr.  Wallace 
presented  the  following  Petitions  from 
350  individuals,  the  tenants  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  county  of  Car<« 
low: 

*'  Petition  of  Tenants  of  Col.  Henry 
Bruen  relating  to  the  County 
OF  Carlow  Election.** 

"A  Petition  of  tenants  of  Col.  Henry  Bruen 
resident  in  the  county  of  parlow,  was  presented 
and  read  ;  setting  forth,  that  the  Petitioners 
are  informed,  and  believe,  that  a  petition  on 
behalf  of  Nicholas  A.  Vigors,  Esq.,  containing 
certain  allegations  against  the  character  of  Col. 
Bruen  as  a  landlord,  has  been  presented  to  the 
House ;  that  Petitioners  are  the  tenants  and 
neighbours  of  Col.  Bruen  during  many  years, 
and  having  a  perfect  knowledge  of  all  his  offi* 
cial  acts,  both  as  a  landlord  and  a  resident 
country  gentleman,  they  respectfully  but 
earnestly  state  that  the  charges  set  forth  in  the 
said  Petition  of  N.  A.  Vigors,  Esq.,  are  un- 
founded, and  they  express  their  deep  regret 
that  charges  so  groundless  and  unwarrantable 
could  be  set  before  the  House  so  indiscreetly 
by  said  N.  A.  Vigors,  calculated  to  hold  forth 
an  amiable  and  indulgent  landlord  to  the  in- 
dignation of  the  lower  classes  of  society,  who 
are  necessarily  unacquainted  with  the  truth  or 
fallacy  of  the  allegations  in  tlie  said  petition  ; 
that  petitioners  lake  this  public  opportunity  of 
testifying  before  the  assembled  representatives 
of  the  nation  their  deep  gratitude  to  Colonel 
Bruen,  not  only  as  an  indulgent  landlord,  but 
as  a  gentleman,  whose  charities  for  years  have 
been  unbounded ;  that  petitioners  feel  them- 
selves called  upon  to  state  to  the  House  that 
Col.  Bruen  never  exerts  his  authority  to  eject 
his  tenants,  unless  where  large  arrears  accu- 
mulate from  negligence  and  want  of  industry, 
and  even  then  his  humanity  is  equally  con- 
spicuous as  his  indulgence,  for  he  permits 
them  to  remove  their  stock  and  the  produce 
of  their  farms,  forgiving  rent  and  arrears^  and 
in  many  cases  has  granted  annuities  for  life 
to  persons  ejected  under  such  circumstances  ; 
that  petitioners  believe  the  list  of  grievances 
set  forth  in  the  petition  of  N.  A.  Vigors  to  be 
wholly  unfounded, — one  solitary  instance  they 
respectfully  hope  will  suffice  to  show  the  gene- 
ral character  of  the  charges  of  the  said  peti- 
tioner. Colonel  Bruen  obtains  the  credit  of 
ejecting  from  the  lands  of  Ballytarsna,  '  nine- 
teen families,  consisting  of  104  individuals, 
including  twenty-one  widows  and  orphans ;' 
now,  the  f:icts  that  should  have  been  stated 
to  the  House  are,  that  a  Mr.  Mills  is  the  in- 
termediate landlord  of  the  said  tenantry,  and 
that,  if  a  few  families  were  ejected  several 
years  ago  by  him,  Col.  Bruen  had  not,  directly 
or  indirectly,  any  power  or  authority  over 
said  property,  being  only  the  head  landlord. 
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his  tenants,  and  committed  acts  meritii^  die 
reprehension  of  the  coantry  at  large ;  thai  the 
petitioner   humbly  but   earnestly  prays    for 
public  inquiry  into  the  particulars  of  these 
statements,  as  he  is  anxious  of  having  an  op- 
portunity of  refuting  such  calumnies  against 
his  character ;  at  the  present  the  petitioDer, 
unwilling  to  intrude  on  the  House,  except  as 
far  as  necessary  for  the  vindication  of  his  cha. 
racter,  humbly  declines  entering  into  any  de- 
tail further  than  to  state  in  reply  to  that  part  of 
the  petition  which  accuses  the  petitiuvier  of 
having  ruined  his  tenantry  by  vexatious  modes 
of  litigation ;  that  he  was  forced  to  recover,  by 
legal  proceedings,  the  tithe  for  which  he   had 
become  liable  under  Lord  Stanley's  Bill,   and 
which  his  tenantry  had  declared  three  several 
times  most  positively  that  they  never  would 
pay,  although  not  demanded  by  the  petitioner 
till  upwards  of  four  months  from  the  day  it  be- 
came due ;  the  amount  of  the  costs  returned  by 
the  petitioners'  law  agent  was  2/.  15s.  which, 
the  petitioner  thinking  too  high,  actually  re* 
mitted  1/.  in  each  case,  leaving  only  the  sum 
of  ]/.  15$.  to  be  paid  by  each  as  law  cost ;  this 
is  the  total  amount  of  their  expenses  which 
have  been  stated  to  the  House  as  ruinous; 
the  petitioner  begs  humbly  to   remind    the 
House  that  the  farms  leased  by  him  to  the 
persons  whose  names  were  affixed  to  the  peti^ 
tion  against  him,  were  declared  on  oath  before 
the  Committee  of  the  House  in  August  last, 
on  the  Carlow  petition,  by  three  several  wit- 
nesses (respectable  in    appearance)     to    he 
worth  one-half  more  than  the  rents  for  which 
the  petitioner  leased  them,  and  in  several  in* 
stances  more  than  double  the  rent,  though  the 
leases  are  but  live  years  in  being ;   the  peti- 
tioner, therefore,  considers  himself  most  ftiUy 
justified  in  enforcing  the  payments  of  his  just 
and  moderate  rights,  which  his  tenantry  most 
directly  and  most  distinctly  refused  to  pay 
three  different  times;   the  petitioner   never 
acted  as  his  own  bailiff,  nor  never  served  his 
tenantry  with  any  law  process  or  law  paper 
whatever;   the  petitioner  prays  humbly  for 
strict  and  immediate  investigation  into  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case/* 


and  paid  only  a  nominal  rent  by  Mr.  Mills ; 
that  the  petitioners  having  stated  thus  fairly  and 
honestly  their  opinions  on  this  extraordinary 
case,  leave  with  confidence  the  considera- 
tion of  the  matter  to  the  House,  satisfied 
that  such  measures  will  be  adopted  in  vin- 
dication of  Colonel  Bruen's  character  as 
the  House  shall  deem  wise  and  expedient; 
the  petitioners  submit  to  the  House  that 
such  accusations  were  put  forward  by  tlie 
said  N.  A.  Vigors,  in  order  to  impress  the 
House  with  the  idea  that  Colonel  Bruen  has 
made  use  of  intimidation  towards  his  tenantry 
to  induce  them  to  support  him  as  candidate 
for  the  said  county  of  Carlow,  which  the  pe- 
titioners are  fully  prepared  to  contradict  be- 
fore a  Committee  of  the  House ;  that  peti- 
tioners further  beg  to  state  that  they  are  pre- 
pared to  show  that  gross  intimidation  has 
been  used  in  numerous  instances  at  and  pre* 
vious  to  each  election  since  the  year  1831, 
when  Sir  J.  M.  Doyle  and  Mr.  Blackney  were 
returned,  in  order  to  prevent  the  tenantry  of 
Colonel  Bruen  and  Mr.  Kavanagh  from  sup- 
porting them,  which  they  were  most  anxious  to 
do,  and  the  petitioners  pray  the  House  will 
afford  an  opportunity  of  fully  investigating 
all  matters  relating  thereto,  before  a  Committee 
of  the  House." 

It  WB.B  impossible  that  any  language  more 
satisfactory  to  the  feeling  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  could  be  used,  than  that 
contained  in  this  petition.  He  must  guard 
himself  against  vouching  for  the  accuracy 
of  the  statements  contained  in  this  petition, 
inasmuch  as  he  had  no  means  of  ascertain- 
ing how  far  those  statements  were  or  were 
not  correct.  He  meant  to  propose  that 
this  and  two  other  similar  petitions  which 
he  was  about  to  present  should  be  printed 
and  circulated  witli  the  rotes,  in  the 
same  way  as  the  previous  petitions  had 
been  circulated.  He  begged  also  to  ob- 
serve, that  until  both  sides  of  the  question 
had  been  thus  sent  forth  to  hon.  Members, 
he  should  not  press  his  motion  for  an  in- 
quiry. The  next  petition  with  which  he 
was  charged  was  from  John  Alexander, 
Esq.,  of  the  county  of  Carlow,  against 
whom  petitions  had  been  presented,  im- 
pugning his  conduct  with  reference  to 
his  tenantry.  The  petition  was  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect  :— 

Petition  of  John  Alexander  relating  to 
THE  County  op  Carlow  Election. 
"A  Petition  of  John  Alexander,  of  JVlilford, 
in  the  county  of  Carlow,  was  presented,  and 
read  ;  setting  forth,  that  the  petitioner  has 
read  with  great  astonishment  in  the  public 
papers  a  petition  presented  to  the  House  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock,  accusing  the 
petitioner  of  having  used  harassing  and  rui- 
nous measures  wantonly  as  a  landlord  towards 


He  (Mr.  Wallace)  believed  Mr.  Alexander 
to  be  a  gentleman  of  the  highest  respecta* 
bility,  and  much  beloved  and  esteemed  In 
his  neighbourhood.  He  then  presented  a 
petition  from  an  English  gentleman  i«st- 
dent  in  Carlow,  of  the  name  of  Woodcock, 
complaining  of  what  he  considered  the  ty- 
rannical conduct  of  Colonel  Bruen  towards 
his  tenants.  On  the  motion  that  this  pe- 
tition be  brought  up. 

Colonel  Bruen  said,  he  scarcely  felt  htm« 
self  called  upon  to  make  any  reply  to  the 
statements  contained  in  the  petition  from 
Mr.  Woodcock.  As,  however,  that  gen* 
tleman  was  an  old  acquaintance,  he  would 
say  a  few  words,  more  for  the  sake  of  letting 
the  House  know  who  the  |>ctitioner  was, 
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than  by  wbj  of  entering  into  tny  explana- 
tion of  the  reasons  why  he  (Colonel  Brueu) 
had  chosen  to  ask  a  tenant  for  his  rent^ 
or  makiag  any  apology  for  so  doing.  He 
would^  however,  first  just  mention  that  the 
annual  rent  payable  by  the  tenant  whom 
Mr.  Woodcock'  had  taken  under  his  pro- 
tection was  83/.  12«.,  and  arrears  were 
now  due  by  him  to  the  amount  of  185/.  1  Qs. 
The  petitioner  stated,  that  promises  were 
made  to  the  tenants  in  debt  to  their 
landlords  (a pretty  numerous  body)^  tliough 
with  the  greatest  caution,  that  their  ar- 
rears should  be  forgiven  if  they  voted  for 
the  Tory  candidates.  Now,  all  be  (Colonel 
Bruen)  could  say  on  this  point  was,  that 
BO  extreme  were  the  caution,  prudence,  and 
circumspection  used  in  communicating 
this  secret  to  such  Members,  that  he  for 
one  never  heard  of  it  before — and  if  he  had 
been  intrusted  with  the  secret,  assuredly 
he  would  not  have  been  a  party  to  the 
agreement.  If  he  were  disposed  to  specu- 
late in  a  matter  that  had  since  been  found 
so  safe  and  easy,  and  not  unlawful,  he  cer- 
tainly could  have  obtained  votes  on  better 
terms.  This  Mr.  Woodcock  was,  as  he 
had  already  said,  an  old  friend  of  his— he 
was  one  of  the  very  few  persons  that  in 
the  course  of  his  life  he  had  been  obliged  to 
prosecute  for  poaching — and  to  this  cir- 
cumstancC)  no  doubt,  was  he  (Colonel 
Bruen )  indebted  for  the  honour  now  con- 
ferred on  him  by  the  allegations  set  forth 
in  this  petition.  He  had  heard  that  this 
Mr.  Woodcock  was  on  the  half-pay  of  some 
dragoon  regiment,  and  if  unceasingly  in- 
flaming the  bad  passions  of  the  multitude, 
haranguing  and  urging  them  on  to  violation 
of  thelaw,  heading  tithe  and  election  mobs, 
and  keeping  a  remote  and  extensive  district 
for  years  in  a  state  of  terror  and  disturb- 
ance, were  services  in  which  those  receiving 
half-pay  should  be  employed,  no  person 
earned  it  better  than  Mr.  Woodcock. 
With  respect  to  Mr.  Alexander's  petition, 
it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  say  much ; 
indeed,  he  would  only  refer  to  a  single  point. 
Mr.  Alexander  complained  of  having  been 
accused  of  ruining  his  tenantry  by  vexa- 
tious litigation.  The  ^cts  were  these — 
he  became  responsible  for  the  tithe — he  let 
his  land  accordingly^  reducing  his  rent  in 
proportion^  and  so  had  given  full  value  for 
the  tithe  to  the  tenants.  They,  of  course, 
thankfully  undertook  the  payment  of  a  very 
moderate  rent.  However,  they  were  pre- 
vailed upon,  or  obliged,  after  a  time  to  re- 
fuse. Mr.  Alexander,  after  repeated, 
friendly  applications  on  his  part;  and  reso- 


lute refusals  on  theirs,  and  after  waiting 
for  months,  at  length  was  obliged  to  insti- 
tute legal  proceedings.  Even  then,  his 
kindness  and  goodnature  were  conspicuous; 
for  after  all  this  he  prevailed  upon  them 
to  go  in  a  body  to  Carlow  during  the  quar- 
ter sessions,  and  talce  the  advice  of  a  coun- 
sel professing  very  liberal  opinions.  The 
consemience  was,  that  they  returned  satis- 
fied or  the  folly  and  illegality  of  their  con- 
duct, and  paifl  his  demand.  Mr.  Alexan- 
der forthwith  stopped  the  legal  proceedings, 
and  finding  that  each  had  incurred  costs 
to  the  amount  of  2/.  15^.  he  came  forward 
and  paid  out  of  his  own  pocket  nearly 
one-half  for  each.  For  this  most  uncalled- 
for,  and  it  would  seem,  ill-judged  act  of 
generosity,  these  very  tenants  now  assailed 
him  as  a  tyrannical  landlord.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  begged  publicly  to  express  hfs 
thanks  to  the  numerous  petitioners  who 
had  come  forward  to  relieve  him  from  the 
unjust  attacks  by  which  his  character  had 
been  assailed. 

Mr.  Hard^  was  desirous  of  taking  this 
occasion  to  explain  some  part  of  the  con- 
<luct  he  had  pursued  on  a  late  occasion. 
He  had  then  been  pointedly  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin ;  and  he 
should  have  replied  at  the  tlme^  but  for 
the  retirement  of  that  hon.  Member  from 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  had  com- 
plained of  an  assertion  made  by  him,  viz. 
— that  the  hon.  Member  had  received  a 
copy  of  the  petition  from  Bath  before  it 
was  in  his  hands.  He  had  been  informed 
that  such  was  the  fact.  He  had  letters  to 
prove  that  a  printed  copy  of  the  petition 
from  Bath  was  sent  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin ;  and  if  he  had  not  received  it, 
it  was  at  this  moment  in  the  deadJetter 
office.  The  hon.  Member  had  also  re- 
marked, that  it  was  extraordinary  that  he 
had  brought  forward  the  case,  as  they  had 
formerly  met  in  the  Temple.  He  remem- 
bered meeting  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
Temple ;  but  he  did  not  remember  that 
they  had  ever  been  at  the  chambers  of  each 
other. 

Mr.  Warburion  spoke  to  order;  sub- 
mitting that  this  course  was  inconsistent 
with  the  rules  of  debate. 

The  Speaker  decided,  that  any  reply  to 
what  bad  been  said  in  a  former  (lebate  was 
undoubtedly  irregular. 

Mr.  Hardy  urged  that  he  was  only 
pursuing  a  course  due  in  justice  to  him- 
self. He  had  understood  that  he  was  to 
be  affonled  an  opportunity  of  explaining 
certain  matters  with  which  he  had  be^ 
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charged.  The  hon  Member  for  Dublin 
had  accused  him  of  hanug  been  guilty  of 
bribery  at  Poiitefract     He  could  only 

say — 

Mr.  Warburton  again  interposed. 

Mr.  Hardy  could  only  say  in  explana- 
tion of  his  conduct  that  he  had  lost  his 
election. 

Sir  J.  Wrottesley  spoke  to  order. 

Mr.  Hardy  rose,  but  could  not  proceed 
on  account  of  the  cries  of  Chair!  and 
Order, 

The  Speaker  again  decided  that  the 
course  the  hon.  Member  was  pursuing  was 
irregular,  although  the  House  might 
grant  him  the  indulgence  of  being  heard. 

Mr.  Hardy  hoped^  theni  that  the  House 
would  grant  him  the  indulgence. 

Mr.  Metkuen  complained  of  this  delay 
of  public  business. 

Colonel  Perceval  thought  the  character 
of  an  individual  Member  a  paramount  sub- 
ject. It  might  be  irregular  to  refer  to 
former  debates,  but  he  had  never  known 
the  House  refuse  to  a  Member  who  had 
been  attacked  an  opportunity  of  explana- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
would  have  vindicated  himself  on  the 
former  night  had  not  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  retired.  He  only  claimed  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  the  usual 
courtesy. 

Mr.  OConnell :  When  the  hon  Member 
claims  courtesy,  he  should  take  care  that 
he  shews  it  himself.  I  did  not  retire  to 
prevent  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
from  making  a  speech,  but  I  withdrew  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  Hardy  rose  amid  cries  of  Chair ^ 
Order,  and  near.  He  was  prepared  to 
meet  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  at  any 
time.  With  regard  to  the  Pontefract 
election,  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member *s 
veracious  and  sapient  informant  had  also 
told  him  that  he  Mr.  Hardy  lost  his  re- 
turn because  he  was  the  advocate  of  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation.  He  hoped  that  the 
informant  had  also  stated — [the  hon. 
Member  was  inaudible  from  the  interrup- 
tion. Considerable  confusion  ensued,  which 
lasted  some  time.]  The  hon.  Member 
then  stated  he  had  understood  not  only 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  but  from 
the  lip  of  the  Speaker,  that  the  lit  time 
for  him  to  vindicate  himself  would  be 
when  certain  petitions  were  presented,  and 
for  that  reason  on  the  former  night  he 
had  sat  down  waiting  for  this  evening. 

The  Speaker  agreed  that  he  hatf  told 
the  hon.  Member  tl^t  he  could  revert  to 


the  subject  when  the  subject  was  again 
introduced.  The  subject  would  again  be 
introduced,  and  then  the  proper  time 
would  have  arrivedj  and  not  on  the  pre- 
sentation of  a  petition. 

Mr.  Hardy  was  perfectly  satisfied. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,    that  he  did  not 
mean  to  allude   to  what  had  fiJlen  from 
the  hon.  Member   for  Bradford  [Cries  cf 
Spoke."}  When   be  before  rose,  he  had  ooIt 
spoken  to  order,    and  not  to  the  qaestioD 
of  printing  the   petitions   now  before  the 
House.     He  did  not  mean  to  oppose  the 
printing  of  them,  on  the  contrary,  be  M 
himself  several   to   lay  before  the  House, 
which  he  hoped  woum  also  be  printed.  He 
did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  complain 
— he  merely  i^oticed  that  the    hon.  and 
gallant    Member,    in    defending   himsetf, 
had  had  the  presumption   (so  he  thougbt 
he  might  best  call    it)    to  introduce  an 
allusion  to  him.      The   hon.  Member  M 
not  yet  been  tried — he  had  not  challenged 
investigation,  or  said  one  word  to  si^ 
that  he  wished  for  a  committee  to  »^"^ 
The  hon.  Member  bad  not  imitated  ms 
conduct— he  had  not  dared  the  prodaOm 
of  evidence,  and  yet,  aflter  the  committee 
had  made  its  report,  he  had  presumed  t^ 
throw  out  insinuations  against  him.    Tm 
motive  was  obvious^  Jiceret  lateri  leihabs 
arundo.     Some    of   the    hon.    Memh&^ 
tenants  had  voted  against  him,  but  nooe 
of   Mr.    Kavanagh's    tenants   had   voted 
against  him.    What  was  the  reason?   M^« 
Kavanagh  was  an  excellent  landlord ;  his 
tenants.  Catholic  as  well  as   Vrotestmtf 
supported  him  ;  but  a  number  of  the  h<Wj 
and  gallant  Member's  tenants  had  voted 
against  him.     He  would  pledge  *''"|*^^ 
to  no  facts ;  but  this  he  would  say,  that 
he  was  in  possession  of  documents  irb'<*/ 
if  verified,  would  establish  a  case  of  the 
grossest    cruelty    against    the    hon.  ana 
gallant  Member.     But  he  and  his  Gnem 
were  wiser  than  to  court  inquiry;  w®? 
would  shrink  from  it.     If  the  hon.  «"« 
gallant  Member  had,  indeed,  so  compw*^ 
a  vindication,  no  man  would  more  rejoice 
at  it  than  he  would.     Yes,  he  shooW  re- 
joice at  such  a  vindication.     He  perceiw 
the  sneer  on  hon.  Members'  countcnaiM^^ 
but  it  afforded  only  one  more  proof  ^^'f 
people  judged  of  others  by  thefflselvafi' 
He  had  always  treated  the  gallant  c&ce^^ 
and  even  his  preiudices,  with  respect;  ^^ 
would  do  so  still;  and,  he  repeated,  that 
no  man  would  rejoice  more  at  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  complete  vindication,    1^  ^^ 
were  a  calumny,  let  it  be  defeated  and  ^^' 
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poeed^  and  tbe  calumniators  punished  to 
the  utmost  extent  of  the  power  of  the 
House.  All  he  said  was,  that  the  peti« 
tions  contained  allegations  which  demanded 
inouiry.  He  wanted  to  know  if  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  not  let  his  lands 
at  war  rents,  and,  gi^ng  no  receipts,  if 
any  of  his  tenants  voted  against  him,  did 
he  not  call  upon  them  for  arrears  of  those 
war  rents  ?  He  had  no  right  to  call  for 
payment  of  those  nominal  rents  because 
the  tenant  exercised  his  franchise  as  his 
conscience  dictated.  He  did  not  assert 
that  the  allegations  were  true,  but  that 
their  truth  ought  to  be  investigated. 

Colonel  Bruen  could  not  help  adverting 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  rules  of  the 
House  were  disregarded  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  he  complained  of  others  being  dis- 
orderly. It  appeared,  then,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  might  get  up  and 
make  attacks  on  the  character  of  Gentle- 
men on  his  (Colonel  Bruen's)  side  of  the 
House,  and  when  they  rose  to  vindicate 
themselves  from  the  aspersions  cast  upon 
them,  they  were  interrupted  by  Gentle- 
men opposite. 

The  Speaker:  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  nas  already  spoken  on  the  ques- 
tion that  the  Petition  ao  lie  on  the  Table. 

Colonel  Bruen  acain  repeated  that  the 
rules  of  the  House  had  been  sacrificed  by 
the  learned  Member  in  the  attacks  made 
by  him.  Was  it  impartial  justice,  then, 
that  a  person  should  be  interrupted  when 
he  got  up  to  defend  himself?  ^cries  of 
spohe^  He  defied  the  threats  held  out  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  was 
iiiUy  prepared  to  vindicate  his  conduct, 
and  was  anxious  that  the  subject  should 
be  brought  forward.  He  had  repeatedly 
urged  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock  to 
bring  forward  a  Motion  on  the  subject, 
and  could  not  help  complaining  that  that 
hon.  Gentleman  had  inserted  his  notice  of 
motion  at  the  bottom  of  the  list,  instead 
of  getting  it  placed  at  the  top,  as  it  should 
bcy  involving  as  it  did,  serious  charges 
acainst  the  character  of  a  Member  of  the 
House.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  there  was  no  wish  whatever  to  bring 
the  subject  forward.  He  challenged 
them  to  do  so,  but  he  believed  that  they 
had  no  wish  to  do  so.  He  defied  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  proof  of  the 
assertions  he  had  made  against  him. 

The  Speaker :  Tbe  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber is  clearly  outof  order,  as  he  has  already 
spoken  on  the  motion  before  the  House. 

VOL.  XXXII.  {TXi 


The  petition  was  laid  on  the  table. 

On  tne  question  that  it  be  printed, 

Colonel  Bruen  said,  that  he  appre* 
bended  that  he  was  in  order  in  making  an 
observation  on  that  point.  He  would  then 
tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the 
statements  made  respecting  him  were 
without  foundation.  These  were  only  a 
number  of  old  stories  which  had  often  bisen 
brought  forward  during  the  last  four  or 
^ye  years,  and  had  repeatedly  been  shown 
to  be  groundless.  He  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  the  story  about  his  per- 
secuting his  tenants  in  consequence  of  their 
voting  against  him  was  totally  false.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  alluded  to 
his  hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Kavanagh)  as 
being  a  good  landlord,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  he  was  supported  by  the  whole 
of  his  tenantry  ;  but  that  was  not  the  case 
with  him.  He  admitted  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  deservedly  respected  as  a  good 
landlord ;  but  it  was  notorious  that  many 
more  of  his  hon.  Friend's  tenants  voted 
against  him  than  his  (Col.  Bruen's)  tenant's 
voted  against  him. 

Mr.  Wallace  wished  to  assure  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  that  he  had  not 
brought  forward  the  motion  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  because  he  had  no  oppor^ 
tunity  of  doing  so ;  but  he  would  arrange 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  course  of 
the  evening,  to  fix  on  the  first  convenient 
day. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Municipal  Reform  ^  (  Ireland  ).  ^ 
The  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee 
on  the  Municipal  Corporations  Ireland 
Bill.     Schedules  A  and  B  were  agreed  to. 

On  Schedule  C — Mr.  Shaw  said,  that 
he  should  be  very  glad  to  know  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  this  Schedule  was  formed  ? 
As  to  Schedules  A  and  B,  the  first  (A) 
was  composed  of  places  containing  above 
S0,000  souls — and  B,  of  those  above  15,000 ; 
but  with  regard  to  Schedule  C,  it  was  im« 
possible  to  discover  any  principle  upon 
which  it  was  drawn  up.  [[Viscount 
Morpeth :  the  principle  was  to  preserve  all 
boroughs  that  had  existioe  Corporations.] 
Then  that  principle  had  not  been  fd^ 
lowed ;  for,  from  the  list  in  the  Commis- 
sioners' Report  answering  that  description^ 
which  amounted  to  sixty  in  number,  eight 
boroughs  had  been  omitted,  and  two  had 
been  inserted  which  were  not  to  be  found 
in  that  list. 

On  the  question  that  Midleton  stand 
part  of  the  schedule, 
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Viacoant  Morpdh  mored  tta(  MiAeton 
be  omitted. 

Mr.  Shaw  could  not  QodersUiid  why 
Midletnn  should  be  omitted  if  BelHirbet 
were  to  be  kept,  ioasmneh  as  they  appeared 
io  the  same  Kst  in  the  Report,  but  Midle- 
ton  was  above  BeHurbet. 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  aHboagh 
the  population  was  not  so  large,  they  were 
in  the  possession  of  property  to  theaBMWDt 
in  vahie  of  200/. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  that  the  Commissioners 
xeported  but  9/.  per  annum,  but  that  clearly 
property  was  not  the  principle  upon  which 
these  places  had  been  selected. 

Mr.  John  Young  stated,  that  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Belturbet  was  practically  extinct. 
The  late  provost  had  died  vawe  than  a  year 
ago  ;  but  since,  the  Report  of  the  Commia. 
sioners  had  been  drawn  up,  and  so  many  of 
the  forms  had  been  disused,  that  the  patron 
Lord  Belmore>  as  he  was  informed,  found 
he  had  not  the  power  of  re-appoint- 
ment to  the  olHce,  which  remained  vacant. 
Of  the  2,062  persons  who  were  returned 
as  forming  the  population  of  Belturbet, 
nearly  500  lived  in  a  different  parish,  out 
of  the  corporation  bounds,  and  divided  from 
them  by  the  river.  Certainly,  no  town  of 
equal  size  in  Ireland  contained  a  greato* 
number  of  respectable  inhabitants,  every 
way  qualified  to  possess  the  privileges  and 
discharge  the  trusts  of  a  Corporation  ;  but 
be  rather  thought  that  if  their  opinion 
were  ascertained,  the  majority  of  the 
better  and  more  independent  householders 
would  be  glad  to  be  without  the  necessity 
of  frequent  elections,  with  their  accom- 
panying excitement  and  bad  feeling,  and  to 
nave  the  property  of  the  corporation  vested, 
as  it  ought  to  be,  in  Commissioners,  for  the 
'use  and  benefit  of  householders,  for  chant, 
able  purposes,  and  the  general  improvement 
of  the  town. 

MidletoD  was  omitted  from  the 
Schedule. 

On  the  question  that  Navan  stand  part 
of  the  Bill, 

iMr.  Randall  Ptunkeii  begged  that  the 
Committee  would  just  observe  the  extreme 
absurdity  of  giving;  a  Corporation  to  Navan, 
which  had  neither  tolls  nor  corporate  pro- 
perty. It  once  had  both,  he  admitted; 
that  is,  it  certainly  had  tolls,  but  the  limits 
of  the  corporate  property  and  the  titles  to 
it,  in  the  Corporation,  were  very  undefined 
and  obscure.  Kavan  had  a  Riensi,  a 
highly  patriotic  individual,  of  the  name  of 
Farrell,  he  believed,  who,  in  1827»  got  rid 
of  Ae  toUa  altogether;  and  the  same  pa- 


triol  had  alfl*  Ike  honevr  of  Kfliokig  »  pnt 
of  what  was  b^ieved  to  be  corpeMifte  pm. 
peny  horn  the  &nga  of  the  CorpanHkn. 
New,  as  to  this  property,  it  was  wppussd 
OBoe  to  have  been  as  mveh  nearly  as  l,MO 
acres ;  bat  net  above  IIS  acres  of  it  ovM 
be  noovered.  A  vast  auaibsr  of  most 
wretched  cabins  had  been  buik  by  peissos 
settled  thereon ;  and  if  this  Bill  shonld 
pass,  and  the  recommendation  sf  the  ear- 
poratien  Commission  be  adopted,  about  as- 
certaining the  limits,  these  mlbrtunate 
creatures  would,  by  the  philanthropy  sf  the 
charitable  Attorney-General,  be  tvmed  ont 
of  house  and  home,  and  their  only  sub- 
sistence taken  from  them.  Bot,  again,  by 
the  wery  Report  of  the  Commissionefs,  tt 
seemed  that  there  was  no  borongh  esort 
now — that  the  portreeve  received  bat  bL, 
wherewith  to  pay  the  salaries  of  the  oor- 
pc»ation  ;  and  hereof  the  two  town-ssr- 
geants  claimed  an  anear  upon  their  dues, 
they  being  entitled  to  4/.  annually,  end  a 
hat  and  cloak.  All  the  corporate  ~ 
had  fallen  Into  disuse,  and  what  was 
there  never  could  have  been  the  least 
eessity  for  them.  He  had  some  r^ht  to 
know  something  about  that  town,  and  be 
knew  that  its  streets  were  part  of  the 
county  reads,'  and  prcyvided  lor  by  die 
grand  jnry.  As  to  lighting,  the  tewn 
never  was  publicly  lighted ;  and  as  fiir  a 
watch,  what  more  oould  be  wanted  Uian  ike 
constabulary  as  at  present,  or  as  they 
would  be  under  the  Bill  now  passing 
through  this  House.  He  therelbre  moved, 
that  Navan  be  struck  ont  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Sergeant  G^Loghlenisdd,  the^uestien 
was  not  whether  Navan  had  considemfale 
property,  but  whether  Navan  was  entitled 
to  collect  tolls.  It  was  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Anthony  Hart  that  tolls  should  bs  devoted 
to  public  purposes,  and  that  a  secsiyer 
should  be  appointed.  If  tolls  were  to  be  so 
applied,  instead  of  being  placed  in  the 
hands  of  corporators,  they  would  nnqiiee« 
tionably  be  paid. 

Mr.  Shaw  did  not  think  sny  ptnea 
apart  from  political  feeling,  would  deay 
that  the  abolition  of  tolls  would  be  a  greater 
public  benefit  to  the  place  wh«ne  th^  were 
collected,  and  particularly  to  the  lower 
orders,  than  any  possible  a(^ropHatioa  of 
tax  that  could  be  devised. 

Mr.  ffConnell  entirely  agreed  that  tefls 
should  be  abolished  where  the  party  did 
not  get  value,  but  he  thought  they  would 
be  found  extremelv  useful  under  proper 
management,  and  if  applied,  fbr  Instaneey 
in  Sitsblishing  markets  and  shainbissi  ^md. 
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pci^r.  If  th«  pogr  ^uld  get  th^fe  ftdv^q* 
tf^gi^  At  th«  expepse  of  ^he  wealthier 
Qlj|8a^  who  pay  toltei  i(  would  be  a  great 
ipatt^r.  Tlie  ques^ioo  depepded  altogether 
OQ  the  application  of  the  tolls*  If  the 
pu))lic  r^fui^ed  to  pay  th^m  it  was  hecause 
thoy  were  to  be  paid  into  Corporations,  and 
UO  ntatter  whether  th^  ioU«paypr  was  Prp- 
tfiftan^,  Catholic,  or  Presbyterian,  he  with- 
^^Id  i(  00  that  groundj  and  he  had  just  as 

KBa|  an  objection  to  a  Catholic  toll  as  a 
oteatant  toll,  when  he  did  not  get  value 
in  ^change  for  it- 
Mr.  Ric/tards  contended  that  the 
%qaoupi  collected  was  uncertain.  Now,  if  it 
were  n^e^sary  to  have  market-bouseaf  and 
acaJea  for  weighing  goodp  for  sale,  estab- 
lished, why  should  not  the  inhabitants 
ass^  themselves  for  that  purpose,  and  not 
do  so  by  inakiiig  persons  who  came  to  sell 
their  goods  pay  toll,  over  which  they  had 
no  check,  md  whi<:b  experiepce  had  ^howQ 
waf  open  to  coqsiderable  abuse  t^nd  mis-ap- 
pli(»t|pn?  Ap  to  the  hoo.  aqd  learned 
Gp^le^iaP  insinuating  that '' Prot^tants" 
saifappliad  those  fiinda,  did  he  mean  to  say 
that  avaric<)  was  lasi  predominant  in  Mrsoqs 
of  other  oersuasions?  He  was  disposed 
|9  (hink  t^at  th^  Catholic  would  act  in 

Srecisely  the  same  way.  Hp  did  not  mean  to 
^ny  that  abuse  to  a  certain  extent  pre- 
vailed i  h^t  what  he  contended  was,  that 
jlomaq  Catholics,  placed  in  similar  pir- 
cppistaqcesyhe,  howevpr^  in  saying  this, 
m^nt  no  disrespect  to  the  religion — would 
be  found  to  misapply  funds  fully  to  the 
9aipp  extept  they  were  now  misapplied,  aqd 
\ka\  \t  was  not  at  a)l  to  be  wondereil  at 
ffoip  the  nature  of  toll  itself  and  frpm  the 
ivay  in  which  it  was  managed,  pr  rather 
piisips^naged,  it  should  be  in  some,  degree 
foj^applied.  He,  therefore,  thoifght  tbaft 
iolls  sho^I4  he  ^(ogether  alx)lishea. 

Navan  \f^  placed  in  the  Schedule.  The 
l«maiqdar  of  the  schedules  were  agreed  toj 
^nd  the  House  veaumed. 

County  Bqai^ds  (lasukNDl.^  Sir 
](lichar4  Mt^sgrave  ros^  to  qiove  the  second 
^eadiqg  of  this  Bill.  It  had  been  already 
proved^ that  where  public  works  had  been 
9^rried  on,  improvemeqt  to  ft  very  great 
Extent  had  takeq  place  in  the  condition  of 
the  people*  He  would  not  go  through  the 
fvidence  taken  before  the  Commissioqers 
on  the  subject — coqteutiog  himself  merely 
i»y  ohserying  that  the  Report  stat^,  that 
most  important  results  had  flowed  from 
^^  9f^riFilW  ^^  ^  public  works  m  the 


western  districts  of  Ireland,    The  annual 
iqcrea^e  in  the  amount  of  re?enqe  collected 
proved  distinctly  the   vast  improvement 
which  hf^d  been  effected  in  the  conditioQ  of 
tlje  people  in  that  part  of  Ireland.    He 
ibuna  also    a  corresponding   increase   io 
Cork,  where,  under  the  superintendence  of 
Mr.  Griffith,  60,000/,  had  been  expended. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  of  last  year, 
of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  which  fur- 
nished the  gratifying  proof  that  there  was 
a  place  where  gentlemen  of  opposite  po- 
litical opinions  could  meet  without  political 
strife — also  furnished  a  variety  of  valuable 
evidence.      Thait  Committee  were  unani- 
mously of  opinion  that  an  improvement 
in    the    condition    of    the    people    had 
taken  place  under  tlie  system  alluded  to. 
U  was,  therefore,  he  conceived,  their  duty 
to  remove  every  obstacle  that  impeded  the 
further   progress  of  that  system,  and  to 
establish  a  kind  of  administration  free  from 
the  difficulties  that  now  existed,  and  from 
the  mischief  which  resulted  from  the  pre- 
seqt  grand   jury  system*      He  certainly 
thought  that  the  rate-payer  should  have  a 
vojce  in  the  flection  of  aheri^B— indeed  h^ 
waa  borne  out  by  th^  expression  of  public 
opinion  iq  stating  that  qothing  could  giv^ 
satisfaction  that  did  not  confer  that  advan- 
tage upoq  those  who  paid  taxes.      The 
grand  jury  laws  amounted^  in  number,  he 
believed,    to  about  100,  and  seemed,   in 
fact,  to  have  been  made  upon  the  spur  of 
the  pccasiop,  either  tq  relieye  some  press- 
ing waqt,  and  to  imposo  upop  the  grand 
jury  some  duty  which  could  not  be  so  well 
performed  bv  any  other  existing  body  ia 
Ireland.     This  fact  in  itself  shewed  tho 
necessity  for  a  revision  of  the  grand  jury 
systeqi.    By  a  provision  in  this  Bill  it  wat 
propos(ed  to  vest  the  entire  power  and  duty 
pf  taxation  in  persons  to  be  elected  by  the 
rate-payers.     A  considerable  part  of  the 
Bill  related  to  compensation  to  b^  given 
for  land  required  for  public  works,    An« 
Other  very  serious  obstacle  arose  in  this 
respect*     At   present   the  entire  of  the 
oouoty-rate  was  levied  on  the  occupying 
tenaqt,  who  was  also  liable  to  the  heavy 
expepse  of  a  second  rate.    The  Committer 
of  1830  recommended   that  part  of  the 
county  rate  only  should  be  paid   bv  the 
occupying  tenant,  but  that  recommendation 
bad  not  been  carried  into  effect.    Under 
this  Bill  it  was  proposed  that  part  of  that 
rate  should  be  paid  by  the  landlord.  Com- 
mittees of  superintendence  would  be  ap^ 
pointed  in  the  counties  for  examining  into 
the  different  charities  in  Ireland,  and  par- 
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ticularly  tbe  dispensaries.  The  principal 
thing  was  the  election  of  the  County  Board, 
which  would  be  directly  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  rate-payers ;  but  baring  ex- 
plained the  nature  of  the  Bill  on  a  former 
occasion,  he  was  unwilling  to  trespass 
Airther  on  the  House.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  the  Bill  was  drawn  up  bv 
a  gentleman  of  great  experience  and  well 
acquainted  with  the  working  of  the  grand- 
jury  system. 

Mr.  FHzstephen  French,  before  he  allow- 
ed this  Bill  to  go  through  a  second  stage^ 
felt   it    incumbent    on    him   to    inquire 
from  the  noble  Lord  opposite  what  course^ 
in  respect  to  its  future  progress,  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  meant  to  pursue?     He 
rather  imagined  they  were  not  aware  of 
the  nature  of  this  Bill ;  it  was  one  of  no 
trifling    importance,    its    object  being  to 
supersede  the  grand  juries  of  Ireland,  to 
take  out  of  the  hands  of  the  country  gen. 
tlemen  the  administration  of  fiscal  affairs 
of  the  country.     It  contemplated  a  change 
of  too  important  a  nature  for  Government 
to  remain  neuter  on,  if  such  a  measure  was 
necessary.    He    contended    it  was    their 
duty  to  introduce  it  themselves^  and  to 
undergo  ita  responsibility.     They  should 
not  leave  the  responsibility  of  a  measure, 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  repeal  100 
statutes,  and  to  put  the  fiscal  system  of  all 
the    counties    on  a  footing  entirely  and 
essentially  different  from   that  which   at 
present  existed,  on  any  shoulders  but  their 
own.    Let  not  the  noble  Lord  be  led  away 
by  assertion  incapable  of  proof,  no  matter 
how  often  repeated.     He  would  find  on 
inquiry  that  much  had  been  done  for  Ire- 
land under  a  system  it  was  so  much  the 
fiishion  to  abuse,  from   its  introduction  to 
the  present  day — her  means  of  communica- 
tion had  improved  in  a  manner  unexampled 
in  the  history  of  any  other  country,  both 
as  to  their  extent  and  as  to  the  economy 
of  their  execution.   He  confidently  assertea 
BO  system  had  yet  been  brought  forward 
superior  to  it  either  in  theory  or  practice ; 
the  noble  Lord  would  probably  learn  with 
astonishment,  that  the  sum  levied  for  the 
making  and  keeping  in  repair  the  roads 
and  bridges  of  Ireland,  did  not  amount  to 
more  than  400,000/.     It  was  true  an  out. 
cry  had  been  raised  about  the  increase  of 
the  amount  levied  under  the  sanction  of 
the  grand  juries ;  but  for  that  increase  the 
gentlemen  composing  these  bodies  were  not 
to  blame,  it  was  occasioned  by  the  numerous 
compulsory  presentments  sent  down  under 
the  authority  of  that  House,  to  be  signed 


by  the  foreman  as  a  matter  of  oome,  over 
the  amount  or  expenditore  of  wliidi  the 
counties  had  little  if  any  oontnd ;  of  socli 
a  nature  would  be  the  preflentmenlB  finr 
defraying  the  expense  of  the  conatabnlary 
under  the  Bill  which  was  now  paasiiig 
through  that  House.  He  was  ootdesinNiB 
of  pressing  this  matter  now  to  a  dirisioiip 
as  ois  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Water- 
ford  had  taken  so  much  pains  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  nor  would  he  enter  on  the  details  of 
the  Bill  further  than  to  remark,  that  the 
only  part  of  it  which  appeared  likely  to 
prove  useful  to  the  valuation  of  counties, 
was  already  in  progress,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Board  of  Ordnance ;  his  chief  object 
in  rising  was  to  draw  from  the  Government 
some  information  as  to  what  their  intentkMia 
were. 

Mr.  OConnell  said,  that  before  this  Bill 
proceeded  any  further,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  his  hon.  Friend  would  have  any 
objection  to  let  it  be  sent  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee? The  subject  to  which  this  Bill 
referred  was  one  of  considerable  importaDoe 
to  Ireland,  and  although  it  did  not  go  the 
length  it  proposed,  yet  he  must  confen  it 
contained  many  most  excellent  principles 
and  practical  enactments.  One  of  these 
would  be  the  digesting  of  that  incongruous 
heap  of  grand-jury  enactments,  amounting 
to  upwards  of  100  Acts,  forty-seven  <tf 
which  were  in  existence,  the  others  more 
or  less  repealed,  some  of  them  directly,  and 
some  in  the  worst  possible  way — by  implicat- 
tion.  In  such  a  state  the  grand -jury  laws 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  remain.  An- 
other advantage,  and  a  very  important  one« 
was  the  reduction  that  would  take  [^ace  in 
taxation.  The  money  levied  every  year  in 
Ireland  by  means  of  grand  jury  present-* 
ments  amounted  to  no  less  a  sum  than 
900,000/.  Ofthis8umbetween400,000/.and 
500,000/.  were  levied  for  roads  and  bridges 
alone,  thus  making  the  amount  leried  by 
grand  juries  equal  to  one-eighth  of  the 
entire  revenue  produced  from  Ireland  to 
Government.  This  money  was  placed  in 
the  hands  of  irresponsible  persons  nominat- 
ed by  the  High  Sheriff,  at  his  caprice  or 
discretion,  or  sometimes  a  worse  reason 
still.  These  men  proceeded  to  tax  the 
country.  There  was  certainly  an  appeal 
given,  but  it  was  not  from  Philip  drunk  to 
Philip  sober,  but  from  themselves  to  them- 
selves. He  had  no  objection  to  leave  to 
the  grand  jury  the  power  of  investigating 
whether  a  man  was  to  be  put  upon  his 
trial  or  not,  but  he  did  object  to  placing 
power  of  taxation  in  irresponsible  hands. 
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He  thought  that  the  hest  mode  of  legislat- 
ing on  these  county  assessments  would  he^ 
hy  letting  those  who  had  to  pay  them  have 
some  Toioe  in  the  election  of  those  who  had 
to  tax  them.  He  was  convinced  that  that 
would  be  the  best  mode  of  reducing  the 
county  rates,  not  only  in  Ireland  but  in 
England  too.  He  approved  of  a  good  deal 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  and  if  his  hon. 
Friend  would  send  it  to  a  Select  Committee, 
he  would  give  him  every  assistance  in  his 
power  to  render  the  Bill  efficacious  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  designed. 

Mr.  William  S.  O'Brien  olraerved,  that 
although  he  concurred  to  the  fullest  extent 
in  that  principle  of  the  Bill  which  intrusted 
the  local  expenditure  to  those  only  who  re- 
presented the  rate  payers,  yet  he  could  not 
agree  in  other  portions  of  it ;  for  which 
reason  he  now  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  at  the  latter  part  of  the 
present  session  for  re.modeiling  the  pre- 
sent grand  jury  system. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Baronet,  that  no  measure  for  amend, 
ing  the  grand-jury  laws  could  give  satis- 
fiiction  in  Ireland  that  was  not  fc»sed  upon 
the  principle  of  representation.  This  Bill 
be  conceived  to  be  most  valuable  in  that 
respect,  and  in  its  alteration  in  the  mode  and 
principle  of  assessment.  Assessment  for 
county  works  should  undoubtedly  be  thrown 
upon  the  landlord  as  well  as  the  tenant — a 
most  essential  principle  in  order  to  give 
satisfaction  in  Ireland  ;  and  as  a  member 
connected  with  the  northern  part  of  that 
cbuntry,  he  could  most  confidently  state, 
that  there  was  no  subject  in  which  the  in- 
habitants of  the  north  felt  at  this  moment 
a  greater  interest  than  the  amendment  of 
the  grand-jury  system.  He  could  also 
state  that  feeling  was  not  confined  to 
Roman  Catholics,  but  was  participated  in 
to  an  equal  degree  by  Protestants.  They 
were  all,  in  fact,  united  in  their  call  upon 
the  Government  for  a  measure  of  relief. 

Sir  Richard  Musgrave  had  no  objection, 
but  rather  wished,  that  the  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  Read  a 
second  time,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

CONSTABULABY     FoBGE  —  (IbELAND) 

BiLL.^  Viscount  Morpeth  moved  that  the 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Bill  be  read 
a  third  time. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Jepkson :  The  power  hitherto  pos- 
sessed by  grand  juries  is  by  this  Bill  taken 
fiway  from  them.    I  cannot  but  consider 


this  as  an  insult  to  the  grand  juries,  when 
such  a  power  is  taken  from  them  without 
any   just    cause.      I    cannot    understand 
why  such  a  power  as  they  had  formerly  is 
not  still  left  to  them,  for  the  grand  juries 
can  have  no  possible  motive  whatever  for 
decreasing  the  expense  of  the  constabulary. 
While  then  they  would  be  uninfluenced  by 
any  such  motive,  I  cannot  see  why  the 
power  is  not  to  be  left  to  them  of  checking 
the  accounts,  and  objecting  to  any  improper 
items  that  may  be  found  in  them.     We 
are  obliged  to  pay  one-half  of  the  expenses 
of  the  constabulary ;  the  English  Members 
have  to  pay  the  other  half.     What,  I  would 
ask  of  the  House  is  this  ? — ^that  the  grand 
juries   who  have  to  pay  one-half  of  the 
expenses  should  have  the  power  of  check- 
ing the  accounts.      I  do  press  upon  the 
noble  Lord  the  propriety  of  conceding  this. 
I  wish  to  have  a  clause  added,  declaring 
that  judges  of  assize  may  have  the  power 
of  disallowing  items  in  the  accounts  of  the 
constabulary  that  have  been  objected  to  by 
the  grand  jury.     I  cannot  see  any  objection 
to  a  clause  such  as  this.     As  to  the  noble 
Lord  saying  that  the  grand  jury  can  strike 
out  any  item  that  is  contrary  to  law.    Does 
the  noble  Lord,  (  would  ask,  anticipate  that 
the  inspectors  under  the  new    Bill    will 
make  charges  that  are  contrary  to  law? 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  a 
clause  declaring  that  judges  of  assize  may 
disallow  items   in    accounts   objected    to. 
Clause  read  a  first  time. 
On  the  question  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time- 
Viscount  Morpeth :  1  am  very  sorry  I 
have  not  the  power  to  consent  to  this  clause. 
I  mean  no  disrespect  to  the  grand  juries 
in  removing  from  them  their  fiscal  powers ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  cannot  help  re- 
marking that  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion in  the  Committee  upon  this  Bill,  it 
was  admitted  that  the  power  of  deciding 
the  amount  of  the  police  force,^  and  the 
levying   various   sums   for  the    payment 
thereof,  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  executive  government,  and  not  in  those 
of  the  grand  juries.     The  clause  brought 
in  by  my  hon.  Friend  opposite  gives  the 
power  of  superintending  the  arrangements^ 
disputing  the  items,  and  altering  them  to 
the  grand  jury.    The  honi.  Member,  too, 
gives  a  power  to  the  judge  of  sanctioning 
the  objections  of  the  grand  jury.     Pro* 
vided  the  sums  presented  are  not  warranted 
by  lawi  the  judge  now  has  that  power. 
But  I  could  not  think  it  right  to  constitute 
the  judge  of  assize  the  person  to  determine 
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whether  there  should  be  ten  or  twelre  po- 
lioemen  in  a  barony.  I  would  not  give  to 
the  one  the  power  of  superintending  or  con- 
trolling the  constabulary,  nor  to  the  other 
of  determiniDg  the  amount  of  that  force. 

Dr.  Baldwin:  I  concur  in  opinion  with 
the  noble  Lord.  I  think  it  is  much  better 
to  leaye  the  entire  business  in  the  hands  of 
the  executive  go?ernment,  than  to  trust  it 
to  grand  juries  who  are  irresponsible,  and 
to  judges  equally  irresponsible.  I  do  not 
approve  of  the  Bill  altogether,  except  so 
far  as  it  is  an  improvement  upon  the  mode 
of  managing  the  constabulary  force.  The 
time,  I  hope,  however,  is  not  far  distant 
when  the  Government  in  Ireland  will  not 
be  permitted  to  have  a  power  entirely  arbi- 
trary. The  time,  I  hope,  is  not  far  dis- 
tant when  both  parties  that  are  now  con- 
tending in  Ireland,  and  to  whom  the 
country  is  a  common  victim,  and  to  whom, 
too,  the  prosperity  of  the  country  is  sacri- 
ficed, will  be  completely  quieted,  and  both 
made  subject  to  the'  common  law  of  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  Hume :  The  check  there  ought  to 
be  on  those  accounts  is,  a  return  to  this 
House  of  all  the  necessary  expenses  of  the 
police  establishment.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  judges  ought  to  have  any  thing  to  do 
with  it.  What  I  must  remark  upon  the 
clause  now  beford  the  House  is  this,  by  the 
previous  clauses  full  authority  is  given  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant,  both  as  to  the  regu- 
lation and  number  of  the  police ;  and  this 
clause,  therefore,  is  rather  in  contradiction 
to  the  rest  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Fereumm :  The  powers 
which  the  grand  juries  have  had  hitherto, 
should,  at  least,  be  continued  to  them.  In 
the  county  Donegal,  it  occurred  at  the  last 
assises,  that  the  grand  jury  were  required 
to  pay  an  account  incurred  very  nearly  ten 
years  ago.  This  account  was  incun^d 
under  the  Peace  Preservation  Act ;  and  Ibr 
such  an  account  it  waa  only  necessary  to 
have  it  vouched  upon  affidavit  before  a 
magistrate,  that  7001.  had,  upon  such  a 
Toucher,  to  be  paid.  Now,  accounts  upon 
accounts  are  obliged  to  be  paid  that  are 
voted  upon  the  fiat  of  a  secretary.  I  really 
hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  wiU 
divide  the  House  upon  this  clause. 

Mr.  Randall  Plunketi:  I  have  bad 
some  experience  upon  grand  juries,  and  I 
must  say,  that  I  never  knew  a  body  of  men 
look  with  more  jealousy  to  the  items  of 
expenditure  submitted  to  them.  I  have 
always  had  a  difficulty  in  getting  them  to 
oxpend  enough.    If  tney  wre  a  hviH  it  ia 


too  great  a  dislike  to  lay  out  money,  e^n 
where  it  is  required.  I  am  bound  to  Mjr, 
that  the  Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Committee, 
has  been  altered  so  as  to  be  completely' 
changed  from  its  original  form. 

Viscount  Morpeth :  I  have  oolv  to  ol^ 
serve,  when  it  is  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  that  grand  juries  are  too  parsitno- 
nious,  that  he  gives  a  good  reason  wh^  they 
should  not  have  that  power  over  the  police 
which  this  clause  would  give  them.  Our 
wish  is  to  make  the  police  force  as  perfectly 
efficient  as  possible.  As  the  English  Mem- 
bers have  been  desired  to  look  at  this  Bill, 
because  it  enacts  that  ode-half  of  the  ex* 
penses  is  to  be  paid  out  of  the  consolidated 
fund,  and  the  other  half  by  the  county,  I 
would  say  that,  if  you  enable  grand  jufies 
to  disallow  certain  portions  of  the  expenies 
they  may  throw  upon  the  consolidated  fund 
more  than  a  fair  share  of  those  expenses. 

Mr.  Fitzsiephen  French :     I  assure  the 
noble  Lord  he  is  entirely  mistaken,  both  as 
to  the  object  and  the  meaning  of  the 
clause  brought  forward  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mallow  ;   the  oljectioa  Of 
the  noble  Lord  is,  that  it  probaMy  would 
lead  the  grand  juries  to  reject  certain 
items,  for  the  purpose  of  lightening  the 
expense  on  their  counties,  through  view  of 
their  anxiety  to  lighten  the  burdens  on 
their  counties,  is  certainly  not  in  accor^ 
dance    with    that    wasteful   expenditurs 
which  the  noble  Lord,  in  common  with 
others  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  night, 
seemed  inclinted  to  attribute  to  them  $  but 
if  the  noble  Lord  had  attentively  considered 
the  clause,  he  would  have  discovered  that 
were  they  6ven  inclined  to  act  in  a  manner 
which  had  he  known  them  he  would  Hot 
have  suspected  them  of  a  disposition  96  to 
do ;  no  such  power  was  vested  or  nroposed 
to  be  vested  in  them }   aJl  sought  for  in 
this  clause  was,  in  the  evebt  of  a  case 
being  made  out  to  the  satisiactton  of  the 
judge,  of  misti^e^  overcharge,  or  fraud, 
the  power  should  be  given  to  him  d  ex- 
amining   into,    and   if    he  thought  fif, 
disallowing    the    item  objected  to;   the 
power  to  obje^  was  to  be  vested  in  the 
grand  jury ;  the  power  to  decide  in  the 
judge.     In  addition  to  the  circumstances 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Derry,  proving  the  neo^ty 
of  some  suck  power  as  this  sought  for  to 
be  given,  I  will  mention  what  had  occarted 
in  the  county  I  had  the  honour  of  fenre- 
sentinff  somefiew  years  ago.  At  the  a^aes, 
on  looking  over  the  certificate  for  the 
constabulary  esps«s«  sent  d^wn  from  Ibt 
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C«it]^  it  «M  temffked  tlw  mmi  wis  eoo* 
ilderably  laxg^tf  than  tfatt  of  tbe  year  pre- 
ceding,  although  no  addition  had  been 
nade  since  Uiat  period  to  the  f»roe  sta- 
tioned in  the  county.  A  reference  was 
Made  to  the  iMpector.General,  Major 
Warbarton,  who  happened  to  be  in  the 
town,  and  a  mistake  of  some  hundred 
pounds  was  pointed  out  by  him*  As  I 
MTe  mentioned  the  name  of  that  officer,  I 
oannot  refrain  from  bearing  my  testimony 
to  the  eulogy  passed  on  him  ny  the  bon. 
and  gallant  officer,  the  Member  for  Sligo ; 
whatever  political  difierences  there  might 
exist  in  the  province  over  which  he  so 
long  presided,  all  joined  in  bearing  testi* 
toony  to  his  private  worth  and  public  effi- 
ciency. I  am  glad  to  £nd,  if  there  is  an 
arrangement,  the  country  is  to  have  the 
benefit  of  his  services.  I  know  no  person, 
ftvm  his  intelligence  and  courteous  de- 
meanour,  more  likely  to  fiil  a  public  situa* 
tiott  with  credit  to  himself,  and  advantaffe 
to  the  public,  than  Major  Warburton.  It 
was  true  this  mistake  was  corrected,  but 
had  the  judge  adhered  to  the  strict  letter 
of  the  law  ?  He  had  no  document  to  go 
im  save  the  Castle  certiiioate ;  he  was  ex. 
pressly  forbidden  to  fiat  any  presentment 
until  the  sum  mentioned  in  that  document 
was  voted,  and  the  grand  jury  would  have 
been  compelled  to  present  for  the  entire 
aum,  or  let  the  whole  of  the  fiscal  business 
«>f  Uieir  county  drop.  To  give  the  judge  a 
discretion  in  cases  of  this  kind,  is  the  oliject 
of  the  clause  then  before  the  House,  and 
as  I  have  t  trust,  satisfactorily  shewn  the 
objection  of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  apply 
to  it,  I  trust  the  opposition  wfll  not  be 
petwevered  in. 

Mr.  FtancU  Bating :  No  injury  occur* 
tei  fn  the  instance  adverted  to  by  the  faon. 
Gentleman.  There  the  mistake  was  rec- 
tified. The  accounts  are  here  to  be  laid 
before  the  Inspector,  and  the  presentment 
Is  to  be  made  in  consequence.  The  pre^ 
sentment  is  to  be  made  upon  the  authority 
of  a  responsible  government  officer.  I  cer- 
tainly must  object  to  the  powers  being 
given  to  a  grand  jury  after  the  expense 
has  been  incurred  to  say,  that  it  was  one 
that  ought  not  to  have  been  incurred. 
With  every  respect  for  the  grand  juries,  I 
must  say,  that  I  am  afraid  they  would 
throw  the  payment  of  this  force  upon  the 
public. 

Colonel  Pierceval  i  The  Secretary  of  the 
Tlieasury,  it  appears,  would  not  draire  to 
teave  any  power  to  the  grand  jury  of  even 
UMikteg  ttb  apped  to  the  judge,  that  judge 


having  BOthtsg  whatever  to  do  with  tba  • 
property  of  the  county^  or  the  payment  of 
Its  rates.  The  judge  could  not  be  influenced  ) 
by  the  motives  which  hoo.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite are  disposed  to  attribute  to  grand 
juries.  It  is  not  to  them,  it  is  to  be  re^ 
marked,  that  power  is  to  be  given.  Whe* 
ther  this  clause  will  be  adopted  or  not, 
I  do  not  know ;  but  I  am  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  by  voting 
for  it.  I  must  take  this  opportunity  for 
saying,  that  the  grand  juries  of  Ireland 
are  calumniated  upon  all  occasions  for  a  • 
vast  expenditure  of  the  public  money, 
when  much  more  than  one -half  of  the 
sums  levied  in  the  counties,  are  settled 
by  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  they  are  com- 
pelled to  make  presentments  fiir  them.  I 
deny,  Sir,  that  the  Irish  grand  juries  are 
justly  liable  to  the  imputations  or  insiDua* 
tions  made  against  them ;  that  they  are 
either  too  niggardly  or  too  extravagant ; 
that  they  in  fact  levy  any  sums  that  are 
not  absolutely  necessary.  All  that  is  now 
sought  for  on  behalf  of  the  grand  juries  is, 
to  have  the  power  of  making  out  a  case, 
to  which,  after  all,  the  iudge  may  refuse 
his  sanction.  I  beg  of  tne  noble  Lord  to 
consider  the  imputation  which  is  now  cast 
upon  the  grand  juries  ;  that  they  would 
throw  upon  the  consolidated  fund  sums 
that  ougtit  not  to  be  paid  by  it,  to  save 
themselves  expense.  We  pay  the  half  of 
the  expense,  and  therefore,  we  claim  a&ir 
invest! i^ation  of  the  accounts,  that  we 
may  fairly  consider  what  ought,  and  what 
ought  not  to  be  discharged  by  us.  It  is 
certainly  contrary  to  the  opinions  professed 
by  those  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  if 
they  will  not  allow  such  a  power  as  this  to 
those  who  are  the  representatives  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford:  The  presenting 
Grand  Juries  should,  in  my  opinion,  be  a 
responsible  body;  and  if  they  were  so,  I 
would  be  entirely  opposed  to  the  power 
being  conferred  upon  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  forcing  the  presenting  body.  But,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  grand  juries,  I  am  ap. 
ptehensive  that  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  would  not  remedy  the 
mischief  complained  of,  and  it  would  be  in 
collision  with  the  other  clauses  of  this  Act. 
I  do  not  see  any  benefit  to  be  gained  by 
leaving  the  matter  to  the  decision  of  the 
judge.  If  the  clause  were  so  worded  as  to 
be  consistent  with  the  other  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  and  to  give  a  controlling  power 
to  the  grand  juries^  it  would  be  intelligible ; 

but,  having  u  merely  to  the  Judge,  makes 
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the  clause  such  that  I  cannot  support  it.  I 
would  call  upon  the  hon.  Memher  to  re- 
consider the  clause. 

Mr.  Hesheih  Fleetwood :  This  Bill  g^ves 
the  power  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  put- 
ting his  hands  in  the  pockets  of  the  people, 
and  making  them  pay  certain  expenses. 
Surely,  the  grand  juries  ought  to  have  the 
right  of  considering  the  question  of  what 
money,  they  ought  justly  to  pay.  This 
power,  at  least,  should  he  conferred  to 
the  grand  juries.  As  an  Englishman,  I 
certainly  feel  hound  to  support  the  Irish 
Gentlemen  hy  my  vote  when  their  propo- 
sition is,  that  having  to  pay  expenses,  they 
ought  to  have  the  power  of  inspecting  the 
accounts. 

Mr.  OConnell:  Does  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man know  that  it  is  competent  for  the 
judge  to  refuse  his  assent  to  a  presentment 
if  it  be  illegal.  In  the  case  of  an  illegal 
presentment,  upon  the  grand  jury  showing 
that  it  is  illegal,  the  judge  will  not  fiat  it ; 
but,  then,  when  the  amount  is  disputed, 
how  are  you  to  ascertain  the  proper 
amount?  Is  it  [the  judge  who  is  to  decide 
the  matter  of  fact  ?  Is  it  a  jury  of  rate- 
payers who  are  to  be  summoned  to  deter- 
mine the  amount  ?  Who  is  to  be  counsel 
for  the  rate?  Nobody;  but  there  are  to 
be  twelve  counsel  against  it  in  the  jury 
box.  Really,  Sir,  the  Irish  Judges  have 
enough  to  do  at  present.  The  Irish  grand 
juries  have  also  enough  to  do;  those  inno- 
cents, upon  whom  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  has  pronounced  an  eulogium,  have 
quite  enough  to  do,  and  they  should  not  be 
troubled  with  any  more  business.  Besides, 
if  it  so  happened  that  by  any  chance  the 
police  in  a  particular  county  were  active  in 
a  sense  contrary  to  that  which  a  grand 
jury  thought  (rightly  thought,  of  course) 
they  ought  to  be,  there  would  be  an  infi- 
nitely more  severe  scrutiny  into  the  accounts 
of  that  police  force,  and  nothing  would 
more  gratify  the  grand  jury  than  disallow- 
ing the  items  necessary  for  their  mainte- 
nance. This  is  human  nature,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  you  possibly  could,  with 
safety  to  the  Bill,  admit  this  clause.  A 
portion  of  the  expenses,  it  is  to  be  remarked, 
are  to  be  paid  out  of  the  consolidated  fund. 
You  have,  then,  in  this  House  the  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  those  accounts.  You  must 
have  those  accounts  annually  printed ;  and 
some  Member,  I  am  quite  sure,  will  take 
care  to  look  at  them.  For  my  part,  I  think 
the  entire  sum  ought  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
consolidated  fund.  I  think  that  the  gene- 
ral   Government   ought  to  pay  for   the 


peace  of  the  country,  and  the  expense  not ' 
be  placed  upon  particular  districts. 

Mr.  Shaw :  I  think  the  principle  is  oer^ 
tainly  in  favour  of  the  amendment,  for  I. 
know  no  more  just  cause  of  complaint  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  grand  juries  than  the 
various  compulsory  presentments  which, 
were  brought  before  them,  where  they, 
could  exercise  no  discretion,  while  €bisf 
had  to  bear  all  the  odium  of  the  heavy 
charges  of  which  those  compulsory  present* 
ments  constituted  the  principal  part.  He 
thought  it  but  reasonable,  that  if  there  was 
an  obvious  mistake,  or  an  improper  diar]^ 
in  the  police  accounts,  that  there  should  be 
a  power  in  the  grand  jury  to  bring  midi 
mistake  or  error  under  the  consideration  of 
the  judge,  and  that  if  both  the  court  and 
grand  jury  concurred  in  its  impropriety,  they 
should  not  be  constrained  to  aUow  it.  It 
was  new  in  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
object  to  this  influence  of  popular  contrt^^ , 
and  the  noble  Lord  seemed  so  much  in  love 
with  the  increased  power  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment was  to  derive  under  this  Bill,  that  he 
was  unwUling  they  should  be  subjected  to 
any  control  whatever. 

Major  Beauclerk :  I  think  it  is  a  great 
hardship  upon  the  Irish  grand  juries  that 
they  are  not  to  have  any  control  over  the 
police  force.  Supposing  that  we  had,  what 
we  have  not  now,  an  arbitrary  Government* 
and  the  police  was  entirely  at  the  command 
of  that  Government,  and  it  thought  fit  to 
increase  that  force  far  beyond  what  waa 
necessary,  who  could  be  the  proper  persons 
to*control  them  but  the  grand  juries?  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin,  that  we  ought  to  have  a  better 
control  over  the  grand  juries  than  we  have 
at  present,  I  should  like  to  see  them  chosen 
by  the  people,  yet  I  think  it  is  only  fair  that 
they  should  have  some  check  or  oontnd 
over  a  police  force. 

Mv.Lefroy:  (Dublin  U.J  There  ought 
to  be  some  power  given  to  the  grand  juries 
of  reviewing  and  checking  the  accounts;  one 
hon.  Member  has  shown  the  advantage  of 
such  powers  being  exercised  by  grand  juries. 
There  might  be  a  mistake  to  a  very  latge 
amount, ;  and,  if  a  grand  jury  can  point 
out  a  very  great  mistake,  surely  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  county  should  not  be 
charged  with  it.  It  is  said,  on  the  other 
hand,,  that  the  consolidated  fund  is  to  pay 
one-half;  but  if  there  be  any  neglect  in 
checking  the  accounts,  and  the  consolidated 
fund  has  paid  more  than  it  ought,  is  that 
any  reason  that  the  county  uiould  be 
brought  into  like  mischief  f    It  has  ho&\ 
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flasl  by  the  him.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin,  tbat  items  will  be  disallowed,  of 
which  Uiere  is  prima  facie  evidence  of  their 
illegality.  But  how  is  the  matter  to  be 
investigated  by  the  grand  jury  ?  They  are 
bound  by  the  accounts  furnished  to  them  by 
Grovemment.  The  whole  onus  then  lies 
upon  them  of  satisfying  the  judge  of  the 
mistake.  What  I  desire  is,  that  the  grand 
jury  should  have  the  power  of  satisfying 
the  judge  that  there  has  been  a  mistake  in 
the  accounts ;  that  there  are  items  for  which 
the  county  ought  not  to  be  chargeable.  I 
want  the  opportunity  to  be  given  to  them 
of  making  that  case,  taking  upon  themselves 
the  onus  of  satisfying  the  judge.  It  is  a 
most  monstrous  proposition  that  the  county 
is  to  be  chargeable  with  items  that  it  ought 
not  to  pay.  It  has  been  said  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  that  after  the  expense 
has  been  incurred,  there  will  be  a  reluct- 
ance in  the  county  to  defray  it.  The  grand 
jury  will  have  no  such  power ;  but  they 
ooight  to  have  the  power  of  shewing  that 
an  improper  charge  has  been  made  against 
them,  as  when  there  was  a  mistake  of  700/. 
charged  against  the  county.  Surely,  in 
such  a  case  as  that,  it  ought  to  be  left  to 
the  grand  jury  to  be  able  to  show,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  judge,  that  such  a  mis- 
take was  committed ;  at  least,  for  the  time, 
they  ought  to  have  the  power  of  refusing 
Uie  item,  and  affording  an  opportunity  for 
revision;  but  the  opportunity,  at  least, 
ouffht  to  be  given  to  them. 

Viscount  Morpeth :  The  following  clause 
appears  to  have;  been  lost  sight  of  in  this 
discussion.  The  noble  Lord  then  proceeded 
to  read  the  clause,  which  was  as  follows : — 
"  That  each  such  pay-master  shall  keep 
accounts  of.  all  sums  received,  and  of  all 
pajrments  and  disbursements  made  on  ac- 
count of  the  constabulary  force  in  each 
county ;  and  that  such  accounts  shall  be 
made  up  once  in  every  month,  and  oftener 
if  required,  and  transmitted  to  the  said  in- 
spector-general ;  and  that  all  such  accounts 
shall  be  made  up  half-yearly,  and  a  copy  of 
efush  such  half-yearly  account  deliveied  to 
the  secretary  of  the  grand  jury  at  every 
spring  and  summer  assizes,  and  be  by  him 
laid  before  such  grand  jury,  who  shall  in- 
spect the  same,  and  if  they  shall  so  think 
fit,  examine  the  said  paymaster,  on  oath,  as 
to  any  matter  or  thing  contained  in  such 
account;  and  such  pay-master  shall,  for 
that  purpose,  attend  such  grand  jury,  if  so 
z^uired,  and  submit  to  such  examination ; 
and  the  foreman  of  such  grand  jury  shall 
^ansmit  each  such  bilf-yearly  account  to 


the  said  inspector-general,  with  such  re* 
marks  thereon  as  such  grand  jury  shall 
think  fit  to  make."  Now,  I  beg  distinctly 
to  disclaim  any  disrespect  to  the  grand  juries 
or  judges  of  Ireland.  All  I  say  is  this, 
that  I  do  not  think  that  the  judges  of  Ire- 
land are  not  as  fit  persons  to  confide  the 
peace  of  the  country  to  as  the  Government, 
nor  are  the  grand  juries  of  Ireland  such 
competent  auditors  of  accounts  as  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  William  S.  OBrien :  I  think  that  the 
Accounts  should  be  submitted  annually  to 
the  Parliament.  With  respect  to  the  clause 
proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend,  I  do  not  think 
that  he  can  gain  much  by  dividing  the 
House  upon  it ;  and  I  express  my  hope  that 
he  will  not  divide  the  House.  I  think  that 
the  practicable  operation  of  the  clause  read 
by  the  noble  Lord  will  be  equal  to,  and 
at  least  as  great,  as  the  clause  brought  up 
to-night. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
the  clause  be  read  a  second  time* 

Ayes  18;  Noes  60; — Majority  42. 

Clause  rejected. 

List  of  the  Ates. 
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French,  F. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hindley,  C. 
Knatchbull,  Sir  E. 
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Rushbrooke,  Colonel 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  F. 
Tennent,  J.  £. 
Walter,  John 

TELLERS. 

Ferguson,  R. 
Jephson,  C. 


List  of  the  Noes. 
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Brotherton,  J. 
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Callaghan,  D. 
Chalmers,  P. 
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Ferguson,  R.  C. 
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Hawkins,  J.  H. 
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Hector,  C.  J. 
Hobhouse,  Sir  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hume,  J. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lushington,  C. 
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TfiiLERS. 

Baring,  ^. 
Dalmeny,  Lord. 


On  the  question  that  the  Bill  do  pass. 

Viscount  Morpeth :  I  must  take  this  op* 
portunitj  of  repelling  an  attack  made  on  a 
gallant  officer  and  meritorious  public  ser- 
vant. Sir  Frederick  Stoven,  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry.  The  charge  was 
that  of  undue  favour  ^own  towards  the 
Catholic  portion  of  the  police,  at  the  ex* 
pense  of  the  Protestant.  I  fblt  upon  the 
occasion  that  enough  wan  said  of  the  general 
character  of  the  gallant  Colonel^  to  satisfy 
every  feeling  he  could  entertain.  With 
that  keen  susceptibility  to  reproach,  in  the 
discharge  of  his  public  functions^  for  which 
no  one  can  condemn  him,  he  is  anxious  to 
couple  with  an  indignant  denial  of  any  im-« 
proper  motive,  tlie  fullest  explanation  of 
the  minutest  details  of  his  conduct  with 
respect  to  which  I  feel  it  due  to  him  to 
submit  to  the  House  the  following  state- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  read  the  6)llowing 
Document  :-** 

"  Ulster  Police,  February  25th,  1836.  Pro- 
testants, total  force  1,048 ;  Catholics,  202 }  1  to 
5 — 30.  Dismissals  since  Sir  Frederick  Stoven 
took  charge  in  February,  1834 : — ^Protestants, 
91 ;  Catholics,  25 ;  1  to  3 — 16.  Total  consta>- 
bles : — Protestant,  196  ;  1  to  6 — 48  %  Catholics, 
34 ;  1  to  d — 10  of  total  force.  Constables  dis- 
rated:— Protestants,  d ;  Catholics,  2 ;  1  to  4— .1 . 
Constables  promoted  by  Sir  Frederick  Stoven : 
•^Protestants,  33 ;  Catholics,  8  ^  1  to  4 — 1 . 
Cause  of  promotion  of  the  eight  Catholics. 
One  for  taking  a  murderer.  One  as  a  reward 
for  honesty,  for  returning  Bank-notes  found  to 
the  Director  of  the  Provincial  Bank,  Armagh. 
One  a  discharged  sergeant  of  the  65th  regiment, 
taken  for  a  drill,  and  a  remarkably  fine  looking 
man.  and  most  respectable  in  every  way.  One 
by  the  Inspector-^general,  for  his  appearance 
and  intelligence,  and  on  the  recommendation 
of  a  ma^trate.  Four  on  recommendation  of 
the  sub*mspectors.^ 

In  making  this  explanation,  I  think  I  have 
done  more  than  was  necessary.  I  need  not 
disdaim  the  wish  to  revive  any  irritating 
discussion,  especially  as  the  person  from 
whom  the  matter  of  accusation  proceeded, 
is,  it  i^pears  no  longer  living ;  but  thus 
much  1  nave  said  from  a  wish  to  do  justice 
to  the  upright  and  high*spirited  character, 
the  professional  reputation,  and  the  official 
services  of  a  pcnon  to  whom  I  am  the  mofe 
willing  to  l«Q4er  this  expression  of  rested. 


as  I  fear  the.6tt¥erHme!6l  ii  UMy  M^  19 
lofle  the  benefit  tsi  his  tefviees. 

Mr.  Shaft:  I  am  Verjr  smty  fef  IM 
absence  of  my  hpn.  Fritehd,  Ihe  Membtf  fyt 
thtt  «it>uhty  of  Lbndonderry  (Bir  BubM 
Bateson),  the  more  particularly  as  ik  ii 
eiitised  by  his  indispdsition ;  but  I  do  ndf 
think  the  noble  Lord  has  aiteurfttely  rej^^e* 
seiited  the  statemeiit  my  hbtt;  fnenUt  Mi 
mwie  oh  the  occasion  in  question.  He  (8if 
Robert  Bateson)  did  not  himself  charge  Sir 
Frederick  Stoven  with  an^r  act  of  partiality, 
but  merely  repeat^  an  observation  tlial 
had  been  made  td  him  by  a  chief  coottaMi^ 
that  it  would  be  in  vaiil  to  make  a  «»« 
plaint  of  some  inferior  officer  because  he 
was  a  Roman  Catholic.  This  eettainly 
might  be  understood  to  imply  An  Aiicuaatiofl 
that  thekie  was  not  perfect  impartiality 
observed,  as  between  pet-sons  of  difibreitt 
relicious  petvuasions.  I  have  not  the  hnheiit 
of  being  persobaily  acquainted  with  8if 
Frederick  Stoven,  but  1  hfeive  always  hearl 
him  considered  as  a  military  man,  aaoffiofef 
of  distinguished  merit  I  must,  however, 
add  that,  politically  speaking,  it  i^as  llie 

f  metal    impres^n    in   IiBland  thai    Sit 
rederick  Stoveti  was  in  politics  a  sttnli^ 
partisan. 

Mr.  (yConnett:  the  right  hoA.  Gendea. 
man  ^ve  Sir  Frederick  Stoven  the  be^ 
possible  character  in  everything,  saf«  ih^ 
he  was  guilty  of  the  crime  ^  paHialiiy. 
But  he  forgot  to  state  that  the  Member  fe^ 
Londonderry  did  not  name  his  infotnattt 
until  some  time  afler.  Now,  the  N^kem 
Wh^  stated,  that  the  man  died  so  hut^ 
since  as  the  5th  of  November,  atid  it  wae 
not  till  the  other  day  that  the  hdti«  Barcmel 
(Sit  Robert  Bateson)  thtHight  of  hitting 
upon  the  dead  man  as  hfe  informant.  H 
remitids  me  of  th6  story  that  ticeuffied  it 
Canton*  A  native  WM  killed  by  one  ef  tlia 
crew  of  an  East-Indiaman.  Aoootding  H^ 
the  custom  there,  the  man  who  akw  the 
Chinese  waS  demanded.  His  commafvdeir 
did  not  wish  to  give  him  up  t  but|  lodiHf , 
another  maH  died,  and  he  was  sent  U>  the 
authorities  at  Canton,  the  captain  of  the 
vessel  stating  that  he  htd  put  him  to  4eath 


in  consequence  of  his  having  riidn  a  Chinese. 
So  it  was  with  the  hoii.  Bafonet  When 
pressed  for  i!be  name  of  his  inibrmant,  lA 
refers  us  to  a  dead  body.  With  respect  to 
the  relative  number  of  Proteitanti  and 
Catholics  promoted  in  the  pidioe  under  Sir 
Fiederick  Stoven,  as  read  by  the  noMe  Levi, 
I  am  by  no  meatis  satisfied  iHth  f  t,  al  I 
think  the  number  rsf  Roman  OftHiolics  beaft 
no  Mr  fropeniin  «i  «mi  wMe  MNriMl, 
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Bdt  ft  iktfW  i^ttdm  Wtts  now  iibotll  to  be 
ititToduced,  tod  lie  hoped  all  pftrtiei  would 
have  fair  play  Ibr  the  fiiture. 

Colonel  Percwdl:  The  iiii]^iltfttiofi  aou^t 
lo  be  catft  upon  my  hon.  Friend  (Silr  Ro&rt 
Bateion)  id  most  unjustifiable^  and  like 
most  of  the  hon.  Members  statements  is  not 
supported  by  het.  On  the  night  the  debate 
took  place>  my  hon.  Friend  told  me  and 
other  hon.  Members  netu*  me  at  the  time, 
that  Mr.  Curry  was  his  informant ;  there, 
fbre,  it  Was  not  an  afterthought  as  insinu- 
Itted  by  the  learned  Member  for  Dublin. 
My  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the  city 
vf  Londonderry,  is  incapable  of  such  conduct. 
With  respect  to  the  statement  of  the  learned 
Member,  that  the  number  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics in  the  police  bears  no  fair  propor- 
tion to  their  numerical  force,  I  must  call  to 
the  recollection  of  hon.  Members^  that  no 
man  could  be  admitted  into  the  police  until 
it  was  asoertained  that  he  could  write  a 
despatch.  Now,  it  is  a  notorious  fact,  and 
I  regret  it«  that  the  generality  of  the  poorer 
elasseaof  Roman  Catholics  could  not  write 
at  all;  and*  therefore,  many  a  Roman 
Catholic  who  had  been  recommended  for  a 
■ifuation  in  the  pcdice,  was  rejected  in 
eoBsequence  of  his  being  unable  to  write. 

Bill  passed. 

RoTAL  SnoisTY  (DvBLiff.)]  Mr.  Wit- 
&am  8.  OBrkn^  in  pursuance  of  his  notice 
on  the  poper^  rose  to  move  for  a  Committee 
to  inquire  bito  the  administration  of  the 
Royal  Dublin  Society,  with  a  riew  to  the 
wider  extension  of  the  advantage  of  the 
annual  parliamentary  grant  to  that  institu- 
tion»  without  reference  to  the  distinctions 
of  pftrty  or  religion.  The  society  was  in- 
stituted more  than  a  century  aso,  having 
•for  its  object  the  promotion  of  literature 
and  science,  and  the  encouragement  of  agri- 
coltin^  manttlkctupes,  and  the  arts.  It 
baa  eonneeted  with  it  a  botanic  garden,  a 
Ithnry^  a  museum,  schools  of  design,  archi- 
tecture* and  dnwingy  and  professorships 
filled  by  gentlemen  who  deliver  lectures  in 
the  difibrent  branches  of  experimental  and 
■mthematical  seienoe.  He  waa  not  dis- 
posed to  deny^  that  this  society  had  been 
itdraatogeous;  but  he  would  say>  there 
had  been  an  impression  for  some  time  pre- 
taknt,  that  it  had  not  been  so  adtantageous 
as  it  might  have  been  made,  and  that^  there- 
fore, an  inquiry  sihould  tAe  place  on  the 
part  of  this  House,  with  the  iriew  of  rec« 
tifyiiig  this  defect.  This  had  been  his 
opinion  for  several  years.  It  was  eene- 
IftUy  lhoii|bt  the  sofiety  had  too  much  tha 


oharacter  of  a  elttb|  that  ii  was  not  ^ufllt 
ciently  aceessible  td  the  public  at  larg^, 
and  that,  according  to  ito  presetit  cotistitu- 
tion,  a  po^er  existed  in  a  certain  party  pf 
excluding  gentlemen^  however  reSpectikble 
they  mi^t  be,  if  their  Views  Were  not  iii 
harmony  with  the  feellhgs  of  that  partjf. 
He  (Mr.  O'Brien)  felt  this  sd  strongly  to 
be  objectionable  in  the  constitution  of  thfe 
society  last  year,  that  he  took  the  liberty  of 
calling  the  attention  of  his  Majesty's  Go^ 
vemment  to  the  subject.     He  did  so  upon 
general  principlesj  not  expecting  that  this 
evil  would  be  so  strongly  illustrated  as  it 
had  been  within  the  last  few  months^  by 
the  expulsion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin — a  man  who  was  respect** 
ed  by  all  who  could  appreciate  piety  and 
learning  —  a  man  so  cautious  df  giving 
ofience  to  persons  of  opinions  opposite  to 
his  own,  that  he  has  abstained  from  taking 
any  part  in  the  great  political  movements 
of  his  day  *,  yet  this  man^  whose  conduct 
was  every  way  so  consistent  with  the  trUe 
character  of  the  Christian  Bistiop,  had  beeii 
selected  as  an  object  for  the  exercise  Of 
that  exclusive  power  to  which  he  adverted, 
and  bad  been  refused  admittance  itito  the 
society.     He  was  excluded  by  the  exercise 
of  an  arbitrary  power  on  the  part  of  a  few 
members  of  that  society,  and  it  was  for 
this  House  to  say  whether  these  persons 
should  be  any  longer  at  liberty  to  apply 
the  grant  made  to  them  by  Parliament,  to 
such  bigotted  and  party  purposes.     The 
opinion  he  (Mr.  O'Brien)  entertained  was 
in  accordance  with  that  tk  the  Committee 
which  mt  in  1829,  whose  recommendatioki 
he  would  take  the  liberty  of  stating  to  the 
House.     They  were  of  opinion,    ''  that 
admission  to  the  society  by  ballot  was  ob« 
jectionable  and  should  be  discontinued^  and 
that  the  subscription  being  fixed  at  such 
an  amount  as  might  be  deemed  expedient, 
any  person  contributing  the  Same  should 
be  considered  as  entitlra  to  all  the  advan- 
tages the  society  is  calculated  to  afford." 
By  the  authority  of  his  Majesty's  Gotcrrt- 
ment.  Lord  Francis  £gerton  wrote  to  the 
society,  calling  their  attention  to  this  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee,  but  their 
answer  was^  that  their  mode  of  proceeding 
was  strictly  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  charter  by  which  they  were  incor- 
porated.    He  (Mr.  O'Brien)  knew  not 
whether  any  inquiry  had  been  made  by 
preceding  Gfovemnents,  but  the  late  oper- 
ations of  the  society  wefe  of  so  peculiar  a 
nature,  that  they  had  natmally  attracted 
the  sotiee  of  the  present  Goyerntae&t  ia 
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Ireland,  who  having  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  constitution  of  it, 
they  submitted  to  the  society  a  series  of 
propositions,  which  he  would  not  trouble 
the  House  by  reading,  but  simply  state 
what  the  effect  of  them  was.  They  pro- 
posed, that  all  elections  in  future  shall  be 
made  by  the  majority  of  the  members  of 
the  society,  that  the  terms  of  admission 
shall  be  lowered,  that  the  administration  of 
its  affairs  shall  be  vested  in  the  hands  of  a 
council,  subjected  to  an  audit  of  their  ac- 
counts, and  that  the  newspapers  shall  no 
loneer  form  one  of  the  accessaries  of  the 
institution.  These  propositions  the  coun- 
cil have  thought  6t  to  reject,  he  would  not 
say  contumeliously,  but  with  the  utmost 
determination  not  to  give  any  reason  for 
their  rejection— it  was  for  the  House  then 
to  say,  when  they  find  a  society  composed 
of  members  whose  subscriptions  were 
trifling,  compared  with  the  amount  of  the 
parliamentary  grant,  thus  setting  at  nought 
alike  the  recommendations  of  the  House 
and  of  the  Irish  Government,  whether  it 
was  not  at  least  time  they  should  consider 
of  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  annex- 
ing some  conditions  to  the  next  advance 
made  to  them  out  of  the  national  purse  ? 
it  was  with  this  view,  and  for  the  other 
reasons  he  had  stated,  he  now  proposed  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  a  proposi- 
tion which  he  considered  to  be  strength- 
ened by  the  fact,  thai  they  were  &t  this 
moment  engaged  in  a  similar  inquiry  into 
an  institution  analogous  to  the  Dublin 
Society — he  alluded  to  the  British  Mu- 
seum. He  was  happy  to  find  that  there 
was  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  oppose  the  motion. 
He  did  not  wish  to  anticipate  objections, 
but  he  could  imagine  that  possibly  there 
might  be  some  on  the  part  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers as  to  the  latter  part  of  his  motion ;  if 
so,  and  he  found  them  to  be  urged  as  im- 
portant, to  avoid  collision  he  should  feel 
inclined  to  leave  out  the  part  which  was 
found  to  be  offensive. 

Mr.  Shan  said,  that  as  no  member  of 
the  Government  seemed  inclined  to  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  stating  to  the  House  the 
course  which  they  intended  to  pursue  with 
reference  to  the  present  motion,  he  felt 
bound  to  say  a  few  words  on  behalf  of  the 
aociety  to  which  the  attention  of  the  House 
had  been  drawn,  and  which  he  considered  to 
have  been  very  unjustly  assiuled.  TheDublin 
Society  was,  he  believed,  the  only  public  in. 
Btitution  in  Ireland  supported  by  any  grant 
of  the  public  money^  which  had  for  its  object 


the  difiiision  of  scientific  knowledge,  the 
encouragement  of  the  arts,  and  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  native  talent,  energies,  and  in- 
dustry of  the  people  of  that  country.  The 
society  had  existed  for  above  a  century;  it 
was  incorporated  in  the  year  1749,  ex« 
pressly  "  for  promoting  husbandry,  and  the 
other  useful  arts  in  Ireland."  It  bad 
enjoyed  the  bounty  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
before  the  Union,  and  since  had  received 
comparatively  small  annual  grants  from  the 
Imperial  Legislature.  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  did 
not  believe  that  it  was  even  alleged  that 
there  had  been  a  misapplication  of  the 
public  money  intrusted  to  its  charge — aa 
for  the  newspapers  which  had  been  men* 
tioned,  the  society  declared  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  news-room  were  defrayed  by 
private  contribution,  of  which  a  very  large 
proportion  went  to  the  support  of  pubue 
objects — but  the  accusation  which  the 
society  had  to  meet  was,  that  it  was  a 
bigotted  and  intolerant  political  body.  It 
was  not,  he  apprehended,  denied  that  the 
schools,  the  lectures,  the  library,  the 
museum,  the  exhibitions,  and  all  the  public 
departments  of  the  institution,  were  acces- 
sible, and  to  the  utmost  extent  rendered 
useful,  to  all  classes  of  society  in  Irelandj 
without  distinction  of  party,  politics,  or 
religion.  The  charge,  in  short,  resolved 
itsdf  into  one  having  reference  to  the 
admission  of  members,  and  amounted  in 
fact  to  this — that  although  within  the  last 
thirty  years  eight  hundred  members  had 
been  admitted  indiscriminately  as  regarded 
religious  and  political  opinions — five  only 
having  been  rejected  during  that  entire 
period— yet  that  of  those  five  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  member  for  Dublin 
(Mr.  O'Connell),  was  one— and  Dr.  Mur- 
ray, the  Roman  Catholic  Ardifaishop,  an- 
other— thereby  hung  (without  meaning  a 
pun  upon  the  word)  the  Ude  of  the  present 
opposition — and  it  meant  neither  more  nor 
less  than  that  the  society  was  to  be  sacri* 
ficed,  because  these  senilemen  were  black- 
beaned.  An  excellent  letter  had  been 
addressed  on  the  subject  to  the  Lord-Lien- 
tenant,  by  a  gentleman  much  more  compe- 
tent than  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  to  speak  to  the 
merits  of  the  society,  and  (who  would  be 
much  freer  from  the  suspidon  of  political 
partiality— he  meant  Dr.  Meyleri  and  he 
would  beg  to  read  the  following  extraetk 
The  letter  was  in  answer  to  we  chatge 
that  the  Dublin  Society  was  ''  an  intolerant 
political  club."  Upon  this  point  Dr. 
Meyler  observed"— 

<<  This  is  80  much  the  eoantry  of  recUess  an4 
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unfounded  assertion  in  the  absence  of  all  know- 
ledge or  inquiry,  that  perhaps  it  may  not  be 
improper  of  me,  in  the  first  instance,  to  state 
to  your  Excellency  my  sources  of  information 
on  the  subject  that  I  now  take  leave  to  have 
the  honour  of  addressing  you.  I  ha?e  been 
for  the  last  twenty-five  years,  an  active  member 
of  the  Dublin  Society,  I  have  constantly 
attended  its  meetings,  sat  on  its  committees — 
I  have  been  practically  conversant  with  all  its 
internal  and  external  arrangements — I  am 
neither  an  Orangeman  nor  Conservative, 
but  on  principle  strongly  adverse  both  to  the 
views  and  measures  of  both  these  associations, 
I  think,  therefore,  I  may  claim  for  myself  being 
a  competent  as  well  as  an  impartial  evidence. 
The  Dublin  Society,  like  similar  associations, 
necessarily  consists  of  individuals  of  all  creeds 
and  of  all  shades  of  political  opinion.  If  the 
society,  had,  as  a  body,  identified  itself,  by 
passing  resolutions  or  otherwise,  with  any  of 
the  religious  or  political  opinions  of  its  mem- 
bers, it  would  then  be  liable  to  the  charges  that 
have  been  made  against  it.  In  the  first  place 
and  iu  the  most  explicit  terms,  I  deny  that  it 
has  ever  done  so.  Let  those  who  say  other- 
wise, and  thus  calumniate  the  society,  substan- 
tiate the  charge.  I  have  looked  over  the 
printed  proceedings  of  the  society,  and  I  have 
not  been  able  to  find  in  them  the  expression  of 
any  religious  or  political  opinion  whatsoever. 
During  the  perioa  that  I  have  had  the  honour 
of  being  a  member  of  the  society,  I  can  di<i- 
tinctly  aver  I  never  knew  of  a  religious  or 
political  opinion  placed  before  the  society  for 
their  discussion.  I  never,  in  the  Board-room 
heard  even  the  most  remote  allusion  to  those 
unhappy  questions  of  national  disunion.  Nay 
more,  I  am  in  .  the  habit  of  frequenting  the 
library  and  conversation-room,  where  the 
members  of  the  society  may  be  said  to  meet 
only  in  their  individual  capacity ;  such  perfect 
good-breeding  prevails  in  this  so  called  intole- 
rant society,  that  I  can  declare  that  these 
subjects  are  more  unpleasantly  alluded  to,  and 
I  never  heard  an  observation  that  the  most 
sensitive  Roman  Catholic  could  be  ofiended 
at.'* 

The  letter  continued — 

**  I  regret  that  Dr.  Murray  was  not,  on  the 
late  occasion,  admitted  a  member  of  the 
Dublin  -Society ;  not  because  he  happened  to 
be  a  Roman  Catholic  bishop,  but  because  he 
is  an  amiable  individual,  whose  manners  qualify 
hiro  to  move  in  any  station — ^whose  fine  and 
well<^ultivated  intellect  would  render  him  a 
valuable  acquisition  to  any  literary  or  scientific 
society  in  whose  proceedings  he  would  interest 
himself;  in  fact,  Dr.  Murray  ought  to  rejoice 
in  the  vote  of  those  gentlemen,  when  even  the 
representative  of  majesty  thought  it  a  becoming 
occasion  to  take  the  unusual  step  of  descending 
from  the  vice-regal  pedestal  to  reprove  the 
society  in  his  behalf  It  would  appear  also 
f^m  the  uncalled  for*'  [[he  (Mr.  Shaw)  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Morpeth)  would 
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excuse  him  for  quoting  the  following  passage^ 
— '^  and  exceedingly  ill-judged  letter  of  Lord 
Morpeth — that  your  Excellency  had  contem- 
plated to  ofier  up  to  him  the  society  itself  as  a 
propitiation  and  a  sacrifice.  The  country  is  to 
be  deprived  of  the  society's  professors — the 
museum  is  to  be  closed — the  drawing  and 
modelling  schools  are  to  be  shut  on  the 
mechanics — the  valuable  light  afforded  to  the 
arts  is  to  be  extinguished — the  plough-share  is 
to  be  driven  through  the  botanic  garden— the 
Dublin  Society  itself  is  to  be  extinguished— 
its  members,  its  objects,  its  labours  are  as 
nothing — because  it  blackbeaned  Dr.  Murray." 

He  believed,  as  was  stated  in  another  part 
of  the  same  letter,  that  at  the  period  at  which 
Dr.  Murray  ofifered  himself  to  the  society  was 
very  unfortunate  for  his  prospects  of  success. 
He  had  connected  himself  with  the  publi- 
cation of  a  work  which  had  justly  caused 
much  public  excitement  and  disgust  in  the 
minds  of  the  Protestant  population  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  had  stepped  from  his  former 
comparative  retirement  to  become  the  poli- 
tical partizan  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin,  by  subscribinff  to  what 
was  termed  his  tribute ;  but,  at  sul  eventSi 
was  it  fitting  that  a  mere  personal  matter 
of  that  nature  between  the  society  and  an 
individual  should  have  been  made  the 
ground  of  attack  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  upon  a  useful  public  institution? 
He  must  say,  for  one,  that  he  considered 
the  course  taken  by  the  Lord^Lieutenant 
in  this  instance  unbecoming  his  station, 
derogatory  to  the  dignity  of  his  oflice,  and 
much  more  suited  to  the  atmosphere  of  that 
noble  Lord's  former  government,  than  to  the 
free  spirit  of  a  body  of  independent  Irish 
gentlemen.  As  recorded  the  Lord-Lieu, 
tenant  of  Ireland  personally,  he  made  these 
observations  with  regret,  as  both  personally 
and  ofiBcially  he  (Mr.  S.)  had  experienced 
courtesy  from  the  noble  Lord — ^but,  both  as 
a  Member  of  that  House  and  as  an  Irishman, 
he  considered  it  his  duty  plainly  to  speak 
his  sentiments  of  the  conduct  that  had  been 
pursued  by  the  Irish  Government  in  respect 
of  the  transaction  then  under  condderation. 
He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
(Lord  Morpeth)  would  such  an  interference 
have  been  used  in  the  affairs  of  the  Dublin 
Society  had  it  been  a  Protestant  instead  of 
a  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  who  had  been 
rejected?  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  persuaded, 
that  had  any  propositions  been  submitted 
to  the  Dublin  Society  by  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment in  a  spirit  of  candour  and  fair  dealing 
and  with  a  bondjide  view  of  improvina  its 
regulations,  or  to  a  wider  extension  of  itt 
advantages,  they  would  have  been  enter- 
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tb«  fujlesi  eon^ideiaticm ;  but  he  wusl  say, 
%hAt  M(B8uleriiig  the  Irifiiag  and  vaxatiaua 
Bafeuro,  and  the  unworthy  object  of  thQ 
recent  interfeinence  on  the  part  of  the 
Qovemment^  and  tbeir  obvious  attempt  at 
arbitrary  dictation  to  the  independent  gen- 
tlemen composing  that  society,  they  were, 
in  his  opinion^  perfectly  justified  in  actins 
«s  they  had  dona.  He  (Mr.  Shs^w)  would 
not  have  olo^ted  to  the  present  motion,  if 
he  believed  that  the  object  was  inquiry ; 
but  he  oertainly  would  object  and  divide 
the  House  upcn  it,  because  he  was  fiati9fied 
that  eensure  apd  not  inquiry  was  the  real 
ol^ect  intended. 

Viscount  Morpeik  did  not  wish  to  put 
himself  forward  in  the  present  discussion, 
the  more  particularly  as  it  might  be  said  the 
Government  was  in  a  state  m  caHision  with 
the  society.  He  considered  that  the  Com* 
mittee  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
IJmerieky  would  he  the  proper  tribunal  to 
mediate  between  the  two  partiea;  and, 
therefQ9e«  it  waa  that  he  regretted  that  from 
the  turn  the  debate  had  taken,  he  waa 
foroed  to  take  a  mora  prominent  part  in  it 
than  under  the  eircumatances  he  could  have 
wished.  It  waa  his  opinion,  that  if  certain 
<^eGtiona  to  the  society  eould  be  removed, 
it  might  be  continued  so  as  to  be  most  ad.* 
Tantageous  to  Ireland ;  but  he  did  not  believe 
Aat  t^e  society  waa  conducted  at  present 
^  aa  to  insure  in  the  most  satisfactory 
manner  results  so  desirable.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Shaw)  had 
read  several  extracts  from  a  letter  puUished 
ia  the  newspapers  by  Dr.  Meyler.  It  was 
not  his  intention  to  enter  into  the  lists  with 
X^xi  Meyler;  but  he  must  be  permitted  to 
say*  thdt  he  did  nat  think  Dr.  Meyler  was 
accuvately  inibrmed  when  he  denied  that 
the  ttwlety  had  devoted  some  portion  of  its 
funds  in  supplying  the  reading-room  with 
oewspapera.  In  18^9  ft  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
Irish  Estimates  generally ;  and  it  appeared 
in  evidence  bt^fore  that  Gommittee,  that  the 
Qewapapers  and  reviews  furnished  to  the 
9eading-ioom  were  paid  for  out  of  the  private 
aubscriptions ;  but  since  that  period  he  was 
informed  that  the  expense  was  defrayed 
out  of  the  public  fund.  Now,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw)  asserted,  that 
this  attack  upon  the  society  had  proceeded 
&om  the  Government  solely  on  political 
grounds.  He  must  deny  the  justice  of  the 
atatement|  for  independently  and  ante* 
oedently  to  tha  rejection  of  Dr«  Murray, 
when*  in  (ut,  he  (Viieount  Morpeth)  had 


firat  9m^  ia  Ireknd,  hU  4lt«iili«i  M 
been  called  to  various  improvements  whiek 
it  waa  considered  wove  capable  of  being; 
effected  in  the  society,  and  which,  if  suo« 
cessful,  might  have  induced  Parliament  to 
increase  the  grant.  With  this  view  the; 
Irish  Government  proceeded  to  consider 
what  the  nature  of  the  proposed  improy^ 
ments  were,  and  a  correspondence  wm 
opened  with  the  aociety,  with  a  view  of 
carrying  these  improvements  into  ^Ksct* 
But  he  (Viscount  Morpeth)  would  not  deny 
the  fact,  he  had  no  wish  to  conceal  it,  that 
his  desire  to  bring  the  consideration  of  the 
grant  before  Parliament  was  accelerated  l^ 
the  exclusion  of  Dr.  Murray.  He  (Viscpunt 
Morpeth)  woul4  repeat,  that  the  ex^lusifHi 
of  such  a  man.  from  i^  aoc^ty  endowed  hji 
1^  grant  of  public  money? — ^that  the  exduaiaa 
of  a  man  so  gifted  by  natiire  and  aoqoiva- 
ments,  and  filling  the  high  station  which 
he  did,  could  not  be  otherwise  considered  by 
the  great  body  of  the  people  than  an  insult 
— but,  above  all,  the  exclusion  of  ^  person 
so  di^inguished  b^  his  own  personal  quaUfi* 
(^tions-r-hy  unaffected  pi^ty*— 4n4  by  Chi^ 
tian  virtuoj  before  whm^  venerable  peraoa 
even  strife  itself  stood  abashed,  he  would 
repeat,  that  the  exdusbn  of  such  a  man, 
from  the  aociety,  could  only  be  intended  ap 
an  insult  to  the  majority  of  the  people.  He 
had  been  asked  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Shaw)  lyhether,  ;f  f^  Pro-i 
testant  Prelate  ha4  been  rejected  by  th^ 
society,  the  Government  womd  h^ve  t^keo 
umbrage  at  such  an  act?  In  reply,  ha 
could  only  say,  that  if  such  a  Protestana 
Bishop  aa  Dr.  Brinkley  was,  and  Dr. 
Whately  is,  had  been  *  excluded  from  the 
society,  he  should  have  thoueht  it  a  ground 
of  just  complaint,  and  should  have  feft  him^ 
sell  boun^  to  ask  Parliament  whether  or  np 
a  grant  ought  to  be  continued  to  a  literaf  j 
society  that  excluded  men  on  the  scora 
either  of  religious  or  party  feeling.  In 
giving  his  consent  to  the  appointment  of  i\x^ 
Committee,  he  did  so  in  the  hope  that  tl^^ 
^ vantages  the  society  waa  calculated  to 
confer  on  Ireland,  so  far  from  being  pheck/B^* 
would  be  continued  and  perpetuated* 

Mr.  Lefrqjf  (D,  U.J  said,  if  the  motion  fo» 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
Dublin  Society  were  really  proposed  with  s 
view  to  extend  the  usefulness  of  the  society, 
as  it  professed  to  be  in  the  introductory 
part  of  it ;  if  it  were  intended  to  achieve 
suc]i  objects  by  granting  the  Committee,  he, 
for  one,  so  far  from  objecting  to  such  an 
inquiryi  would  give  the  motion  bis  most 
Goniial  fuppert.     But  whei|  he  looked  to 
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Ae  cmdhidilig  terns  of  thefia^ee«  lidepuld 
sel  but  fed  iMniid  to  f«iUt  it.  Tbe  terms 
ia  whieh  the  notice  was  couched  were  ex- 
tvemely  offensive,  and  too  plainlj  indicated 
lU  real  object    The  terofts  were—**  To  in- 

foifo  into  the  administrBtion  of  the  Royal 
)ubUn  Soeiaty*  with  a  view  to  the  wider 
extension  of  the  advantages  of  the  annual 
parliamentary  grantj  without  reference  to 
the  distinction  of  party  or  religion."     It 
aiqpeared  to  him  (Mr,  Lefroy)  that  a  direct 
imputation  was  cast  upon  the  society,  of 
having  misapplied  its  funds  under  the  in- 
fluence of  party  spirit  or  religious  bigotry ; 
there  was  no  foundation  for  such  a  charge ; 
the  veal  offence  was»  that  the  society  had 
exercised  a  right  of  rejection  in  an  instance 
not  quite  palatable  to  certain  persons  in  that 
House.    Thisj  which  is  the  real  charge 
against  the  society,  had  been  scarcely  oon- 
caded  by  the  hon.  Member  who  submitted 
the  motion,  and  had  been  reiterated  by  the 
noble  Viscount  who  hod  just  sat  down* 
What  was  the  ground  of  eharge  preferred 
against  the  society,  which  was  the  front  of 
their  offending  ?  It  was  this — ^that  they  had 
tejected  an  individufd  who  happened  to  be 
thought  well  of  by  the   noble  Viscount 
(Viscount  Morpeth),  and  by  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland.    The  Dublin  Society 
)iad  admitted  from  time  to  time  upwards  of 
800  members ;  it  had  no  exclusive  rules — 
•nd  in  practice  so  far  from  being  an  exclusive 
society,    they  had  admitted   men  of  all 
tidigions,  and  of  every  hue  of  politics.  And 
was  he  (Mr.   Lefroy)   to  be  told,    that 
such  a  body  were  not  competent  to  make 
rules  for  the  regulation  of  the  society— and 
that  beeause  agreeably  to  those  rules,  they 
had  thought  fit  to  exclude  a  certain  indi- 
indual,  that,  therefore,  they  were  to  be 
stigmatised  by  a  vote  of  that  House  ?  Was 
he  to  be  told,  that  the  opinion  of  the  Lord- 
Lientenant  of  Ireland — high  in  station  as 
ho  was-<-that  his  Excellency's  opinion  was 
to  he  put  in  competition  with  that  of  the 
whole  of  this  moat  respectable  body  ?   The 
-Lord«Lieutenant  of  irelaod,  by  adopting 
the  course  he  had  done,  claimed  not  merely 
the  right  of  a  veto,  but  the  actual  nomina* 
tion  of  all  the  penons  who  were  to  belong 
to  the  society.     Was  it,  be  would  ask,  just 
or  fair,  because  the  society  exercised  the 
right  of  private  judgment,  that  they  were 
to  be  dealt  with  in  the  manner  now  pro- 
pose4  ?    Was  it  just  to  subject  them  to 
pains  and  penalties,  because  in  the  exercise 
of  that  judgipent,  they  rejected  an  indi- 
vidual whom  they  considered  not  desirable 
to  admit  into  their  society?    When  he 


eonsideied  the  uaeftilnesa  of  the  wtiety^^ 
its  long  eontinuan<)e.  and  that  nom,  (eat  the 
first  time,  the  exercise  of  its  judgeMnt  ww 
questioned,  he  must  say*  that  theeauiae 
adopted  by  the  Irish  Government  savonied 
of  tyranny  and  oppression.  What  sort  of 
liberality  was  this  from  those  who  elaimed, 
exclusively,  the  title  of  liberals^  to  mahe 
their  own  judgment  the  only  standard  for 
others }  It  was  impossible  any  man  eould 
imagine  that  the  object  of  the  proposed 
inquiry  was  to  extend  the  usefulness  of  the 
society  the  silly  and  trifiing  details  into 
which  the  hon.  Mover  hpd  gone  witJi 
respect  to  the  newspapers— the  admisakm 
of  members  for  pounds  instead  of  guinea*, 
and  other  equally  trivial  su^^stions, 
showed  that  he  had  no  real  gnninds  on  the 
score  of  misapplication  of  the  funds  to  sus- 
tain the  motion.  The  object,  therefore, 
was  manifestly  with  a  view  of  dragooning 
the  society,  and  of  telling  them  that  if  they 
did  not  bow  down  before  the  dictation  <^ 
the  Irish  Government,  and  make  the  atunde 
to  the  Lord- Lieutenant,  they  were  to  be 
deprived  c^  the  national  grant.  If  such 
were  net  the  objecl,  why  were  the  topics 
introduced  into  the  motion  which  had  been, 
and  why  was  it  supported  by  the  noUe 
Lord  ?  In  his  opinion  it  would  be  muoh 
more  manly,  at  once,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  say,  we  will  not  give  you 
this  grant  because  you  refused  to  adroit 
Dr.  Murray*  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  stating  his  determination  to 
oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  Sergeant  OLoghkn  said,  the 
rejection  of  Dr.  Murray  did  not  speak  the 
sentiments  of  the  whole  society ;  for,  by 
the  rules  of  the  society,  a  power  of  rejection 
was  vested  in  the  minority  which  ruled 
the  decisions  of  the  society.  He  should 
certainly,  when  the  question  waa  brought 
on,  vote  against  granting  a  sum  of  /i,OflDl. 
a-year  to  an  institution  of  which  the 
minority  (and  he  knew  that  Dr.  Murray 
was  rejected  by  the  minority)  could  direct 
the  proceedings  for  party  purposes* 

Sir  Edward  KnatchbuU  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  no  case  whatever  had  been 
made  out  for  inquiry.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
could  not  surely  have  considered  the  subject, 
when  he  said  that  the  minority  of  the 
society  controlled  the  majority.  It  was 
true  that,  according  to  the  by  .law,  a  certain 
number  of  black-l»Us  excluded,  but  it  was 
competent  fur  the  society  to  call  a  general 
meeting,  and  rescind  that  byrlaw,  that  is> 
if  the  m^ority  oonndered  it  advisable  se  to 
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do.  Therefore,  according  to  the  argument 
of  the  Attorney-General  for  Ireland,  all 
that  was  necessary  to  do  was  to  convene  a 
general  meeting  of  the  Society,  and  the 
majority  of  the  Society  being  (as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  Mr.  O'LiOghlen,  said) 
favourable  to  the  admission  of  Dr.  Murray^ 
the  by-law  must  of  course  be  rescinded, 
and  the  reverend  gentleman  at  once  become 
a  member.  It  was  impossible  to  conceal  it 
•^-indeed  the  noble  Lord  scarcely  attempted 
to  do  so— that  this  inquiry  was  sought 
solely  on  the  ground  of  the  exclusion  of 
Dr.  Murray,  notwithstanding  that  for 
thirty  years  only  five  persons  had  alto- 
gether been  refused  admission.  As  to  the 
newspapers  being  paid  for  out  of  the  public 
funds,  he  was  sure  that  the  slightest  inti- 
mation from  the  Castle  would  put  a  stop 
to  the  practice.  It  was,  therefore,  idle  to 
suppose  that  a  Parliamentary  inquiry  was 
necessary  for  such  a  subject,  and  if  his 
right  hon.  Friends  should  press  the  matter 
to  a  division,  he  (Sir  £.  K.)  should  certainly 
support  them. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  before  an  inquiry 
were  instituted ,  it  was  necessary  that  a 
case  should  be  made  out  against  the  society ; 
but  the  only  complaint  preferred  by  the 
noble  Lord  regarded  the  payment  of  a 
few  newspapers.  The  society  had  existed 
for  upwards  of  100  years,  and  had  conferred 
great  benefits  on  Ireland.  For  the  last 
thirty  years  five  persons  only  had  been 
rejected.  The  learned  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  was  one  of  those  rejected, 
but  surely  that  was  no  reason  why  the 
despotic  interference  of  the  Government 
should  be  interposed  in  the  way  it  had 
been  attempted.  It  was  the  privilege  of 
every  society  to  choose  their  own  associates, 
and  no  person  could  surely  accuse  the 
society  of  bigotry,  when  it  was  an  asc^- 
tained  fact,  that  in  that  period  eight 
hundred  members  were  admitted,  and  only 
five  rejected.  It  was  not  the  fact,  as  stated 
by  the  Attorney-General  for  Ireland,  that 
Dr.  Murray  was  excluded  by  a  minority. 
The  by-law  was  framed  by  the  majority— 
a  bare  majority  was  capable  of  making  it, 
and  a  bare  majority  could  rescind  it.  It 
was  manifest  that  the  object  was  to  give 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  the  power  of  nomi- 
nation of  members  of  the  society  in  the 
same  way  as  he  is  to  appoint  constables.  If 
the  society  submitted  to  the  dictation  of 
the  Irish  Government,  and  that  they  after- 
wards elected  him,  he  should  consider  him- 
self disgraced  rather  than  honoured  by  the 
election.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  if  such 


a  Protestant  as  Dr.  Whatd^  had  been 
rejected,  he  would  have  taken  equal 
umbrage  at  it.  He  believed  Dr.  Whatdy 
was  Archbishop  of  Dublin  ;  if  so,  he  (CoK 
Perceval)  was  not  surprised  at  it,  as  Dr. 
Whateley  was  known  to  hold  opinions  in 
unison  with  those  professed  by  Dr.  Murray 
and  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 

Mr.  Duncombe  said,  that  an  English 
Member  (Sir  E.  KnatchbuU)  having 
spoken,  he  felt  no  delicacy  in  giving  his 
opinion,  which  was,  that  a  sufficient  case 
had  been  made  out  for  inquiry,  on  the  sole 
grounds  of  misapplication  of  its  funds.  It 
was  his  (Mr.  Duncombe's)  opinion  that  the 
House  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  rejectkni 
of  Dr.  Murray,  and  his  vote  would  be 
given,  if  the  question  were  pressed  to  a 
dirision,  on  totally  distinct  grounds  from 
that  rejection. 

Mr.  Fitzslepken  French  said,  he  should 
support  the  proposition  of  his  hon«  Friend 
for  inquiry.  As  it  appeared  to  him,  the 
ballot  ought  not  to  be  retained  in  a  socaety- 
obtaining  grants  of  public  money.  He 
regretted  the  mention  that  had  been  made 
of  Dr.  Murray.  If  the  principle  of  the 
ballot  were  admitted,  it  was  not  the  pro* 
vince  of  that  House  to  interfere  with  its 
exercise;  nor  was  it  a  matter  of  mudi 
moment  to  the  House  whether  Dr.  Murray, 
Dr.  Whately,  or  Lord  John  Beresford 
were  members  of  the  Society.  In  his 
opinion,  it  would  have  been  more  oondst- 
ent  with  the  dignity  of  the  House,  and 
more  in  accordance  with  the  feelings  of 
the  respected  individual,  if  his  name  were 
not  introduced. 

Viscount  Morpeth  was  bound  to  admit 
that  the  circumstance  of  Dr.  Murray's  re« 
jection  alone  would  not  have  been  sufficient 
grounds  for  Parliamentary  inquiry.  Tbe 
strong  case  was  this,  that  the  Govenunent 
had  proposed  a  series  of  regulations  to  the 
society  which  they  had  rejected ;  and^ 
therefore,  when  the  Government  had  to 
propose  a  grant  for  a  society  with  which 
they  were  in  collision,  he  thought  the 
House  was  bound  to  step  in  and  arbitmte 
between  them. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  49;  Noes 
13;  Majority  36.  The  Committee  was 
appointed. 

LUt  qf  the  Ates. 

AgUoDby,  H.  A.  Barry,  G.  S. 

Attwood,  T.  Berkeley,  Hon.  C. 

Bagshaw,  J.  Blake,  M.  J. 

Baines,  E.  Bodkin,  J.  J. 

Baldwin,  Dr.  Brabazon,  Sir  W. 

Barron,  H.  W.  Bridgeman,  H. 
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Brocklehnrst,  J, 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Gallaghan,  D. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Dillwynn,  L.  W. 
Dttncombe,  T. 
Ewart,  W. 
FergussoD,  Hon.  R. 
Fielden,  J. 
French,  F. 
Grattan,  J. 
Hallyburton,  D.  G. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox»  Lord  A. 
Lynch,  A.  H. 
Marshland,  H. 
Morpeth,  Lord  Vise. 


Musgrave,SirR. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Loghlen,  Sergeant 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Potter,  R. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Sheldon,  £.  R.  C. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thomeley,  T. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W, 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,T. 
Wallace,  R. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  F. 
Smith,  V. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Broen,  F. 
Dunbar,  G. 
Estcourt,  T. 
Estcourt,  T. 
Forbes,  W. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Roatchbull,  Sir  £. 
O'Neil,  Hon.  J.  B.  R. 


Plunkett,  Hon.  R.  E. 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  F. 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Tennent,  J.  £. 
Vesey,  Hon.  T. 

TELLERS. 

Lefroy  rt.  bon.  T. 
Perceval,  Colonel. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Thursday f  March  24,  1836. 

Mrinma.]  BUb.  Read  a  thiid  time:— Adminbtntionor 
Joitioe  In  the  Weit  Indiei. 

PeCitioiu  pieicDted.  By  the  Earl  of  WsSTMORLAirD,  Loidi 
DviTDAS,  ELLSNBORouoBt  and  the  BUhop  of  Cbsbtbb, 
from  Tarioui  Plaeef«>-prayiBg  for  the  Alteration  of  the 
EedetiaittoJ  Courts  ConwUdating  B»L— By  Lord  Dgif. 
OAS,  from  leveial  Memiftetiiren,  praying  for  Repeal  of 
Factoriee  Regulation  Act.— By  Lord  LAKOoAuif  from 
Drogheda,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Stamp-duty  on  Newi- 
p^en.— By  Lord  OLSKSLe,  from  vaxiotta  Plaeea,  in 
IkTour  of  Mr.  BoouitoBAii's  Claim  for  Conpeofation 
from  the  East-India  Company. 

Constabulary— (Ireland).^  Upon 
the  motion  of  Lord  Duncannon  the  Con* 
stabolary  Bill  (Ireland)  was  read  a  first 
time.  Upon  his  Lordship  proposing  that  it 
be  read  a  second  time  on  Monday  next. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  objected  to  this, 
as  a  very  irregular  course.  The  Bill  had 
not  as  yet  been  printed,  when  their  Lord- 
shins  were  told  they  should  be  called  upon 
to  aiscuss  it  on  Monday  next. 

Lord  Duncannon  had  hoped  that  the 
Bill  would  be  printed  and  in  the  hands  of 
noble  Lords  by  Saturday ;  and  it  was  there- 
fore he  proposed  the  second  reading  for  so 
early  a  day  as  Monday.  If  the  Bill  was 
not  printca  on  Saturday  he  should  not,  of 
course,  think  of  persevering.  Bill  read  a 
first  time. 

VOL.  XXXII.  {SK} 


Municipal  Act  Amendhent.]]  Vis- 
count Melbourne  said,  that  if  the  noble 
Duke  opposite  had  any  objection  to  the 
Constabulary  Bill  being  read  a  second  time, 
his  Majesty's  Gorernment  should  not  per- 
serere,  the  more  particularly  as  they  were 
exoeedinffly  anxious  to  pass  a  Bill  which 
he  then  held  in  his  hand — the  Municipal 
Act  Amendment  Bill— if  possible,  before 
the  first  day  of  Term,  as  if  the  Bill  were 
delayed  to  a  longer  period,  it  would  cause 
a  great  deal  of  public  inconvenience,  and 
give  rise  to  a  great  deal  of  litigation.  That 
Bill  might  be  read  a  first  time  now,  a  se- 
cond time  to-morrow,  and  if  no  serious 
objection  were  found  to  exist  to  its  prin- 
ciple, it  might  be  passed  before  the  recess, 
which  it  might  be,  as  it  was  not  intended 
to  adjourn  the  House  until  Thursday. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  it  was  very 
unusual  to  protract  the  adjournment  of 
that  House,  at  least,  until  Thursday.  It 
was  usual  to  adjourn  on  Wednesday,  and 
therefore  the  time  which  the  noble  Lord 
proposed  was  to  be  gained  by  an  unusual 
course  of  proceeding.  The  Bill  which  the 
noble  Lora  was  so  anxious  to  pass  before 
the  recess  referred,  as  their  Lordships  were 
told,  to  a  Bill  which  had  passed  through 
that  House  during  the  last  session  of 
Parliament.  Now,  there  were  many  of 
their  Lordships  who  would  be,  doubtless, 
anxious  to  compare  the  two  measures,  and 
if  the  present  Bill  were  hurried  through 
the  House  in  the  manner  it  was  proposed, 
they  would  not  have  the  opportunity.  The 
noble  Lord  proposed  to  read  the  Bill  a  first 
time  to-night,  a  second  time  to-morrow 
night,  and  then  commit  it  for  Monday. 
This,  he  thought,  was  proceeding  with  a 
degree  of  haste  quite  incompatible  with 
the  proper  consideration  of  the  measure. 

Viscount  Melbourne  was  anxious  that 
this  Bill  should  pass,  merely  because  it 
would  save  a  great  deal  of  expense  to  the 
public.  If  the  noble  Duke,  however, 
wished  to  subject  the  public  to  the  incon- 
venience and  the  expense  that  must  be  in- 
curred from  the  law  beine  left  in  its  pre- 
sent condition,  he  (Lord  Melbourne)  should, 
however  unwillingly,  acquiesce,  as  he  could 
not  press  the  second  reading  in  opposition 
to  tne  noble  Duke  and  the  noble  Lords 
opposite. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  had  simptv 
asked  for  time  to  give  the  subject  that  nill 
and  mature  deliberation  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  himself  considered  it  entitled,  and  he 
thought  it  not  quite  fair  to  impute  to  him 
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s  wisli  to  put  the  public  to  inconvenieDce 
and  expense. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  it  was  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  the  Bill  should 
be  passed  before  the  first  day  of  next  Term, 
if  possible.  A  number  of  proceedings  had 
been  commenced  under  quo  warranto, 
which,  if  the  present  Bill  were  not  passed 
into  a  law  before  the  beginning  of  Term 
(the  15th  of  April),  would  be  renewed  at 
very  great  expense  and  inconvenience 
to  the  parties.  That  was  the  reason  his 
Majesty's  Government  were  anxious  that 
the  Bill  should  be  passed  before  the  recess. 

Lord  Ellenborough  had  read  the  Bill  in 
a  cursory  manner  certainly ;  but  from 
what  he  had  seen  of  it,  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  expressing  his  conviction  that  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  pass  it  before  the 
recess. 

The  Earl  of  Harrowhy  thought  the  noble 
Duke  near  him  had  been  very  unjustly 
charged  with  an  indifference  about  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Bill,  the  delay  of  which  their 
Lordships  were  told  would  produce  so  much 
expense  and  inconvenience.  If  there  were 
any  blame  to  be  attributed  to  any  parties, 
it  was  to  those  who  were  aware  that  such 
a  measure  was  necessary,  and  that  its  delay 
beyond  the  first  day  of  Term  would  be  at- 
tended with  so  much  inconvenience,  yet 
delayed  to  introduce  it  until  it  was  quite 
impossible  it  could  pass  through  their  Lord- 
ships* House  before  the  recess,  unless  it 
were  hurried  through  with  very  indecorous 
haste.  If  the  noble  Viscount  and  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  were  so  persuaded  of  the 
importance  of  this  measure  passing  before 
next  I'hursday,  Mrhy  was  it  not  introduced 
^before  the  24th  March. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  both  the 
noble  Duke  and  the  noble  Lord  (Harrowhy) 
appeared  to  have  mistaken  the  proposition 
he  had  submitted  to  the  House.  He 
merely  asked  that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a 
first  time  now — ^that  its  second  reading 
should  be  fixed  for  Monday,  and  if  on  the 
discussion  on  the  second  reading  no  very 
serious  objection  were  stated  to  the  Bill,  it 
might  be  passed  before  the  recess.  If, 
however,  any  serious  objection  were  stated 
,to  the  Bill  on  the  second  readings  he 
'should  not,  of  course,  persevere  in  his 
anxiety  to  have  it  passed  before  the  recess. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  said  there 
could  be  no  objection,  at  all  events,  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  was  only  to 
explain  and  amend.  If  any  objection  were 
found  to  the  details,  surely  it  might  be 
stated  and  urged  in  Committee. 


Bill  l^ead  a  fint  time. 

Court     of     Chancery    (Iskx^abtd) 
Amendmknt     B11.L.]        Lord      Plwinket 

begged  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  improre- 
ment  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland). 
I  By  this  Bill  it  was  proposed  to  abolish  the 
six  clerks,  and  to  have  their  duty  performed 
by  other  officers  at  a  less  ex|ien9e,  tbou^ 
more  conveniently  to  the  public*     Xbe  pro- 
position for  the  abitlition  of  the  six  clerks 
did  not  proceed  from  any  conviction  q€  the 
inefficiency  of  the  gentlemen  at  present  fill- 
ing those  situations,  for  he  believed  thej 
had  conducted  themselves  with  perfect  pro- 
priety.    Instead  of  the  registrar  being  ap- 
pointed, as.  at  present,   by  the  Crown,  it 
was  proposed  that  the  other  clerks  should 
rise  to  this  office  by  seniority.     It  api^eared 
that  the  business  of  other  courts,  the  Ex- 
chequer (br  instance,  was  got  throusfi  in  a 
very  satisfactory  manner,  without  the  six 
clerks  j  and  he  thought  that  they  might 
be    therefore  abolished  in  the    Court    of 
Chancery.     As  there  was  to  be  an  abolition 
of  offices  to  which  considerable  emolument 
was  attached,  it  would  be  necessary  to  give 
compensation ;  which,  however,  would  not 
fall  upon  the  public,  though  it  ultimately 
might  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.     It 
was  proposed,  however,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  give  the  compensation  from  what  was 
called   '^The  Compensation  Fund;*'  and, 
that  being    insufficient,    "  The  Chanoery 
Suitors'  Fund ;"  and  it  might  be  ultimately 
necessary  to  have  recourse  to  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund. 

Lord  Ellenborough  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  opened  this  Bill  in  a  very 
explanatory  manner,  and  that  the  aspect  of 
the  measure  was  not  a  very  economic^  one. 
Officers  were  placed  by  it  on  the  Compen- 
sation List,    whose    services  were  to  be 
transferred  to  others,  and  paid  for  accord- 
ingly in  addition.     In  real  reforms,  the 
only  officers    who    should    be  put  away 
were  those  whose  services  could  be  dispensed 
with.     He  thought  the  course  the  noble 
Lord  ])roposed  to  pursue  was  dangerous  to 
the  interests  of  the  parties  he  interfered 
with,  and  that  similar  dangers  existed  with 
regard  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  Bill.    If 
the  compensation  clauses  were  struck  out 
in  the  Commons  great  injustice  would  be 
done,  for  which  no  remedy  could  be  had  in 
their  Lordships*  HoUvSc,  unless  some  actual 
alteration  was  made  in  the  other  House, 
which   would    enable   their  Lordships  to 
exercise  their  judgement  again  on  the  Bill. 

Lord  Plunht  explained,  and  pointed  out 
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tint  tbdroDtine  of  pnniiotion  whidhad  been 
pfonded  would  be  srulable  to  the  six  derks^ 
who  would  be  tint  appointed  i^iistnurs^ 
and  would  Uiereby  seBabljr  lighten  the 
burthen  of  compenaBtion  on  the  two  funds 
alluded  to. 

Bill  read  a  first  time. 

SLATBTiuBATy— Spain.]  Lcft^  Glenefg, 
on  moTiiig  the  second  reading  of  the  above- 
named  Bill,  rery  briefly  stated  its  object. 
The  treaty,  he  said,  was  one  of  those 
measures  in  which  this  country  had  been 
engaged  with  a  view  of  carrying  into  effect 
the  total  abolition  of  slavery.  The  treaty^ 
the  subject  of  the  present  Bill,  was  signed 
in  June,  1835.  Another  on  the  same  sub- 
ject, between  this  oountiy  and  Spain,  was 
entered  into  as  long  ago  as  1817 ;  and  the 
Bill  which  he  had  now  the  hononr  of  pro- 
posing for  second  reading  was  an  improve- 
ment of  that.  This  treaty  extended  the 
latitude  and  longitude  of  the  former  treaty, 
as  to  the  right  of  searching  vessels  sus- 
pected of  carryine  on  the  slave-trade ;  it 
ecmiprehended  wiuiin  it  the  whole  coast  of 
Ainca,  where  it  was  likely  that  the  trade 
would  be  carried  on,  from  27  degrees  north 
latitude,  and  30  degrees  west  longitude 
of  Greenwich.  The  Mediterranean  had 
always  been  excepted  from  the  right  of 
searching  vessels.  One  great  improvement 
which  the  present  treaty  embodied  over  the 
old  one  was,  that  the  vessels  engaged  in  the 
traffic  which  were  captured  were  all  to  be 
broken  up.  .  Now,  heretofore  they  had 
been  sold,  and  it  was  not  unfrequently  the 
case  that,  after  they  had  been  disposed  of, 
they  were  again  employed  in  the  same 
unworthy  trade. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  March  24,  1836. 

MmimB.]  Bill*.  Reid*  first  time  :~FithcrleiR^gu]atkHi 
(England) ;  Holyhoid  Road ;  Lunar  Months. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Sir  Thomas  FtLMKUAimM,  tram 
Uie  InhatritantB  of  Pimlioo,  in  Ikvour  of  the  Lond(»  Grand 
Junetioo  Railway  BUL 

Manohkstbr  and  Salford  Canal.] 
Mr.  Harvey  said,  that  seeing  the  noble 
lord  (Lord  F.  Egerton)  in  his  place,  he 
would  now  present  a  petition,  of  which  he 
had  given  that  noble  Lord  notice.  It  was 
the  petition  of  John  Suthern,  the  acting 
trustee  under  the  Duke  of  Bridgewater's 
will,  and  the  sole  tiuperiniendent  of  the 
vast  estates  comprised  under  that  will. 
There  was  at  present  before  the  House  a 


prinite  bill,  the  •bjeet  <tf  wbtcb  was  to 
effect  a  junetioo  of  the  Rochdale  Canal 
with  the  river  Irwell.  The  petitioner, 
Mr.  Sothern,  who  asserts  that  he  is  the 
sole  superintendent  of  the  Dokeof  Bridge* 
water's  property,  stated  in  his  present  pe^ 
tition  that  he  felt  it  his  duty,  on  the  lOtlv 
of  March,  to  present  a  petition  against 
that  bill,  and  that  that  petition  was  or- 
dered to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  bill.  Subsequently  a  petition  was 
presented  to  the  House  by  the  Archbishop 
of  York  and  the  Earl  of  Devon,  who  were 
also  CO- trustees  with  Mr.  Sothern,  and  in 
it  they  complained  of  his  conduct  in  three 
respects — first,  that  he  had  madi^  no  com- 
munication to  them,  as  co- trustees,  of  his 
intention  to  oppose  the  bill;  secondly, 
that  he  had  made  no  such  communication 
to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  who  was  so  deeply  interested 
in  the  mutter ;  and  thirdly,  tlint  in  spite 
of  the  negotiation  still  going  on  between 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  trustees  and  other 
parties  on  the  subject^  Mr.  Soihern  had 
presented  this  petition.  It  was  to  defend 
himself  against  these  imputations  that 
Mr.  Sothern  had  requested  him  (Mr.  Har- 
vey) to  present  this  petition  to  the  House. 
In  regara  to  the  first  imputation  be  stated, 
that  though  the  Archbishop  of  York  and 
the  Earl  of  Devon  were  oo^trustees  with 
him,  they  were  only  nomuial  trustees, 
and  that  in  no  seuFe  of  the  word  had  they 
any  connexion  with,  or  control  over,  the 
property  in  question.  The  prayer  of  the 
petition  was,  that  it  might  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  bill,  and  the  object 
of  the  petitioner  in  presenting  it  wss,  to 
set  himself  right  with  the  noble  Lord, 
who  was  the  proprietor  of  those  estates, 
and  whose  censure  he  had  incurred.  As 
to  the  second  charge  made  against  him«— 
namely,  that  he  did  not  communicate  to 
the  noble  Lord  his  intention  to  oppose  the 
bill,  the  petitioner  stated  that  he  had 
caused  a  communication  to  be  made  to 
the  noble  Lord  of  his  intention  to  oppose 
the  bill)  and  stating  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  intended  to  oppose  it,  and  that 
such  communication  was  delivered  at  the 
town  residence  of  the  noble  Lord.  The 
petitioner  expressed  his  regret  at  finding 
that  such  communication  had  not  reached 
the  noble  Lord's  hands.  With  respect  to 
the  third  charge  made  against  him,  as  to 
a  negotiation  being  still  going  on  between 
the  parties,  and  that  in  defiance  of  it  he 
had  presented  his  petition  agaiost  the  bill, 
the  petitioner  slated  tkfti  lie  WM  not  then 
T2  ■  "? 
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aware  of  it^  but  that  if  he  had  been,  it 
should  not  have  at  all  influenced  him  in 
his  conduct,  as  he,  being  the  sole  superin. 
tendent  of  the  estates  under  the  will  of 
the  Duke  of  Bridgewater,  had  a  right  to 
forward  whatever  measures  he  thought 
calculated  to  promote  the  interests  of  that 
property,  and  to  oppose  any  measures  that 
in  his  opinion  tended  to  injure  it.  The 
petitioner  stated  that  it  was  in  the  con- 
scientious discharge  of  that  duty  he  had 
presented  the  petition  against  the  bill,  be- 
lieving, as  he  did,  that  if  it  should  pass 
into  a  law  it  would  substantially  prejudice 
the  property  of  which  he,  the  petitioner, 
was  guardian,  and  the  interests  over  which 
he  presided. 

Lord  Francis  Egerton  said,  that  he  had 
no  intention  to  object  to  this  petition  be- 
ing referred  to  the  Committee;  still  less 
was  it  his  intention  to  occupy  the  valuable 
time  of  the  House  with  any  detail  of  the 
circumstances  bearing  upon  any  question 
-between  the  person  who  had  signed  the 
petition  and  himself,  and  indeed  it  would 
be  quite   impos^^ible  for  him   to  explain 
those  circumstances  in  any  mode  or  man- 
•ner  so  as  to  enable  the  House  to  form  a 
judgment,  if  it  were  called  upon  to  do  so, 
.  as  to  the  nature  of  this  transaction.  With 
regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  him  on  a 
former  occasion,  it  appeared  that- the  peti- 
tioner felt  hurt  by  it.     It  was  quite  out 
of  his  power,  however,  to  suppress  the  fact 
that  there  was  a  decided  difference  of  opi- 
•  nion  between  the  petitioner  and  himself  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  affairs  of  this 
concern — a  concern  in  which  the  public 
were  as  much  interested  as  he  was — should 
be  conducted;   and    if   the   House    had 
formed  any  opinion  to  the  prejudice  of  Mr. 
.  Sothern  on  that  score,  he  had  not  called 
for  it.    It  was  an  opinion  that  arose  imme- 
diately from  the  statement  of  the  facts  of 
the  case  made  by  him.     It  was  no  object 
of  his  to  call  for  the  sentiments  of  the 
House,  in  any  shape,  on  the  conduct  of 
that  individual.     It  was  true  that  he  had 
used  strong  expressions  with  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  another  individual,  acting,  as 
he  supposed,  according  to  the  instructions 
of  Mr.  Sothern.      He  had  <>aid,  on  that 
occasion,  that  the  petition,  on  a  subject  in 
which  he  was  interested,  both  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  and  as  a  private  indivi- 
dual, had  been  put  into  the  hands  of  a 
Member  of  thtit  House  in  a  surreptitious 
wny,  and  in  a  manner  which  he  should  not 
further   condescend    to  characterize.      It 
was  put  into  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Mem. 


ber  for  Bradford,  and  not  the  slightest 
previous  intimation  given  to  him  (Lord  F. 
Egerton)  on  the  subject,  though  he  was  so 
deeply  interested  in  the  matter.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  did  think  that  no  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  presented  such  a 
petition  without  having  given  him  notice 
of  its  contents,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  had  done  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  It  was  of  such  conouct 
that  he  had  complained,  and  he  thought 
he  had  a  right  to  complain.  With  regard 
to  the  assertion  contained  in  the  petition, 
that  he,  the  petitioner,  had  taken  the  pre- 
sent step  in  order  to  remove  any  bad  feel- 
ing that  might  exist  towards  the  peti- 
tioner on  his  part,  he  did  not  see  how  it 
was  to  be  effected  in  this  way.  It  was 
quite  out  of  the  Question  that  he  (Ijord 
F.  Egerton)  shoula  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  proceedings  which  had 
been  taken  in  this  matter  by  this  indivi- 
dual. He  could  only  state  that  it  was 
his  determination  to  call  for  the  judgment 
of  a  court  of  equity  upon  all  the  points 
involved  in  the  question  between  Mr. 
Sothern  and  himself.  To  such  a  tribunal 
he  should  look  for  redress.  It  was  with 
great  reluctance  he  came  to  such  a  deci- 
sion. He  did  not  know  any  gentleman 
who  would  resort  to  the  Court  of  Chan^ 
eery  without  considerable  reluctance.  To 
it,  however,  he  was  driven,  and  to  it  he 
should  resort,  with  a  view  to  protect  in- 
terests which  were  as  much  those  of  the 
public  as  they  were  his  own.  He  wcmld 
not  say  more  on  this  occasion  further  than 
this — that  he  would  look  to  the  Committee 
on  the  bill  for  any  protection  it  could 
afford  him  against  any  unnecessary  accu- 
mulation of  expense,  and  that  it  was  not, 
under  such  circumstances,  his  intention 
to  object  to  this  petition  as  well  as  the 
other  petitions  being  placed  before  it. 

Petition  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Manchester  and  Salford  Canal  Bill. 

Taxation  of  thb  Country.] 
Mr.  Robinson  claimed  the  kind  indul- 
'gence  of  the  House  while  he  submit- 
ted to  its  consideration  not  any  precon- 
ceived principles  of  his  own  merely,  but 
which  were  also  entertained  by  some 
Members  of  the  House  whose  opinions 
were  entitled  to  the  highest  respect. 
Though  his  right  hon.  friend,  the  Chan. 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  think  he 
( Mr.  Robinson)  was  interfering  with  the 
duties  which  properly  l)elonged  to  his 
office,  yet   he  (Mr.  Robinson)  beggrd  to 
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sUte^  that  the  principles  which  were  em- 
bodied in  the  xesolutioDs  of  which  it  was 
his  intention  to  move  the  adoption,  had 
received  the  support  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  colleagues  when  they 
were,  in  the  year  1830,  brought  forward 
by  the  present  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  question  then  was,  as  now, 
to  make  the  pressure  of  the  present  sys- 
tem of  taxation  less  unequal,  and  to  re« 
Heve  the  labouring  classes  from  the  bur- 
dens they  now  unjustly  sustained.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  Government  would 
admit  that  this  was  a  fit  and  proper  sub- 
ject for  tke  consideration  of  the  House. 
In  bringing  it  forward,  he  should  trespass 
on  the  time  of  the  House  the  shortest 
possible  period,  and  he  believed  the  best 
course  he  could  pursue  in  furtherance  of 
that  object  would  be  to  read  the  resolu- 
tions he  meant  to  propose  one  by  one,  and 
make  upon  each  of  them  such  remarks  as 
to  him  appeared  necessary.  The  first  re- 
solution was  as  follows: — *'  That  the  pul>- 
lie  income  is  now  raised  by  taxes  imposed 
during  the  exigencies  of  war,  or  under 
circumstances  so  inapplicable  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  country,  that  a  revision 
of  our  financial  system,  with  a  view  to 
improvement,  would  be  highly  beneficial  to 
the  nation  ^t  large."  Now,  would  any- 
body deny  that  such  a  revision  was  likely 
to  be  attended  with  advantage  to  the 
country?  The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade*  in  1830,  on  bringing  forward  his 
metion  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  was  in 
direct  corroboration  of  the  c(»:rectness  of 
the  opinions  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  enter- 
tained. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
on  that  occasion,  then  sitting  at  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  oi  the  House,  received 
the  support  of  79  hon.  Members,  and 
when  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  had  brought  for- 
ward the  same  subject  on  the  assembling 
of  the  first  Reformed  Parliament,  the 
House  would  remember  that  in  a  House 
constituted  of  380  members,  his  motion 
bad,  on  the  division,  been  supported  by 
157>  and  that  the  force  and  power  pro- 
perly exercised  by  the  Government  brought 
to  tbeir  aid  223  supporters,  thus  giving 
them  a  minority  of  66  votes.  This  was, 
in  bis  judgment,  a  virtually  pronounced 
opinion  that  the  present  system  of  tax- 
atioa  was  unfitted  to  the  present  state  of 
the  country,  and  that  a  revision  of  it 
would  be  advantageous  to  the  country. 
He  knew  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  might 
Bay  be  waa  actirely  occupied  in  endeavour- 


ing  to  ascertain  how  the  system  of  taxation 
could  be  improved,  and  he  (Mr.  Robinson) 
should  be  wanting  in  candour  if  he  did  not 
admit  that  recently  considerable  improve- 
ments had  been  effected.  He,  however, 
objected  to  leave  to  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  this  sub- 
ject, because,  even  if  a  particular  tax  was 
admitted  to  operate  injuriously,  the  propo- 
sition for  its  repeal  would  be  answered  by 
the  announcement  that  there  was  not  such 
a  surplus  revenue  as  would  justify  its  re- 
peal. He  (Mr.  Robinson)  was  rejoiced 
even  to  see  the  right  hon.  the  Presidient  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  his  place,  because 
he  wished  to  remind  him  of  his  own  words 
used  in  support  of  a  motion  precisely  simi- 
lar in  its  nature  to  the  present.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  then  said,  *^  It  is  not 
of  the  amount  of  revenue  that  I  complain  ; 
it  is  not  of  the  extent  of  taxation.  It  is 
not  the  sum  of  money  which  passes  into 
your  treasury :  it  is  the  manner  in  which 
you  raise  it,  which  checks  your  industry, 
destroys  your  energy,  and  must  leave  you 
at  last  to  ruin  and  poverty."*  In  that 
sentiment  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  concurred, 
and  he  would  maintain  that,  of  all  the 
reforms  of  which  so  much  was  now  heard, 
none  was  more  important,  or  better  calcu- 
lated to  render  greater  benefits  to  the 
whole  community,  than  a  reform  in  the 
financial  system  of  the  country.  Of  such 
a  reform,  however,  little  was  scarcely  ever 
heard.  The  people  looked  for  it  j  for 
though  comparatively  but  few  petitions 
had  been  presented  expressly  in  support  of 
his  motion,  yet  he  claimed  the  numerous 
petitions  for  a  reduction  of  taxation  as  ap- 
plying to  it,  inasmuch  as  without  a  revi- 
sion no  reduction  or  removal  of  pressure 
could  take  place.  If  the  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  complained 
of  this  motion  as  an  intrusion  upon  the 
functions  of  the  office  he  filled,  he  (Mr. 
Robinson)  would  answer  that,  despite  of 
the  Government,  it  was  the  duty  of  every 
Member  of  that  House  to  look  to  the  pres- 
sure of  taxation  upon  his  constituents^ 
With  that  view  he  sought  a  declaration 
from  the  House,  by  the  adoption  of  his 
motion,  that  the  present  system  of  taxation 
was  injudicious,  that  its  operation  was 
unjust,  and  that  by  revision  it  was  suscep- 
tiUe  of  improvement.  To  this  proposition 
he  could  not  anticipate  any  oppoution. 
He  was  happy  to  learn,  notwithstanding 
the  gloomy  predictions  as  to  the  amount 
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1^  each  sncoeediog  year'e  rercnue  in  tfaie 
great  country,  and  in  whidi  be  had  parti* 
cipated,  that  those  revenues  continued  to 
ini prove.  He,  however,  could  not  hope  for 
3- judicious  revision  of  the  system  of  tax- 
ation (while  even  a  surplus  revenue  ex- 
isted) at  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
inasmuch  as  they  were  obliged  to  yield  to 
thci  pressure  from  without.  This  was  ad- 
mitted by  Lord  Althorp  when  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  reference  to  the  house- 
tax.  That  noble  Lord  had  declared  that 
he  had  been  obliged  to  give  up  his  own 
judgment  in  consequence  of  the  pressure. 
Perhaps  he  was  not  warranted  in  stating 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  about 
to  ^ve  up  a  considerable  portion  of  revenue 
derived  from  Newspaper  stamps,  for  the 
same  cause ;  but  he  might  be  permitted  to 
state  that,  judging  from  the  opinions  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  last 
year,  the  last  thing  which  he  should  have 
expected  &om  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  his  volunteering  to  reduce  that  par- 
ticular duty.  Let  it  not  be  supposed  n-om 
anything  which  he  had  said^  that  he  was 
sorry  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Newspapers  was 
to  be  reduced ;  on  the  contrary,  he  was 
glad  of  it^  because  he  had  always  advocated 
the  i^peal  of  every  tax  whidi  had  a  tendency 
to  limit  the  diffusion  of  knowledge.  It  had 
frequently  occurred  to  him  j  that  the  continu- 
ance of  the  present  system  of  taxation  would 
furnish  the  advocate  of  universal  suffrage 
with  a  very  powerful  argument  in  support 
of  his  theory.  Could  it^  for  a  single  momenti 
be  supposed,  that  if  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  had  a  direct  control  over  the  deli- 
berations of  this  Assembly,  they  would 
permit  such  a  principleof  taxation  as  now 
prevailed  to  exist  for  a  single  year  ?  No ; 
It  could  exist  only  under  a  system  of  par- 
tial representation.  Wlien  ParliameBt^ 
two  yeai's  ago,  made  an  important  altera- 
tion in  the  poor-laws,  the  effect  of  which 
was  to  prevent  the  poor  man  from  leaning 
for  support  upon  his  more  affluent  fellow* 
subjects,  he  thought  that  measure  ought 
to  have  been  preceded  by  a  remission  and 
commutation  of  taxes;  and,  he  believed, 
that  if  such  had  been  the  case,  the  new 
system  would  have  worked  more  ad  van* 
tageously.  He  would  next  proceed  to  his 
second  resolution;  but  before  proceeding 
further,  he  would  state  that  he  would  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  the  first 
resolution,  but  he  would  not  trouble  the 
House  to  divide  upon  the  others,  content- 
ing himself  with  having  them  placed  upon 
record.    Ths  eeoond  resoltttion  whidh  he 


intended  to  move  was  to  the  foUowtiig 
effect: — "  That  taxatioii  was  diiefljr  leri«d 
on  articles  of  necessary  consumption,  bjr 
which  the  bui^ens  of  the  people  mem 
enormouslr  inereaaed,  and  theur  comArts 
diminisliea,  without  any  con«spondi«|^ 
benefit  to  the  State ;  the  trader  and  retail 
dealer  jKing  obliged  to  charge  a  profit  both 
upon  the  duty  and  the  prime  cost*"  He 
believed  that  the  proposition  embodied  ia 
that  resolution  no  one  would  have  the 
temerity  to  deny.  But  it  might  be  said, 
in  defenoe  of  the  present  system,  titat  it 
was  an  easy  mode  of  raising  the  public 
revenue;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the  first 
consideration  ought  to  be,  what  is  the  mosft 
just  mode?  The  existing  Ikiode  pressed 
most  hardly  on  tiie  poorer  classes,  becaose 
they  were  obliged  to  pay  much  mora  for 
dutv,  independently  of  the  charge  of  cot- 
lection,  than  ever  found  its  way  iatii  the 
public  Exchequer ;  while  it  afforded  to  the 
wealthy  classes  the  means  of  escaping  Ironi 
the  pf'essure  of  that  due  proportion  of  the 
public  burdens,  which  their  means  enabled 
them  to  bear.  A  peri»on  having  an  ififiooie 
of  10,000^9  might,  if  he  chose,  confine  his 
expenditure  to  500/.  per  annum,  and,  in 
that  case,  the  amount  of  taxation  whieh 
hfi  would  be  called  on  to  pay  to  the  Static 
being  measured  by  his  annual  expendituiv^ 
would  bear  no  just  proportiofi  to  the 
amount  of  his  property.  Or,  by  becoming 
an  absentee,  he  might  escape  taxation 
altogether,  while  he  would  enjoy  the  ad., 
vantage  of  having  his  large  properly  piaoed 
under  the  protection  of  the  ikate.  This 
was  a  state  of  things  which  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  continue,  as  great  injufcUoe 
was  iiifiicted  by  it  Adam  Smith — thaa 
whom  there  was  no  better  authority  00 
the  subject — laid  down  two  priocqile^ 
which  he  said  should  govern  a  Legislature 
in  imposing  taxev:  tlie  first  was,  that 
evety  person  should  be  taxed  in  proportion 
to  his  income ;  and  the  socond  was,  that 
the  taxes  should  be  so  arranged  as  to  ^ake 
as  little  as  possible  out  of  the  pe<^ets  of 
the  pe^)le,  and  to  bring  as  muob  as  possibly 
into  the  Exchequer.  He  did  not  B»eaB  to 
assert  that,  with  the  present  amount  of 
the  public  burdens,  and  the  coiuplicated 
system  which  existed  in  this  country,  that 
these  principles  could  be  carried  out  to  a 
full  extent,  but  still  the  public  burdens 
might  be  so  apportioDed  as  to  mtJse  U 
appear  that,  in  this  country,  we  did  not 
run  directly  counter  to  those  prinoiplea* 
He  admitted  that  there  had  been  a  gseat 
reduction  io  the  ftmount  <^  t^atioo  j  but 
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•till  many  taxes  now  fell  heavily  on  th^ 

Kople  which  ought  not  to  be  cootiDU^d. 
e  found  in  a  Parliamentary  paner  before 
him*  that  there  had  been  a  reauction  of 
ti^xta  to  the  amount  of  3d»000t000/.  since 
the  year  18|d;  but«  out  of  this  large 
amount,  not  less  than  98^000,000/.  were 
taxea  which  fell  on  the  landed  interests 
and  the  aristocratic  classes.  During  the 
last  four  yearsj  he  admitted  that  Parliament 
had  pursued  a  more  just  course^  by  direct- 
ing their  attention  to  the  repeal  of  taxes 
whieh  fell  on  the  labouring  classes,  and 
on  the  productive  industry  of  the  country. 
It  wi^  the  bounden  duty  of  that  House,  as 
well  as  of  the  GQ?ernment,  to  get  rid  of 
the  odious  Erxcise  lawsj  which  so  largely 
and  injuriously  interfered  with  the  manu- 
factures of  this  country.  He  was  sure 
that  the  light  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  take  off  many  of  the 
tax9S>  if  he  eould  with  safety*  He  would 
call  upon  the  House  to  sanction  his  pro- 
poMtion>  that;  it  miglit  appear  that  they 
were  prepared  to  support  his  right  hon. 
Friena  in  making  such  reductions  when 
he  was  able  to  do  so.  He  maintained  that 
taxes  wiiich  fell  on  articles  of  oeceasity, 
were  taxes  on  property  as  regarded  the 
labouring  olasaes.  and  they  were  much 
more  injurious  than  direct  taxation  would 
be«  The  tllird  resolution  which  he  had 
to  pmpese,  was — ''  That  the  Excise  laws 
and  regulations  interfere  most  injuriously 
and  oppressively  with  various  branches  of 
trade  and  manufacturesj  with  the  employ- 
ment of  capital  and  labour  at  horaot  and 
with  the  freedofn  and  extension  uf  foreign 
cofiimercet  and  that  they  greatly  raine  the 
cost  of  subsistence  on  the  labourin|[  classes 
of  the  nommunity*"  He  would  instance 
the  tax  on  uaper  as  a  most  injurious  im- 
post j  and  be  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleinan  was  prepared,  if  not  to  take  off 
thift  duty  entirely,  at  least  greatly  to 
modify  it,  There  oould  be  no  doubt  that, 
if  the  paper^uty  were  taken  off,  we  should 
vwy  largely  export  that  article.  Again, 
the  tax  on  glass  had  tended  greatly  to 
impedn  the  msnufucture  of  that  article; 
and  be  had  oo  doubt  if  it  were  entirely 
removed,  that,  in  e  short  time,  we  should 
supply  the  world  with  that  article.  The 
Excisis  regulatioos  were  a  most  inconve- 
nient inteirference  with  tlie  manufacturer. 
and  tended  to  enhance  the  price  of  glass 
oiueh  beyond  the  amount  of  the  duty.  The 
tf^  on  bricks  was  also  a  most  objectionable 
iQipeat.'  He  bad  only  just  received  the 
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inquire  into  the  Excise  on  this  article ; 
but  they  strongly  recommend  that  it  should 
he  repealed.  They  state  that,  as  far  back 
as  fifty  yearSj  Mr,  Pitt  declared  that  it 
was  a  n^ost  unequal  and  oppressive  impost  i 
and  that  it  ought  to  be  repealed  without 
delay;  and  yet.  at  the  expiration  of  half  a 
century,  it  was  continued  in  full  vigour. 
The  fourth  resolution  which  he  had  to 
propose  was — ^'  That  the  unequal  pressure 
of  taxation  is  increased  by  the  levy  of  an 
uniform  duty  of  CustoipSj  without  reference 
to  the  value  of  various  articles  of  the 
same  denomination."  He  w^s  not  au 
advocate  for  ad  valorem  duties  in  all  caseSj 
because  in  some  instances  they  might 
become  oppressive.  The  present  system, 
however,  was  most  unjust,  in  consequence 
of  its  inequality.  He  would  refer  the 
House  to  several  instances  of  this.  In  the 
first  place,  the  duty  on  sugar  was  most 
unequal,  and  fell  much  heavier  on  one 
quality  than  another  of  that  article.  He 
might  be  told  that  the^  could  not  put  au 
ad  valorem  dutv  on  this  article,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  oifficulty  there  was  in  dis- 
tinguishing between  the  different  qualities 
of  sugar.  He  thought  that  this  was  a  mere 
subterfuge;  but,  at  any  rate^  it  was  a 
reason  for  making  an  alteration  in  the 
present  system.  He  thought  that  our 
fiscal  system  was  most  objectionable  on 
this  point.  It  appeared  that  the  price  of 
sugar  varied  between  thirty  and  sixty 
shillings  a  hundred  weight,  and  yet  there 
was  not  an  a4  valorem  duty,  nor  even  an 
approtich  to  one.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
then  proceeded  to  enumerate  a  number  of 
other  articles,  which  were  affected  in  a 
similar  manner  by  the  present  system, 
such  as  mudder,  tea.  coffee,  wine,  &c.  The 
fifth  resolution  was,  "  That  the  btamp, 
legacy,  and  prohate  duties  are  most  unjust 
and  partial  in  their  operation  on  transfers, 
obligations,  securities,  and  other  instru- 
meiits  of  small  value,  compared  with  those 
of  larger  amount ;  and  that  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  wealth  of  the  nation  is  alto- 
gether exempt  from  the  legacy  and  probate 
Quty  charged  upon  other  descriptions  of 
property."  The  changes  he  had  intended 
to  propose  on  this  point  had,  to  a  considera- 
ble extent,  been  anticipated  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  a  few  evenings  since.  lie 
was  greatly  delighted  with  the  statement 
he  then  heard,  but  regretted  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  not  prepared  to  go  much  fur. 
ther.  He  could  not  help  alluding,  on  this 
subject,  to  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  an 
inconsistency  on  the  part  of  the  right  boui 
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Gentlemen.      It  would  be  in  tlie  recollec- 
tion of  the  House,  that,  abont  two  years 
ago,    Mr.  Cobbett  brought  forward  the 
subject  of  the  Stamp-Duties,  and  exposed 
many  of  the  abuses  which  existed  under 
the    then    system,   and   the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  came  down  to  the  House 
and  strenuously  resisted  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Cobbett.    After  the  lapse,    however,    of 
some  time,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed a  change  nearly  to  the  effect  of  that 
formerly  proposed  by  Mr.  Cobbett,  and 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  so 
strongly  opposed.     He    could    not    help 
alluding  to   this  as  an   instance  of  the 
manner  in  which  persons  in  office  were  in 
the  habit  of  supporting  whatever  was  the 
existing  system.     He  would  not  go  into 
any  detail  on  this  part  of  the  subject,  as 
other  opportunities  would  occur  of  dis- 
cussing it.     He  felt  bound,  however,  to 
state  on  this   point  that  nothing  would 
satisfy  him  unless  real  property  should  be 
taxed,  as  regarded  the  probate  duty,  as 
much   as  other  descriptions  of  property. 
As  the  law  at  present  stood,   a  person 
might  have  landea  property  to  the  value  of 
a  million  sterling  without  paying  a  shilling 
duty,  whereas  the  smallest  sum  of  personal 
property  was  heavily  taxed.    This  tax  fell 
too  with    peculiar  severity  on  those   to 
whom  small  annuities  were  left.     He  did 
not  think  that  a  proposition  for  eoualizing 
this  tax  could  be  resisted  successfully  if  the 
justice  of  the  case  were  looked  to.  If,  how- 
ever, it  was  opposed,  it  would  be  stated  that 
such  opposition  originated  in  the  circum- 
stance that  the  majority  of  the  Members 
of  both  Houses  were  landowners.      The 
next  resolution'^ was — "That  by  so  im. 
politic  and  complicated  a  state  of  finance, 
the  cost  of  collecting  the  public  revenue  is 
greatly  enhanced,  and  the  burthens  of  the 
people  further  augmented."    The  charge 
of  collection  in  consequence  of  the  taxes 
being  derived  from  so  many  sources  was 
extremely  heavy.     It  was  no  less  a  sum 
than  3,582 fiSsC  a-year,  besides  incidental 
expenses    to     the   amount    of  738,779^ 
making    together  a  sum    of   4,321,4X4/. 
He  did  not  anticipate  that  his  resolutions 
would  be  carried,  but  he  wished  to  place 
them  on  the  Journals  of  the  House  as  in- 
dications of  the  opinions  he  entertained  as 
to  the  unjust  and  oppressive  financial  sys- 
tem existing  in  this  country.  The  seventh 
resolution  which  he  had  to  propose  was^ 
^'  That  the  return  to  a  gola  standard  in 
181 9>  followed  by  the  suppression  of  small 
notes  in  England  and  Wales,  bas  mate* 


rially  changed  the  relative  condition  of 
the  productive  classes  and  of  those  who 
possess  the  wealth  and  capital  of  the  na- 
tion."   The  subject  of  this  resolution  had 
no  immediate  reference  to  the  other  reso- 
lutions ;  but  he  wished  to  record  his  opin- 
ion on  the  question  of  the  standard  of 
value.    He  had  no  wish  to  go  into  the 
discussion  of  that  subject  at  present,  but 
he  was  bound  to  observe  that  in  his  opin- 
ion the  alteration  which  was  made   in 
1819  bad  enormously  increased  the  value 
of  money,  and  this  had  virtually  operated 
to  press  on  the  industrious  classes.    The 
eighth  and  last  resolution  he  intended  to 
propose  was  as  follows — ''  That  for  these 
reasons  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  this 
House,  not  only  to  repeal  and  reduce  taxa« 
tion  to  as  great  an  extent  as  may  be  com- 
patible with  the  maintenance  of  national 
credit  and  the  necessary  demands  of  the 
public  service,  but  also  closely  to  investi- 
gate the  whole  state  of  our  finance,  with 
the  view  to  such  judicious  alterations  as 
may  relieve  the  labour  and  industry  of  the 
country,  and  comprehend  within  the  range 
of  contribution  to  the  public  service  bH 
property  protected  by  the  State,  without 
distinction     or   exception,    so    that    the 
pr^sure  of  taxation  may  be  lightened  by 
a  more  just  and  equal  aistribution  of  the 
public  burthens  amongst  all  classes  of  bis 
Majesty's  subjects."    He   did  not  think 
that  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  trouble 
the  House  with  any  observations  on  this 
resolution.      The  first  resolution   reoog* 
nised  the  principle  that  no  extensive  relief 
could  be  afforded  unless  all  the  property  in 
the  country  was  comprehended  wiUiin  the 
sphere  of  taxation.    He  believed  that  the 
present  system  of  taxation  operated  in  an  in- 
verse  ratio  to  the  means  of  the  parties  upon 
whom  it  fell.    He  might  be  told  that  they 
were  involved  in  a  dilemma,  and    that 
taxation  must  fall  heavier  on  one  dass  or 
the  other  of  the  community.    Admitting 
this  to  be  the  case,  the  question  then  was 
whether  an  undue  proportion  did  not  now 
fall  on  the  labouring  classes.     He  did  not 
say,  that  taxes  could  be  raised  without 
doing  some  injury  or  another.     He  did 
not  argue  necessarily  in  favour  of  a  pro* ' 
perty-tax,  but  rather  with  a  view  to  sliew 
that  too  large  a  portion  of  the  revenue  was 
levied  from  the  industry,  and  too  small  a 
portion  from  the  property  of  the  country. 
He  wanted  the  House  to  recognise  that 
principle;   and    so  impose  on    this  and 
every  succeeding  Government,  the  neoes. 
sity  of  endeavouring  to  remedy,  as  fiur  m 
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they  could,  tbe  evil  of  such  a  system.  The 
way  to  do  so  was  another  question  ;  but  if 
they  once  set  about  it  m  a  determined 
spirit  they  must  succeed.  The  objections 
to  a  property-tax  though  specious  and 
numerous^  resolve  themselves  into  nothing 
more  or  less  than  a  reluctance  on  the  part 
of  the  wealthy  classes  of  the  community 
to  put  their  hands  into  their  own  pockets. 
There  was  no  other  difficulty  connected 
with  the  subject.  It  might  be  said,  that 
attempting  to  establish  such  a  tax  would 
be  too  inquisitorial  a  proceeding ;  but  were 
not  the  excise-laws,  and  assessed  taxes 
of  an  inquisitorial  character?  Was  not 
the  former  property-tax  inquisitorial  } 
With  regard  to  that  tax,  it  had  been  urged 
that  it  was  of  so  odious  a  nature,  that  the 
Government  was  forced  by  public  clamour 
to  repeal  it  He  had  attended  to  the 
history  of  that  tax,  and  he  could  discover 
no  symptoms  of  its  general  unpopularity. 
It  certainly  was  not  cot  rid  of  on  the  peti- 
tions of  the  people ;  tor  only  fourteen  coun- 
ties out  of  eighty-four  petitioned  for  its 
repeal,  and  only  fifty-six  towns  out  of 
1 ,186  sent  up  similar  petitions.  In  a  House 
consisting  of  468  Members,  the  repeal  was 
carried  onlv  by  a  majority  of  thirty-seven, 
and  the  Minister  of  the  day  was  forced  to 
give  up  the  tax  against  his  better  judg- 
ment If  the  House  adopted  the  princi- 
ple of  his  resolutions,  it  would  be  of 
greater  advantage  to  the  country  than  the 
adoption  of  Reform  upon  any  other  sub- 
ject, and  would  do  much  to  conciliate  the 
minds  of  the  labouring  classes.  He  should, 
perhaps,  feel  less  disposed  to  argue  this 
question,  if  he  could  flatter  himself  that 
the  happy  state  of  things  he  was  antici- 
pating was  likely  to  be  brought  about, 
without  the  adoption  of  such  principles ; 
but  without  meaning  to  prognosticate  on 
the  subject,  he  certainly  thought  that  they 
could  not  calculate  upon  permanent  pros- 
perity amongst  the  labouring  classes,  so 
long  as  the  present  system  was  allowed  to 
continue.  Even  if  they  could,  that  cir- 
cumstance would  be  no  argument  against 
the  fair  adjustment  and  settlement  of  the 
question  of  taxation.  He  gave  every 
gentleman  in  the  House  credit  for  desiring 
to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  every  class 
in  the  community ;  but  if  their  condition 
were  good  now,  and  could  be  made  better 
by  the  adoption  of  a  course  which,  undoubt. 
edly  would  improve  it,  he  was  sure  every 
gentleman  would  support  such  a  measure. 
Ought  not  the  Government  also  to  adopt 
it?    Would  it  not  gain  Uiem  additional 


respect,— tend  to  the  general  improvement 
and  contentment  of  the  people, — and  give 
additional  stability  to  the  Throne  and 
the  Constitution.  In  conclusion^  he  beg- 
ged distinctly  to  state  that  in  bringing 
forward  this  subject  he  had  no  intention 
to  impede  or  embarrass  the  Government 
He  had  already  adverted  to  the  opinions 
formerly  expressed  on  this  subject  by  the 
right  hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  he  would  refer  the  House  to 
the  speech  made  on  this  subject  in  1828 
by  the  late  Mr.  Huskisson,  a  statesman 
for  whom  he  entertained  a  sincere  respect, 
although  it  was  his  fortune  often  to  differ 
from  him.  The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  first  resolution. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did 
not  quarrel  with  his  hon.  Friend  for  hav- 
ing brought  this  subject  under  considera- 
tion, though,  no  doubt,  the  House  would 
have  wished  that  it  might  be  postponed. 
As  it  was,  he  was  clad  that  the  speech  of 
his  hon.  Friend  had  been  listened  to  with 
so  much  attention^  and  he  would  briefly 
endeavour  to  touch  on  the  various  points 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
had  referred  in  the  observations  he  had 
made ;  and  he  trusted  he  should  be  able 
to  show  that  it  would  not  be  expedient  to 
give  the  sanction  of  the  House  to  the  pro- 
positions of  his  hon.  Friend.  One  great 
fallacy  pervaded  the  whole  of  his  remarks. 
He  attempted,  by  the  exclusion  of  hats  of 
the  greatest  possible  importance,  to  lead 
the  House  to  judge  upon  a  partisJ  view  of 
the  case,  and  to  draw  inferences  unsustain- 
able on  sound  reason  and  argument  In 
the  first  resolution  the  hon.  Gentleman 
stated,  that  the  public  income  was 
made  up  from  taxes  imposed  during  the 
exigencies  of  the  war.  Now,  a  certain 
portion  of  it  was  undoubtedly  so  raised, 
but  the  hon.  Grentleman  excluded  from  his 
resolutions  all  mention  of  the  large  pro- 
portion of  the  war  taxes  which  had  been 
repealed  since  the  peace ;  he  did  not  say 
one  word  on  the  subject,  and  any  person 
unacquainted  with  what  had  been  done  by 
successive  Governments  would  suppose, 
that  for  a  peace  establishment  and  a  peace 
expenditure  the  nation  was  called  on  to 
pay  taxes  imposed  during  war,  in  which  no 
deduction  or  remission  had  taken  place. 
It  was  most  material  to  bear  in  mind  that 
the  war  expenditure  was  not  entirely  de« 
frayed  by  taxation,  but  was  to  a  great  ex- 
tent supplied  by  loans,  the  interest  of 
which  had  now  to  be  prorided  for;  so  that 
to  the  regular  peace  expenditure  was  iq 
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he  added  the  amount  of  interest  <m  the 
whole  debt  eontracted  during  the  war. 
The  hen.  Qentleman  urged  that  a  reviaiou 
of  our  fipaeoial  system  was  necessary. 
What  was  the  House  and  the  GoTermnent 
doing  every  day  ?  Every  time  that  a  pro* 
position  was  brought  forward  for  the  repeal 
of  a  tax,  they  were  practically  reducing 
the  national  expenditure,  and  the  question 
wasj  whether  it  was  wiser  to  continue  thut 
oeursOj  and  to  apply  the  surplus  revenue 
of  the  country  in  the  best  way  they  could 
for  the  relief  of  the  public,  or  not  to  in* 
quire  into  the  subject,  as  the  hon.  Gentle* 
nan  had  formerly  proposed,  but  to  leap  at 
QBce  to  an  absolute  conclusion,  that  the 
whole  system  of  our  taication  required  re* 
vision  and  alteration.  He  had  objected, 
OB  a  former  occasion,  to  the  hon.  Member's 
motion  for  a  Committee,  and  he  objected 
still  more  decidedly  to  the  propositions 
contained  in  the  resolutions  now  submitted 
to  the  House.  His  hou.  Friend  seemed  to 
think  he  had  got  some  claim  on  the  8up«« 
port  both  of  himself  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson),  because  in 
1830  they  had  supported  a  motion  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  taxation  of  the  country. 
This  would  be  an  extremely  good  argument 
if  the  circumstances  of  the  country  were 
now  the  same  as  they  had  been ;  but,  in 
iseferring  to  the  statement  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken  great  pains  to  allude  to  the  general 
propositions  involved  in  it,  but  specially 
omitted  what  was  more  essential — the 
practical  recommendations  on  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  proceeded.  These  would 
show  the  House  how  utterly  inapplicable 
to  the  present  state  of  our  finances  such 
an  inquiry  as  he  had  referred  to  would  be. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  recommended  in 
18S0  that  the  duties  on  barilla,  on  coals, 
on  glass^  on  paper,  and  on  printed  cottonSi 
should  be  reduced,  and  also  those  on  soap, 
on  French  wines,  on  tea  and  sugar,  on 
marine  policies,  on  fire  insurances,  on 
newspapers,  and  advertisements.  The  re* 
duction  of  the  duty  on  soap  and  French 
wines  had  already  been  effected  c  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, when  he  was  in  office,  had  reduced 
that  on  sugar ;  an  alteration  in  the  tea 
duties  had  taken  place;  that  on  marine 
policies  had  been  reduoed  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, and  the  subject  was  still  under  con- 
Mderation.  The  duty  on  fire  insurances 
had  been  considerably  reduced,  as  well  as 
tiaat  OD  advertisements,  and  the  hon.  Geo- 
tleman,  who  had  quarrelled  with  faim  for 


not  fbllowing  the  precedent  of  18S0,  quaiv 
relied  with  him  now  for  filling  up  the  out« 
lines  of  the  plan  then  reoommeadedi  end 
submitting  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  a  proposal  for  the  leduction  of  the 
stamp  duty  oa  newspapers.  He  was  ghA 
the  authorities  of  1880  stood  so  high  in 
the  estimation  of  the  hon.  Membei^  as  (m 
that  occasion  his  hon.  Friend  wa«  not 
quite  satined  with  the  propoattiona  of  hie 
right  hon.  Friend,  and  had  veij  severely 
censured  his  recommendation  with  vcmid 
to  French  wines.  Yet,  though  the  hen. 
Member  had  opposed  the  motion  at  that 
time,  when  i|  was  quite  ealled  for,  he 
thought  it  forward  again  now,  when  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  were  such  aa 
to  render  it  no  longer  applicable.  He  said 
then,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  bim« 
self  had  discharged  their  duty  to  the 
House  and  the  public,  according  to  the 
opinions  and  conduct  they  had  adopted  in 
1830.  He  entertained  great  objeetions  to 
any  commutation  of  ta^iatioo,  as  oausin|^ 
in  general,  a  disturbance  of  capital«  and 
tending  to  injure  existing  interests,  and 
be  should  proceed  to  show  that  the  specific 
commutation  recommended  by  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  an  exception  to  this  rule« 
and  would  be  pregnant  with  evils  of  the 
most  serious  kind.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  read  the  paper  which  had 
been  delivered  (o  them  that  mornings 
showing  that  the  gross  amount  of  taxation 
remitted  since  the  commencement  of  the 
session  of  1831  was  8,093,000/.,  less  by 
an  amount  of  600,000/.  of  new  taxes  in« 
posed  since  that  time.  If  Parliament  had 
been  sluggishly  inattentive  to  the  general 
interests  of  the  oountr]^,-^if  it  bad  been 
contending  for  a  large  sinking  fund,  then* 
indeedi  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  havo 
had  some  fair  cause  for  complaint;  but 
the  paper  to  which  he  bad  alluded  showed 
a  reduction  of  taxation  greater  than  was 
ever  made  before  in  the  aame  period ;  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  must  b^  over  snn» 
guioe  if  he  expected  as  much  from  Jus 
particular  principle  aa  had  been  [wacticalir 
accomplished  by  the  course  now  pursueo. 
Former  Governments  had  piirsuea  a  aimi* 
lar  course.  The  right  hon.  Merobor  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge  had  remitted 
taxes  to  the  extent  of  .8,000,000/,  before 
the  formation  of  Lord  Grey's  Ministry. 
The  great  object  aimed  at  by  P^liameni 
in  all  these  cases  had  been,  not  to  favour 
the  aristocratic  classes,  but  to  give  lettaf 
to  the  productive  industrr  of  the  eounliy* 
It  WHS  not  tnioi  ni  tbe  mil  Mnmbir  opw 
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polite  declared  in  one  of  the  refiolutions, 
that  the  ivveoue  of  tbecountry  was  chieflf 
levied  on  artidea  of  neeeaiary  cotiaunop- 
tiop.  If  he  would  take  the  trouble  to 
look  through  the  paper  he  had  meiitiofied, 
lie  would  ace  that  the  amount  of  taxation 
eould  not  bear  that  character  under  any 
pofsiUe  circutnetanoea.  It  waa  posaibje 
they  might  not  agree  on  the  deiiBition  of 
neoeaaarf  auppHea.  He  (Mr.  Bice)  took 
the  taxes  on  spirita^  on  wine,  on  tobacco^ 
OB  ailk^  and  apirit  licencee,  the  whole  of 
the  ataapp  dutiea,  the  land  and  aaaeaaed 
taxee,  the  postage  duties^  with  those  on 
paper,  auctions,  bricks,  cotton,  woo],  and 
timbfor.  The  total  produce  of  those  taxea 
waa  31,000,000^.  per  annum,  and  none  of 
these  articles  ooula  come  within  the  terras 
<Bf  the  resolutions  as  the  neeessary  con- 
aujnptieo  of  the  people.  He  could  not 
conceive  a  better  system  of  taxation  than 
that  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
xaised  an  objection,  nor  a  mone  just  or 
equitable  system.  In  the  third  resolution, 
the  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  excise  laws.  His  hon.  Friend 
omitted  all  mention  of  the  steps  which 
either  had  been  tf^en,  or  were  in  pro- 
gress, towards  the  remoral  of  many  of  the 
excise  duties.  Aa  far  as  the  complication 
of  the  law  was  concerned,  and  its  inter* 
ferenoe  with  trade  and  manufacturea,  no 
one  oanversant  with  its  working  ooiaid  deny 
that  it  required  reviston  and  aaaendmeDt, 
but  measures  had  been  taken  to  remedy 
the  enls  complained  oi^  and  a  Commission 
issued  for  the  express  purpose  c»f  giriog 
deajreeaa  and  certainty  to  its  proFisions. 
The  labours  of  that  Commission  he  be- 
liered  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  re- 
lemed  to  in  terms  of  commendation.  It 
could  not  be  denied,  tlien,  that  already  a 
great  deal  bad  been  d(Hie,  but  it  too  fre- 
quently bapiMued,  that  that  which  had 
been  done,  and  attende<l  with  beneficial 
vesttlts,  was  soon  forgolten,  while  that 
which  had  been  inefiedive  or  injurious  was 
carefully  kept  tu  memory,  aud  made  the 
fubject  of  complaint.  7  he  first  Report  <Mr 
the  Commissioners  of  Excise  Inquiry  was  re- 
apecting  tea  permits,  and  the  recommenda- 
tiona  contained  in  it  had  been  carried  into 
effisct.  Their  second  Report  was  regarding 
the  abolition  of  wine  permits  and  suri^ysj 
which  had  been  done  away  with  in  conse- 
quence. Their  third  Report  related  to  the 
reduction  of  the  cost  of  the  excise  de- 
|»artmen1(,  which  had  been  diminished  to  a 
certain  extent,  and  would  be  still  furth^ 
lowered  w)ie«  that  iraa  in  the  fw»  df 


Government.*  Their  fourth  Report  was  on 
excise  services,  and  arrangements  had  been 
made  to  carry  out  their  recommendations 
on  this  head*  Their  fifth  Report  was  on 
the  reduction  o^  duty  on  stone«^hottIes  and 
sweets,  which  had  been  effiacted  in  cpm^ 
p^iance  with  that  recommendation^  Their 
sixth  Report  related  to  tobacco  and  foreigu 
spirits,  but  he  regretted  that  on  this  im^* 
portsjit  branch  of  revenue  they  had  9ot 
been  able  to  take  ajiy  diKtinct  steps* 
Their  seventh  Report  was  on  the  duty  on 
glass,  which  had  since  been  reduced. 
Their  eighth  Report  was  on  the  duty  <m 
starch  (we  believe),  and  titeir  ninth  Report 
on  vinegar.  Their  tenth  report  was  on 
the  subject  of  tlie  malt-duty  in  Iiveland 
and  they  had  been  on  the  point  of  adoptr^ 
ing  its  recommendations,  wnen  they  w^aa 
obliged  to  retrace  their  steps  by  thf  ad« 
rice  of  the  Commissioners  themselves,  who 
were  sensible  of  the  necessity  of  making 
better  arrangements  on  this  point.  Their 
eleventh  Report  was  relative  to  the  ax* 
cise  accounts,  and  arrangements  wei^e 
now  accordingly  iu  progress  ler  rem 
ducing  them  to  a  simpler  and  clearer 
form.  He  asked  the  Hous^  then,  to 
allow  die  government  to  proceed  in  their 
course^  and  not  consent  to  pass  eigbt  rasolu^ 
tions  each  of  which  required  separate  and 
distinct  inquiry.  The  fourth  resolution 
declared  that  the  unequal  pressure  of  taxa^ 
tion  was  increased  by  the  levy  of  an  uaifiorm 
duty  of  customs.  It  might  be  supposed 
from  this,  by  a  person  ignorant  of  the  sub^ 
ject,that  one  uniform  duty  was  levied  onall 
articles  imported,  but  any  one  who  looked 
at  our  tariff  might  aee  that  the  great  mass 
of  o«]r  duties  were  on  the  ad  valorem 
principle.  There  were  some  commodities 
-^wine,  for  example-^any  attempt  to 
impose  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  which  would 
be  fruitless  or  impracticable.  Three  years 
ago  his  hon.  Friend,  with  the  view  of  ap- 
plying, if  he  could,  that  principle  to  tea, 
had  established  not  an  ad  valorem  duty, 
but  a  distinctive  rate  which  imposed  tbre^ 
different  duties  on  different  classes  of  tea. 
That  experiment  had  failed,  and  they  bad 
been  oMiged  to  impose  one  uniform  duty. 
A  uniform  duty  might,  in  some  casei^  pcesa 
hard  on  a  particnlar  dass,  but  {we  could 
not  have  the  advants^  of  an  «^  valorem 
duty  without  its  disadvantages,  nor  the 
benefits  of  an  uniform  duty  without  ita 
ificoBvenieooes.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
passed  over  lightly  the  question  of  the 
stamp  duties,  because  he  knew  that  be 
had  brought  the  aubjjpct  /ulljr  bifim  tbt 
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Meaber  hid  produced,  tfaao  hy  aof  diii- 
noB  of  the  Houte«  which  he  hoped  would 
CD  thia  ocGuion  be  ftvoided,  as  it  woald  be 
Jiable  to  miscoDttruction.  He  would  oon- 
dude  by  tajing  that  be  opposed  these  re- 
solutions, because  he  believed  them  to  be 
adrerse  to  the  best  interests  of  the  conn** 
try,— because  he  beliered  that  the  course 
which  the  country  had  hitherto  followed 
had  great!?  promoted  its  prosperity»-— 
because  he  Icnew  that  we  had  already  giren 
the  people,  in  the  last  six  years,  relief 
from  8,000|000/.  of  taxation,— -because  he 
knew  that  derangement  in  our  fiscal  regu- 
lations was  always  an  evi]»-^because  he 
knew  that  it  always  created  a  double  dis- 
turbance of  capital,-— because  he  felt  that 
a  property-tax  was  an  improper  tax  during 
a  period  of  peace,  although  it  might  be  a 
very  useful  and  productire  tax  during  a 
penod  of  war,«— and  because  he  was  cer- 
tain that  the  consumer  would  not  get 
the  benefit  of  the  tax  repealed,  whilst 
the  people  would  hare  to  pay  the  full 
burden  of  the  tax  imposed.  Meaning 
nothing  but  kindness  towards  his  faon. 
Friend*  he  would,  in  conclusion,  beg  his 
hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  motion. 
Mr.  Barlow  Hwf  could  not  but  express 
satisfaction  at  the  greater  part  of  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon*  Gentleman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  and  he 
hoped  that  tfie  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
would  consent  to  withdraw  his  resolution. 
He  wished,  however,  to  say  one  word  on 
the  subject  of  the  Legacy  and  Probate 
Doty :  much  had  been  said  of  the  par- 
tiality of  imposing  such  burdens  on  per. 
sonal  property,  and  allowing  land  to  enjoy 
exemption  from  them.  But  he  (Mr.  Hoy,) 
was  of  opinion,  and  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  bear  him  out  in  that  opinion, 
that  the  taxes  borne  by  the  lana  were 
much  more  than  equivalent  to  the 
Legacy  and  Probate  Duty  upon  personal 
property*  He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
fur  Worcester  should  have  put  at  the  head 
of  his  resolution  a  proposition  to  the  effect 
that  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  unnecessary  and  ought  to  be 
abolished,  because  if  the  House  should  deal 
with  the  existing  taxation  in  the  manner 
he  proposed,  there  would  certainly  be  no 
great  necessity  for  such  office.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  respect  of  direct  and  indirect 
taxation;  that  nothing  could  be  worse, 
and  more  undefiBaaible  than  direct  taxation 
of  any  kind.  He  admitted,  indeed,  that 
there  would   be  great  saving  in  the  collec- 


tion of  the  revenue  by  tiwadopttoti  of  eodi 
apian;  but  he  could  state  that  a  kbouring 
man  in  this  country  suffered  mors  from 
fifteen  days'  want  of  employment  than  from 
any  amount  of  taxation  with  which  he  was 
burdened:  and  he  beliered  that  the  ]»• 
bouringchisses  geuerally  wciuld  be  sufferers 
to  a  very  great  extent  by  any  disturbance 
of  capital,  which  such  au  alteration  in  the 
mode  of  raising  a  rerenue  would  almost 
inevitably  produce.  Gentlemen  from  Irc«> 
land  were  very  fond  of  insisting  upon 
equalixation  in  the  laws  of  the  two  coun- 
tries: he  (Mr.  Hoy,)  could  see  no  reason 
why  tf)e  Imided  property  in  that  country 
should  not  be  taxed  to  the  same  extent  as 
that  of  England ;  and  he  called  upon  those 
hon*  Members  to  support  that  equulix»> 
tion.  In  conclusion,  he  repeated  his  hope 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  withdraw 
his  resolution :  he  belicTed  that  if  he  went 
to  a  division  he  would  be  left  in  a  very 
small  minority. 

Mr.  Hume  could  not  agree  with  those 
hon.  (Gentlemen  who  thought  that  direct 
taxation  was  the  serj  worst  mode  in  which 
taxes  could  be  levied*  He  had  thought 
that  little  difference  of  opinion  existed  on 
that  subject.  Even  the  Chancdlor  of  the 
Exchequer  admitted  that  taxation  to  be 
the  best  which  proportionately  took  the 
least  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people,  and 
returned  the  most  into  the  Exchequer. 
With  regard  to  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
said  respecting  the  inconvenience  which 
any  portion  of  the  labouring  classes  would 
fed  at  the  loss  of  employment  for  fifteen 
days  toKcther,  he  considered  that  nothing 
more  distressing  to  the  labouring  classes 
could  take  place.  If  a  man  who  had  no 
other  means  of  subnisitence  than  his  daily 
labour  was  to  be  kept  for  fifteen  days  out 
of  employment  the  consequences  to  him 
would  be  most  grievous.  But  what  was 
the  best  way  of  promoting  the  employment 
of  the  working  classes  ?  It  was,  in  his 
mind,  by  not  taking  money  out  of  the 
pockets  of  those  who  afforded  them  em- 
ployment. He  could  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  what  had  occurred  with 
respect  to  the  repeal  of  the  duty  on  salt. 
It  would  be  in  their  recollection  that  at 
the  time  that  they  repealed  the  duty  on 
salt  that  duty  amounted  to  15^.  per  bushel, 
whilst  at  that  time  the  price  of  salt  per 
bushel  was  S0#.  Well,  the  duty  having 
been  taken  uff^  the  price  of  salt  was  re«* 
ducod  to  2».  a  bushel.  There  then  was  a 
lods  of  three  shillings  to  the  manufacturer 
on  the  full  rate  «-^t hat  wa»  in  the  reduction 
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fron  fire  ftliilling»  to  two.    la  the  Mine 
propertMn,  if  tSey  looked  to  yarioos  ar- 
tides   which  paid  an  excise  duty,  tiiey 
woald  find  that  the  fidl  on  each  article 
WBfl  proportioDed  to  the  reductioD  of  tax- 
ation. He  differed  in  opinion  froro  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  resfiecting  a  property-tax. 
In  the  principle  of  such  a  tax  he  fully 
concurred.     He  did  not  agree  in  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said, 
that  luckless  wonld  be  the  man  who  pro- 
posed a  property-tax.     In  that  opinion  he 
by  no  meant  was  wiJlin«<  to  coincide.     He 
was  pleased  to  hear  what  had  fallen  on 
this  subject  ftiMk  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
introduced  the  motion.    The   Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said,  that  if  we  re- 
sorted to  a  property-tax  at  all  it  should  be 
reserved  for  a  time  of  war.   He  hoped  that 
they  never  would  have  a  time  of  war.   But 
were  they  to  be  kept  off  from  adopting  a 
property-tax,  if  it  shonld  be  thought  ex- 
pedient, until  the  time  of  war  ?     He  found 
there  was  agreat  objection  existing  in  many 
quarters  to  the  adoption  of  a  property-tax. 
A  great  nroportion  of  capital  or  the  country, 
he  admitted,  was  unwilling  to  bear  its 
proper  share  of  taxation.    When  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  re- 
apecting  the  agricultural  distress  should 
facing  that  motion  forward,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  show  what  was  the  exact  state 
of  agricultural  taxation.    He  would   be 
prepared  to  show  that  there  was  no  coun- 
try in  which  the  landed  aristocracy   bore 
so  little  taxation  as  in  this  country.     He 
would  go  farther,  and  show  the  extent  to 
which    they    ought  to    be  taxed.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might,  per- 
hap,  differ  from  him  on  that  point.     He 
held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  a  return  by 
^hich  it  appeared  that  since  the  legacy 
alid  probate  duty  were  laid  on,  the  amount 
of  personal  property  tidministered  for  was 
826,000,000^     It  appeured  from  thisre* 
return  that  personal    property  had  paid 
into  the  Exchequer  no  less  a  sum   thun 
43,7^7^000/.^  whilstlanded  property  during 
that  time  had  not  paid  one  farthing.     He 
now  came  to  the  conrse  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  made  the  motion. 
He  confessed  that  he  had  little  confidence 
in  the  plan  of  reform  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  proposed.     He  could  not  agree 
in  any  of  the  principles  which  he  bad  laid 
down,  though  he  agreed  in  many  of  the 
statements  he  had  made.    In  the  course 
of  the  discussion  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  originated  he  found  that  two  or 
three  important  principles  of  taxation  were 


admitted.    He  agreed  in  the  obserfatioas 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequar 
concerning  the  war-taxes.    But  let  them 
consider  what  was  their  financial  situation 
in  179S» — what  was  the  comparative  di^ 
ference  between  their  taxation  then  and 
now.      He  was  not  one  of  those  who  had 
ever  been  fond  cX  drawing  gloomy  pictures. 
In  the  worst  of  times  it  never  had  been  his 
disposition  to  do  so,  for  he  knew  that  any 
distress  which  existed  arose  out  of  causes 
of  our  own  making,  and  which  it  was  fully 
iu  our  power  to  remedy.    Now  with  re- 
spect  to  the  reduction  of  taxation,  and 
particularly  as  regarded  the  manufacturing 
and  working  classes^  he  was  surprised  to 
find  that  the  hon.  Member  in  his  proposed 
reductions  had  made  no  mention  of  the 
corn-laws.    From  the  hon.  Member's  rising 
until  his  sitting  down  he  had  not  mentioned 
one  word  on  the  subject  of  the  corn-laws. 
Could  he  have  been  serious   in   thinking 
that  if  the  taxation  of  the  country  was  re- 
vised the  corn-laws  were  to  be  rorgotten  ? 
With  the  knowledge  of  the  efiect  of  the 
com  laws  on  the  commerce  and  industry 
of  the  country,  he  was  sure  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  unintentionidly 
forlHHrne  to  allude  to  them.     He  could  not 
admit  the  deductions  of  the  hon*  Gentle- 
man when  he  had  omitted  to  allude  to 
such  an  important  subject  as  that*    The 
corn-laws,  he  would  be  able  to  prove,  were 
injurious  to  the  productive  industry  of  the 
country  to  an  extent  that  was  by  no  means 
generally  supposed.    There  were  branches 
of  industry  so  circumstanced  that  the  most 
trifling  difference  of  price  was  sufficient  to 
influence  them,  and  make  them  prosperous 
or  otherwise.    When  he  was  last  m  the 
manu&cturing  parts  of  England  he  was 
informed  that  the  difference  of  |-  or  |  had 
been  the  means  of  removing  an  extensive 
branch  of  manufacturing   mdustry    from 
the    place    altogether.      He   complained 
then  that  in  a  proposal  to  revise  our  tax- 
ation the  hon*  Member  had  omitted  to 
notice  number  one  of  the  entire  system. 
He  presumed  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
admit  the  importance  of  house-rent,  and 
the  necessity  of  affording  comfortable  ac- 
commodation to  the  working  classes.  Now, 
there  was  nothing  more  important  in  build, 
ing  houses  for  those  classes  than  that  the 
material  should  be  good,  and  that  they 
should   be  able  to  introdace  good  timber 
into  the  fabrication  of  such  buildings,  in 
preference  to  inferior  timber ;  and  for  that 
purpose  would  not  an   alteration  of  the 
timber  duties  be  desirable?     The  hon. 
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in  the  shape  of  a  property  iax^  as  sbonM 
be  equal  to  all  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer got  out  of  him  noir  by  indirect 
taxation,  on  condition  that  all  he  paid  in 
consequence  of  the  existing  taxes  should 
be  removed.  And  this,  because  he  had  a 
cheerful  faith,  that  what  was  left  would  be 
worth  as  much  to  him  as  eleren,  twelve,  or 
15,000/.  would  be  now.  He  therefore  did 
not  see  that  the  prospect  was  so  very  hope- 
less, of  findiag  others  join  in  wishing  to 
exchange  the  present  moSe  of  taxation  for 
a  property-tax,  on  the  same  grounds.  The 
cause  of  the  resistance  to  a  property.tax, 
was  in  the  desire  of  the  rich  to  throw  a  fair 
share  of  the  burthen  from  themselves ;  and 
he  believed  it  would  never  be  '*  merry 
England,"  till  the  taxation  was  laid  on  the 
property  of  the  rich,  and  not  on  the  con. 
sumption  of  the  poor.  He  must  vote  for 
all  tne  resolutions  proposed  from  the  other 
side,  excefit  the  seventh,  on  currency. 

Mr.  Robitison  stated  in  reply,  that  it  was 
bis  intention  to  withdraw  his  resolutions, 
as  he  hoped  the  discussion  which  bad  taken 
place  would  produce  an  impression  upon 
the  country  and  the  Ministry. 

Mr.  T.  Attwood  protested  against  the  re- 
solutions being  withdrawn.  He  came  down 
to  the  House  prepared  to  support  them. 
He  regretted  that  so  many  hours  bad  now 
been  wasted  upon  a  discussion  which  was 
to  terminate  thus. 

Resolutions  negatived. 
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Papers  of  thb  Housb.]  Mr.  Tooke 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  subjeet  of  tbe  delivery  of  Printed  Papers 
to  Members  of  the  House.  He  had  a  short 
time  back  applied  for  two  copies  of  a  Re- 
port which  he  thought  it  desirable  that  his 
constituents  should  have,  and  which  he 
intended  to  present  to  two  public  libraries 
with  that  view.  The  Speaker,  however, 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  Committee,declared 
that  be  did  not  feel  himself  authorised  to 
order  those  Reports  to  be  given  to  him,  but 
that  he  mifffat  purchase  them.  Now  it  was 
very  well  &r  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Middlesex,  to  send  any  of  his  constitu- 
ents to  the  shops  where  these  documents 
were  sold,  but  when  the  request  for  them 
came  from  the  country,  seldom  accompanied 
by  remittances,  few  hon.  Members  would 
have  nerve  enough  to  make  their  constitu- 
ents the  same  reply,  and  he  thought  it  hard 
that  hon.  Members  should  be  put  to  the 
expense  of  purchasing  papen  which  were 
necessary  to  give  information  to  their  con- 
stituents,   /uiother  objection  was,  that  no 
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place  of  sak  was  provided  finr  them  within 
the  wflUs  of  tbe  House,  and  that  Memben 
had  no  Parliamentary  privilege,  not  even 
the  right  of  pre-emption,  but  were  oUiged 
to  go  to  a  common  shop,  and  take  thdr 
chance  like  any  ordinary  cuatomo*.  Some 
place  within  the  walls  of  the  House  ought 
to  be  set  apart  for  their  sale. 

The  Speaker  inquired  whether  the  hoo. 
member  intended  to  make  any  motion. 

Mr.  Tooke  said,  that  if  he  made  any  mo. 
tion,  it  would  be  that  it  was  not  within  tha 
province  of  the  Select  Committee  of  Printed 
Papers  to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of 
the  Speaker  in  the  distribution  of  Uk 
printed  papers  of  that  House. 

The  Speaker  s  The  hon.  Member  ssji, 
that  he  does  not  make  a  charge  against  me, 
because  he  now  alleges  that  tbe  refusal  d 
the  papers  for  which  he  applied  is  owing  to 
an  opinion  expressed   by  the  Committee  on 
printed  papers ;  and  then  he  contends  tlut 
in  giving  this  opinion  the  Committee  have 
exceeded  their  powers.    Now,  before  I  state 
how  the  facts  are,  I  must  at  once  say,  thst 
whatever  the  blame  be,  it  belongs  to  me, 
and  not  to  the  Committee.     The  Horn 
came  to  a  resolution  that  the  printed  pa- 
pers should  be  sold,    and    a    Committee 
was    appointed    tp    assist    tbe     Speslro' 
in  regulating  the  printing  and  sale  of  the 
papers.      The  distribution   of  papers  rt- 
mained  as  before  with  the  Speaker.    Bat 
as  I  found  that  if  papers  were  distributed 
as  liberally  to  Members  as  they  had  been 
before  the  resolution  of  tbe  House  wss 
passed,  it  would  have  defeated  the  spint 
and  intention  of  that  resolution,  I  thougbt 
it  desirable  to  consult  with  tbe  Committee 
on  particular  cases  for  the  regulation  f^^7 
own  conduct.    I  have  received  the  most 
cordial  and  useful  assistance  from  the  Coai- 
mittee,  but  the  responsibility  cf  distribution 
rests  with  me  as  before.   The  duty  impoi^ 
on  me,  is  not  an  easy  one,  because,  i^^ 
must  limit  the  former  practice,  the  task  » 
ungracious.     I  am  bound  to  exercise  id| 
discretion  on  the  applications  m§de,  and 
endeavour,  as  far  as  I  can,  to  lay  ^^ 

Sneral  rules,  and  to  afford  all  the  accomiBJ'' 
tion  to  Members  that  I  can,  consis^tly 
with  the  resolution  of  the  House.    When 


the  hon.  Member  applied  for  two  «^^  " 
the  Report  on  Accidents  in  Mines,  fot  ^ 
use  of  two  libraries  in  that  part  of  ^ 
country  with  which  he  is  connected,  1  ^^ 
that,  in  refusing  or  complyinff  with  ba 
request,  I  was  establbhing  a  rule  ^^^^ 
sive  application.  If  the  I&ports  were  to  «• 
given  to  libraries  in  Cornwall,  they  ^^ 
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equally  be  giiren  to  libraries  in  all  parts  of 
the  coutstry.  I  consulted  the  Committee, 
and  they  confirmed  my  opinion  that  libra, 
ries  and  public  bodies  are  most  likely  to 
become  extensive  purchasers,  and  that  they 
were  also  the  parties  who  ought  to  pur- 
chase. For  these  reasons,  the  application 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  refused.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  says,  that  in  some  cases 
a  note  was  made  in  the  book  in  which 
applications  are  entered,  stating  whether 
the  application  had  been  granted  or  refused, 
and  that  that  practice  had  been  discontinued. 
The  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  is  quite 
correct,  and  the  reason  why  the  practice 
was  discontinued  was  this.  In  various  in- 
stances I  applied  to  Members  to  know  the 
reason  why  they  wished  to  be  supplied  with 
particular  papers,  no  reason  having  been 
entered  on  the  Book.  In  some  cases  a  8uf« 
iicient  reason  was  stated,  and  the  applica- 
tion was  granted.  In  other  cases  no  suf- 
ficient reason  was  stated,  and  the  applica- 
tion was  refused.  I  found,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  necessary  either  to  make  a 
special  entry  in  each  case,  or  if  the  papers 
Were  granted,  no  reason  appearing  on  the 
entry  of  the  Book,  such  cases  would  be 
urged,  as  they  were  in  fact  urged,  to  show 
that  applications  had  been  granted  without 
any  reason.  To  avoid  a  considerable  in- 
crease of  trouble,  which  must  have  resulted 
from  making  a  special  entry  in  each  case, 
the  practice  was  discontinued.  I  am  bound 
to  give  effect  to  the  resolution  of  the  House  ; 
I  wish  to  afford  all  the  accommodation  I 
can  to  Members,  consistently  with  an  ad- 
herence to  the  object  and  spirit  of  that 
resolution,  and  I  regret,  though  I  believe  it 
to  be  inevitable,  that  dissatisraction  should 
exist  in  the  minds  of  those  to  whom  papers 
are  refused. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  Committee 
which  had  come  to  the  decision  of  selling 
the  papers  to  the  public  did  so  on  the 
ffround  that  there  were  two  millions  of  copies 
by  them,  and  that  there  were  great  num. 
bers  who  would  be  glad  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  privilege  of  purchasing  these  papers 
at  a  cheap  rate ;  and  that  Committee  was 
moved  for  at  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  himself.  That  Committee  had,  for 
two  days  together,  taken  into  consideration 
the  question  whether  copies  should  be  given 
to  public  libraries  and  institutions,  and  had 
at  last  come  to  the  decision  that  it  would 
be  so  utterly  impossible  to  draw  a  fair  line 
of  distinction  between  those  institutions  to 
which  it  might  be  desirable  to  extend  such 
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be  so  desirable,  that  they  negatived  the 
proposition  altogether.  These  papers  were 
sold  for  a  halfpenny  a  sheet,  infinitely  less 
than  they  cost,  and  he  thought,  therefore, 
his  hon.  Friend  had  nothing  to  complain  of 
upon  that  score.  It  might  perhaps  be  a 
matter  of  complaint  that  he  was  compelled 
to  go  any  distance  from  the  House  to  ob- 
tain  them. 

Sir  Thomas  Freemantle  approved  of  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Committee,  from 
which  he  thought  the  public  would  eventu- 
ally receive  great  benefit.  He  thought  also 
that  thanks  were  due  to  the  Speaker  for  the 
zealous  and  cordial  manner  in  which  he  had 
co-operated  in  the  views  of  the  House  upon 
this  subject.  He  must  sayr  that  the  pri- 
vilege, now  discontinued,  of  permitting 
hon.  Members  to  obtain  numerous  copies 
of  public  papers,  was  one  that  was  very 
much  abused,  and  it  only  existed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  impossibility  of  purchasing 
them.  As  for  the  hon.  Member  being  put 
to  the  expense  of  purchasing  these  Reports 
at  the  cost  of  but  a  few  shillings,  he  thoueht 
that  many  hon.  Members  would  be  glad  to 
oblige  their  constituents  at  so  cheap  a 
rate.  With  regard  to  BiUs  in  progress 
through  the  House,  the  greatest  facility 
should  be  given  for  Members  to  receive 
them  and  send  them  to  their  constituents. 

Lord  George  Lennox  did  not  complain  of 
being  asked  to  pay  for  the  papers  of  the 
House,  but  of  not  being  able  to  procure 
those  which  he  wanted  by  payment,  on 
applying  for  them.  It  happened  to  himself 
the  other  day,  that  being  anxious  to  obtain 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  on  Mili- 
tary Flogging,  he  made  application  at  the 
usual  office,  but  was  told  that  it  was  printed 
elsewhere,  and  that,  consequently,  it  was 
not  to  be  had  there.  He  then  walked  down 
Parliament-street,  and  went  into  a  book- 
seller's shop,  and  obtained  the  Report  in 
question,  for  which  he  paid  nine  shillings. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  was  surprised  at  the 
attack  made  on  the  Committee,  and  recom- 
mended that  the  whole  system  should  be 
reviewed. 

Mr.  Robinson  thought  it  more  convenient 
that  the  Speaker  should  not  be  troubled  to 
decide  in  any  case,  but  that  an  inflexible 
rule  should  be  laid  down. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  thought  it  shameful  for 
the  House  to  entertain  this  trumpery  pro^ 
position  of  a  three-halfiienny  saving  to 
Members  in  procuring  documents  for  the 
use  of  their  constituents. 

Mr.  Tooke  denied  that  he  was  actuated 
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only  wished  that-  Members  should  have 

freater  facility   in  procuring    documents, 
le  had  expended  much  money  in  contri- 
butions to  public  institutions.     He  would 
withdraw  the  motion. 
Motion  withdrawn. 

Railways.]  Mr.  Potter  rose  to  move 
a  resolution  declaratory  that  no  railway  or 
tramway  whereon  carriages  are  propelled 
by  steam  shall  be  made  across  any  highway 
on  the  level,  unless  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill  report  that  such  a  restriction  ought 
not  to  be  enforced.  If  there  was  not  some 
check  to  the  present  system  of  railroad- 
making  the  country  would  be  dissected  in 
every  direction ;  and  from  the  great  velocity 
of  steam  carriages  it  was  necessary  to  guard 
against  sudden  and  unexpected  accidents 
on  the  crossways.  The  railroads  should 
either  pass  under  or  over  the  present  high- 
ways. Frequent  accidents  occurred  of  per- 
sons having  been  overtaken  while  crossing 
the  railroad.  He  had  witnessed  some. 
At  present  he  would  content  himself  with 
introducing  his  motion  without  entering 
into  details. 

Colonel  Thompson  said^  he  wished  to  ad- 
vance a  principle  which  he  believed  to  be 
nearly  the  same  with  that  of  the  Member 
for  Wigan.  On  asking  an  engineer  at  one 
of  the  Railway  Committees  the  average  ex- 
pense of  carrying  a  parish  road  over  a  rail- 
way by  an  arch,  he  had  been  told  between 
400/.  and  5001. ;  now,  calculating  interest 
at  four  per  cent ,  this  was  only  equivalent 
to  from  16/.  to  20/.  a-ycar ;  and  it  was 
strongly  to  be  suspected  that  the  expenses 
of  properly  looking  after  a  cross-road  on 
the  level,  could  never  be  brought  within 
this  amount.  It  appeared  to  him,  there- 
fore^ that  it  was  for  the  general  interest  of 
the  railways,  as  well  as  of  the  public  safety, 
that  they  should  be  obliged  in  all  cases  to 
carry  cross-roads  over  by  an  arch,  unless 
where  from  particular  circumstances  a 
tunnel  was  preferable.  It  would  have  to 
be  done  in  the  end ;  and  an  arrangement 
once  for  all,  now  so  many  railways  were  in 
agitation,  would  save  great  trouble  and  ex- 
pense, besides  the  loss  of  life  and  character. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought 
it  would  be  more  convenient  if  the  resolu- 
tion were  referred  for  consideration  to  the 
Select  Committee  silting  on  Railways.  He 
would  beg  leave  to  move  that  it  be  re- 
ferred. 

Resolution  referred  accordingly. 
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rose  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
for  the  Establishment  of  a  Board  of  National 
Education,  and  the   advancement  of  ele- 
mentary Education  in  Ireland.     The  BiU 
he  proposed  to  submit  to  the  Legislature 
he  had  for  the  first  time  introduced  into 
that  House  in  1831.     The  general  outline, 
with  many  of  the  details,  had  been  adopted 
in  the  recess  of  the  same  year  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  then  at  the  head  of 
the  Irish  Government ;  and  the  House  and 
country  were  well  acquainted  with   the 
results.     He  (Mr.   Wyse)  had,  however, 
always  thought  that  there  were  two  great 
defects  in  the  arrangement.     It  was  put 
forward  merely  as  an  experiment,  and  was 
by  no  means  constructed,  as  far  as  the 
financial  administration  was  in  question,  on 
sound  principles.     He    had  never  ceased 
urging  on   that   House  the  necessity  of 
placing  the  whole  plan   on  a  broad  and 
permanent  basis.     The  financial  adminis- 
tration  was  complicated — it  had   greatly 
checked  the  efficiency  and  extension  of  the 
system ;  it  might,    with  a  few  but  still 
most    important    alterations,    be  brought 
into  tenfold  activity.    The  Bill  of  18S1  he 
had  renewed  last  year  (he  had  not  been 
permitted  to  do  so  sooner,  in  consequence 
of  absence  from  ParliamentV  with  some 
additions  intended  to  simplify  the  details, 
and  on  introducing  it  to  the  House  had 
seized  the  occasion  of  going  at  great  length 
into  the  principle  of  die  measure,  and  the 
means  by  which  he  proposed  to  work  it  out 
in  practice.     He  presumed  the  House  to  have 
then  had  sufficient,  opportunity  afforded 
them  of  judging  of  his  views,    and    be 
would  not,  in  the  present  instance,  tres- 
pass upon  their  patience  further  than  by 
referrine  to  them.    The  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  and  committed,  and  finally  re- 
ferred to  the  Select  Committee  on  Irish 
Education,  which  he  had  moved  for,  and 
which  was  then  sitting  above  stairs.     The 
Committee  heard  evidence  in  iUustratioa 
of  the  principle  and  details  of  the  Bill,  but 
in  consequence  of  the  termination  of  the 
session  were  not   enabled  to  report  as  to 
the    conclusions  to   which  such  evidence 
would  lead.      This  session  the  House  had 
permitted  the  re-appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  all  that  he  desired  was,  that  the 
Bill  should  be  advanced  to  the  same  stage  as 
last  year,  so  as  to  allow  the  Committee  to  ap- 
ply their  evidence,  and  to  report  satisfac- 
torily on  its  merits  or  demerits,  ibt  principles 
and  practicability,  to  the  House.      He  was 
quite  conscious  that  that  was  not  the  place 
to  impress  upon  hon.  Members  any  clear 
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ideas  of  so  intricate  a  subject.  Perusal  in 
the  closet^  where  each  clause  might  calmly 
be  weighed^  its  object  and  tendencies  ap. 
predated,  and  its  clauses  of  practical  effi- 
ciency understood,  was  worth  all  those  ex- 
planations, however  elaborate  and  compre- 
hensive, which  could  possibly  be  conveyed 
through  the  medium  of  oral  statement  to 
that  House.  He  should,  therefore,  abstain, 
as  he  had  already  stated,  from  going  into 
any  details.  He  would  merely  state  the  two 
leading  principles  of  the  Bill.  He  had  no 
idea' 01  superseding  the  existing  Board — on 
the  contrary,  the  establishment  of  such 
Board  had  been  pressed  and  urged  by  him 
in  every  shape,  long  before  it  had  been 
established ;  but  he  proposed  to  give  a  le- 
gislative sanction,  and  with  that  perma- 
nence and  certainty  to  its  existence.  This 
was  essential,  if  Government  really  intend- 
ed that  the  public  should  look  up  to  it  as  a 
system  of  national  education.  It  was  true 
that  in  the  late  change  of  parties  the^  system 
had  had  the  good  fortune  to  win  also  at  hist, 
though  late,  the  protecting  smiles  of  the 
very  men  who  hitherto  had  been  active  in 
their  vituperation ;  but  this  homage  to  pub- 
lic opinion,  from  all  that  had  since  trans- 
pired, he  could  never  be  persuaded  to  con- 
sider a  willing  one,  and  sure  he  was,  that  if 
such  was  the  case,  and  by  any  mischance 
that  party  had  continued  in  power,  means 
would  not  long  be  wanting,  if  not  to  pre- 
vent the  destruction,  at  least  the  inefficiency 
of  the  body.  He  wished  to  place  the  whole 
beyond  such  rifks — to  rescue  what  he  con- 
sidered an  instrument  of  national  benefit 
from  all  contingencies  of  sect  or  minister. 
If  it  was  to  be  dependent  upon  the  rescript 
of  a  secretary  alone,  it  was  scarcely  worth 
having.  Every  little  change  in  property — 
every  trifling  amelioration  in  our  system  of 
justice,  national  defence,  finance,  &c.  is 
considered  important  enough  to  demand  the 
express  sanction  of  a  law,  and  this  great 
basis  of  all  amelioration — this,  without 
which  law  itself  cannot  work  out  its  true, 
civilizing  eflects — ^is  still  left  in  a  state  of 
precariousand  permitted  existence.  A  second 
principle  was  a  better  distribution  of 
burthens  and  powers.  He  thought  the 
central  power  or  body  should  give  the  first 
stimulus — the  local  body  should  continue 
it  On  this  principle  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Board  should  purchase  the  land, 
(and  there  should  be  clauses  giving  them, 
as  in  cases  of  lunatic  asylums,  &c.  powers 
to  that  effect) — that  they  should  build  and 
outfit  the  school,  build  the  teachers'  houses, 
imd  allot  land  in  the  country  for  agricul- 


tural instruction;  and  likewise  in  all  schools 
for  parochial  instruction.  The  parish  or 
district  in  return  should  pay  the  teacher, 
and  see  that  the  school  was  kept  in  repair. 
For  this  a  School  Committee  would  of  course 
be  requisite ;  and  it  was  a  matter  of  con- 
gratulation that  the  more  the  people  were 
not  only  permitted,  but  required,  to  interest 
themselves  about  their  own  business,  the 
more  interest  they  were  sure  to  take,  the 
more  knowledge  they  acquired  of  its  work- 
ings, and  the  higher  value  they  set  on  its 
results.  This  payment,  in  his  mind,  ought 
to  be  efiected  by  assessment.  From  what 
he  had  seen,  heard,  and  thought  on  the 
subject,  he  confessed  he  totally  mistrusted 
the  efficiency  of  the  voluntary  system,  to 
say  nothing  of  its  palpable  injustice,  bur- 
dening the  benevolent  few  for  the  apathy 
and  penury  of  the  selfish  many.  How  these 
several  duties  were  to  be  exercised  and  com- 
bined, was  a  matter  of  very  delicate  ar- 
rangement. He  had  given  them  all  the 
attention,  from  a  very  early  period,  in  his 
power,  and  he  trusted  on  looking  to  the  Bill 
itself,  they  would  find  that  if  all  difficulties 
had  not  been  overcome,  none  had  been 
neglected,  and  some  at  least  satisfactorily 
vanquished.  In  conclusion,  he  would  im- 
press upon  the  House  the  position  in  which 
this  country  stood  to  the  great  portion  of 
the  civilized  world,  the  intellectual  supre- 
macy, and,  he  might  add,  the  moral,  with- 
out which  he  firmlv  held  all  other  would 
be  vain ;  and  he  would  then  ask  them,  as 
men  anxious  to  raise  their  country  in  the 
scale  of  nations,  would  they  any  longer 
consent  that  education,  from  whence  intel- 
lectual and  moral  power  can  alone  flow, 
should  be  left  as  a  secondary  object,  to  the 
chance  management  of  individuals,  and  not 
made  the  dearest  and  most  sacred  object  of 
the  attention  and  aflection  of  the  country. 
He  begged  to  conclude  by  moving  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Board  of  National  Education,  and  the  ad. 
vancement  of  Elementary  Education  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  Lefroy  (D.  U.)  was  surprised  that 
the  Government  had  not  given  any  opinion 
on  this  question,  nor  stated  how  far  they 
were  willing  to  support  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther, after  the  great  anxiety  they  had  ma- 
nifested to  support  the  system  at  present  in 
operation  in  Ireland--^ whether,  after  all  the 
trouble  they  had  given  themselves  to  estab- 
lish that  system,  they  were  now  prepared  to 
supersede  it  altogether?  He  asked,  were 
they  to  have  two  Boards  of  Education  in 
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Menbor  hid  prodtioed,  thao  hy  aof  diri* 
MOB  of  the  Houie^  which  he  hoped  would 
■on  this  oooMion  be  aroided,  as  it  woald  be 
Jiable  to  misconttructioo.    He  would  oon- 
dude  by  MtyiDg  that  be  opposed  these  re« 
solutions,  because  he  beiiered  them  to  be 
adverse  to  the  best  interests  of  the  conn* 
tryy«-*becaufle  be  beliered  that  the  course 
which  the  country  had  hitherto  followed 
had   greatly  promoted    its  proeperity» — 
because  he  Icnew  that  we  had  already  given 
the  people,  in   the  last    six    years,  relief 
from  8,000,000/.  of  taxation,*— because  he 
knew  that  derengement  in  our  fiscal  regu- 
lations was   always  an  evi]»-~-because  he 
knew  that  it  always  created  a  double  dis- 
turbance of  capital,— 'becMise  he  felt  that 
a  property-tax  was  an  improper  tax  during 
a  period  of  peace,  although  it  miffht  be  a 
▼erv  useful  and  productive  tax  during  a 
period  of  war,-^and  because  he  was  cer- 
tain that  the   consumer   would   not    get 
the  benefit   of  the  tax    repealed,  whilst 
the  people    would  have  to  pay  the  full 
burden   of  the   tax  imposed.    Meaning 
nothing   but  kindness  towards  his  hon. 
Frieadi  he  would,   in  conclusion,  beg  his 
hon»    Friend    to   withdraw    his   motion. 
Mr.  Barhw  Hoy  could  not  but  express 
satisfaction  at  the  greater  part  of   what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheauer ;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
would  consent  to  withdraw  his  resolution. 
He  wished,  however,  to  say  one  word  on 
the  subject  of  the  Legacy  and  Probate 
Duty :  much  had  been   said  of   the  par- 
tiality of  imposing  such  burdens  on  per- 
sonal property,  and  allowing  land  to  enjoy 
exemption  from  them.     But  he  (Mr.  Hoy,) 
was  OT  opinion,  and  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  bear  him  out  in  that  opinion, 
that  the  taxes  borne   by  the  lana  were 
much     more    than    equivalent    to     the 
Legacy  and  Probate  Duty  upon  personal 
property*     He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
fur  Worcester  should  have  put  at  the  head 
of  his  resolution  a  proposition  to  the  eflfect 
that  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  unnecessary  and  ought  to  be 
abolished,  because  if  the  House  should  deal 
with  the  existing  taxation  in  the  manner 
iie  proposed,  there  would  certainly  be  no 
great  necessity  for  such  office.     He  quite 
agreed  with  the  Chancellor  of  the   Ex- 
chequer in  respect  of  direct  and  indirect 
taxation;  that  nothing  could    be   worse, 
and  more  undefeasible  than  direct  taxation 
of  any  kind.     He  admitted,  indeed,  that 
there  would   be  great  saving  in  the  collec- 


tion of  the  revenue  by  theadoptiiMiof  audi 
a  plan ;  but  hecould  state  that  a  labouring 
man  in  this  country  suffered  more  from 
fifteen  days'  want  of  employment  than  from 
any  amount  of  taxation  with  which  he  was 
burdened:  and  he  believed  that  the  !«• 
bouring  classes  generally  would  be  sufferers 
to  a  very  great  extent  by  any  disturbance 
of  capital,  which  such  an  alteration  in  the 
mode  of  raising  a  revenue  would  almost 
inevitably  produce.  Gentlemen  from  Ire* 
land  were  very  fond  of  insisting  upon 
equalization  in  the  laws  of  the  two  coun« 
tries:  he  (Nfr.  Hoy,)  could  see  no  xcaaon 
why  the  landed  property  in  that  country 
should  not  be  taxed  to  the  same  extent  as 
that  of  England;  and  he  called  upon  those 
hon.  Members  to  support  that  equulixa- 
tion.  In  conclusion«  he  repeated  his  hope 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  withdraw 
his  resolution :  he  believed  that  if  he  went 
to  a  division  he  would  be  left  in  a  very 
small  minority. 

Mr.  Hume  could  not  agree  with  those 
hon.  Qentlemeu  who  thought  that  direct 
taxation  was  the  very  worst  mode  in  which 
taxes  could  be  levied.  He  had  thought 
that  little  difference  of  opinion  existed  on 
that  subject.  Even  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  admitted  that  taxation  to  be 
the  best  which  proportionately  took  the 
least  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  peoplct  and 
returned  the  most  into  the  Exchequer. 
With  regard  to  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
said  respecting  the  inconvenience  which 
any  portion  of  the  labouring  classes  would 
fed  at  the  loss  of  employment  for  fifteen 
days  together,  he  considered  that  nothing 
more  distressing  to  the  labouring  dasses 
could  take  place.  If  a  man  who  had  no 
other  means  of  subniittence  than  his  daily 
labour  was  to  be  kept  for  fifteen  days  out 
of  employment  the  consequences  to  him 
would  be  most  grievous.  But  what  was 
the  best  way  of  promoting  the  employment 
of  the  working  classes?  It  was,  in  hts 
mind,  by  not  taking  money  out  of  the 
pockets  of  those  who  afforded  them  em- 
ployment. He  could  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  what  had  occurred  with 
respect  to  the  repeal  of  the  duty  on  salt. 
It  woold  be  in  their  recollection  that  at 
the  time  that  they  repealed  the  duty  on 
salt  that  duty  amounted  to  \5s,  per  bushel, 
whilst  at  that  time  the  price  of  salt  per 
bushel  was  S0#.  Well,  the  duty  having 
been  taken  off,  the  price  of  salt  was  re-^ 
duced  to  2f.  a  bushel.  There  then  was  a 
loss  of  three  shillings  to  the  manufiicturer 
on  the  full  rate^^that  wa>  in  the  reduction 
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from  Ave  ^UIIingB  to  two.    In  the  Mme 
proportaoD,  if  thej  looked  to  Tarioiis  ar- 
tides   which  paid  an  excise  duty,  they 
weald  find  that  the  fall  on  each  article 
was  proportioned  to  the  reduction  of  tax- 
ation. He  differed  in  opinion  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  respecting  a  property-tax. 
In  the  principle  of  such  a  tax  he  fully 
concurred.     He  did  not  agree  in  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said, 
that  luckless  would  be  the  man  who  pro- 
posed a  property-tax.     In  that  opinion  he 
by  no  means  was  willtns<  to  coincide.     He 
was  pleased  to  hear  what  had  fallen  on 
this  subject  ftom  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
introduced  the  motion.     The    Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said,  that  if  we  re- 
sorted to  a  property-tax  at  all  it  should  be 
reserved  for  a  time  of  war.   He  hoped  that 
they  never  would  have  a  time  of  war.   But 
were  they  to  be  kept  off  from  adopting  a 
property.tax,  if  it  should  be  thought  ex- 
pedient, until  the  time  of  war  P     He  found 
there  was  agreat  objection  existing  in  many 
quarters  to  the  adoption  of  a  property-tax. 
A  great  proportion  of  capital  or  the  country, 
he  admitted,  was  unwilling  to  bear  its 
Moper  share  of  taxation.    When  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  re- 
epectiog  the  agricultural  distress  should 
bring  that  motion  forward,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  show  what  was  the  exact  state 
of  agricultural  taxation*    He  would   be 
prepared  to  show  that  there  was  no  coun- 
try in  which  the  landed  aristocracy   bore 
so  little  taxation  as  in  this  country*     He 
would  go  farther,  and  show  the  extent  to 
which    they    ought  to    be  taxed.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might,  per- 
haps, differ  from  him  on  that  point.     He 
held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  a  return  by 
which  it  appeared  that  since  the  legacy 
atid  probate  duty  were  laid  on,  the  amount 
of  personal  property  tidministered  for  was 
826,000,000/.     It  appeured  from  this  re* 
return  that  personal   property  had  paid 
into  the  Exchequer  no  less  a  sum   than 
43,787,000/.,  whilst  landed  property  during 
that  time  had  not  paid  one  farthing.     He 
now  came  to  the  course  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  made  the  motion. 
He  confessed  that  he  had  little  confidence 
in  the  plan  of  reform  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  proposed.     He  could  notugree 
in  any  of  the  principles  which  he  bad  laid 
down,  though  he  agreed  in  many  of  the 
statements  he  had  made.    In  the  course 
of  the  discussion  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man hud  originated  he  found  that  two  or 
three  important  principles  of  taxation  were 


admitted.    He  agreed  in  die  obsenratioda 
made  by  the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
coDceming  the  war^taxes.    But  let  tnem 
consider  what  was  their  financial  situation 
in  179s, — what  was  the  comparative  dil^ 
ference  between  their  taxation  then  and 
now.      He  was  not  one  of  those  who  had 
ever  been  fond  of  drawing  gloomy  pictures. 
In  the  worst  of  times  it  nerer  had  been  his 
disposition  to  do  so,  for  he  knew  that  any 
distress  which  existed  arose  out  of  causes 
of  our  own  making,  and  which  it  was  fully 
iu  our  power  to  remedy.     Now  with  re* 
spect   to  the  reduction  of  taxation,  and 
particularly  as  regarded  the  manufacturing 
and  working  classes,  he  was  surprised  to 
find  that  the  hon.  Member  in  his  proposed 
reductions  had  made  no  mention  of  the 
corn-laws.    From  the  hon.  Member*s  rising 
until  his  sitting  down  he  had  not  mentioned 
one  word  on  the  subject  of  the  corn-laws. 
Could  he  have  been  serious   in   thinking 
that  if  the  taxation  of  the  country  was  r&> 
vised  the  corn-laws  were  to  be  forgotten  ? 
With  the  knowledge  of  the  effect  of  the 
corn  laws  on  the  commerce  and  industry 
of  the  country,  he  was  sure  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  unintentionally 
forborne  to  allude  to  them.     He  could  not 
admit  the  deductions  of  the  hon.  Gentle 
man  when  he  had  omitied  to  allude  to 
such  an  important  subject  as  that*    The 
corn  Jaws,  be  would  be  able  to  prove,  were 
injurious  to  the  productive  industry  of  the 
country  to  an  extent  that  was  by  no  means 
generally  supposed.    There  were  branches 
of  industry  so  circumstanced  that  the  most 
trifling  difference  of  price  was  sufficient  to 
influence  them,  and  make  them  prosperous 
or  otherwise.    When  he  was  last  in  the 
manu&cturing  parts  of  England  he  was 
informed  that  the  difference  of  f  or  |  had 
been  the  means  of  removing  an  extensive 
branch  of  manufacturing   industry    from 
the    place    altogether.      He   complained 
then  that  in  a  proposal  to  revise  our  tax- 
ation the  hon.  Member  had  omitted  to 
notice  number  one  of  the  entire  system. 
He  presumed  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
admit  the  importance  of  house*rent,  and 
the  necessity  of  affording  comfortable  ac<- 
commodation  to  the  working  classes.   Now, 
there  was  nothing  more  important  in  build- 
ing houses  for  those  classes  than  that  the 
material  should  be  good,  and  that  they 
should   be  able  to  introduce  good  timber 
into  the  fabrication  of  such  buildings,  in 
preference  to  inferior  timber ;  and  for  that 
purpose  would  not  an  alteration  of  the 
timber  duties  be  desirable?     The  hon. 
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Ueaber  hid  prodoood,  than  by  any  din- jtion  of  the  lereirae  by  the  adaption  of  ssdi 
Msa  of  tbe  HouM,  which  he  hoped  would  a  plan }  but  heconldgtatethatBUbouring 
OB  this  occuioD  be  aroided,  ss  it  wonld  be  {  man  in  thii  couotry  mffered  moie  from 
Jiable  to  nuBcoaitructioD.  He  would  con-  '  fifteen  days'  want  of  enploymeiit  than  from 
elude  by  tayiog  that  he  oppoeed  theae  re-  ^  any  amount  of  taxatioo  with  which  he  waa 
•dlutioni,  becauie  he  beliered  them  to  be  ,  hurdeoed :  and  he  believed  that  the  )&• 
adrerae  to  the  beat  intereita  of  tbecotin-  bouriDgclaMesgeuerallywuld  besofierera 
try,— becauK  he  believed  that  the  aoane    to  a  very  great  extent  by  aoy  distnrbaDcs 


which  the  couotry  had   hitherto  followed    of  capital,  which  each 
'eofraisins  a 
itably  produce. 


had   greativ  promoted    ita  prosperity,—  |  mode  of  raisins  a 
because  he  anew  that  we  had  already  given    '       '    " 


the  people,  in  the  last  six  yean,  relief 
from  8,000,000/.  of  taxatioo, — liecause  he 
knew  that  detaogemeDt  in  our  fiscal  regu- 
latioQi  was  always  an  evil,— becauie  he 
knew  that  it  always  created  a  double  dis- 
turbance of  capital,— because  be  felt  that 
a  property-tax  vas  an  improper  tax  during 
a  period  of  peace,  although  it  mii^t  be  a 
rery  useful  and  productire  tax  during  a 
period  of  war, — and  because  he  was  cer- 
tain that  the  conaumer  would  not  get 
the  benefit  of  the  tax  repealed,  whHst 
the  people  would  hare  to  pay  the  fall 
burden  of  the  tax  imposed.  Meaning 
nothing  but  kindDaia  towards  his  hon. 
Frieod,  he  would,  in  condnsion,  beg  his 
haO'  Friend  to  withdraw  his  motion. 
Mr.  Barionr  Hoy  oould  not  but  express 
•atisfection  at  the  greater  part  of  what 
bad  fidlen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
tb*  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  and  be 
hoped  that  the  Hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
would  consent  to  withdraw  liis  resolution. 
He  wished,  however,  to  say  one  word  on 
the  subject  of  the  Legacy  and  Prubate 
Duty :  much  hod  been  said  of  the  par- 
tiality of  imposiog  such  burdoos  on  per, 
aonal  property,  and  allowing  land  to  enjoy 
exemption  from  them.  Gut  he  (Mr.  Hoy,) 
was  of  opinion,  and  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  betr  him  out  in  that  opinion, 
that  the  taxes  Iwrne  by  the  land  were 
much  mora  than  equivalent  to  the 
Legacy  and   Prubate  Duty  upon  personal 

Eiroperty.  He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
at  Worcester  should  hare  put  at  the  head 
of  his  resolution  a  proposition  tn  the  effect 
that  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
che<juer  was  unnecessary  and  ought  to  be 
abolished,  because  if  the  House  should  deal 
with  the  existing  taxation  in  the  manner 
he  proposed,  there  would  certainly  be  do 
great  necessity  for  such  office.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chtMjun  in  respect  of  direct  and  indirect 
(asstion;  that  nothing  could  be  worse, 
and  more  undefeasihle  th»n  direct  taxation 
of  any  kind.  He  admitted)  indeed,  that 
there  would   be  gr^at  saving  in  the  coUac- 


alteration  in  the 
would  almost 
Gentlemen  from  Ire- 
land  were  very  fond  of  insisting  upon 
equalization  in  the  laws  of  the  two  couq> 
tries:  he  (Mr.  Hoy,)  could  Bee  no  reason 
why  the  landed  pniperty  in  that  country 
should  not  be  taxed  to  the  same  extent  as 
that  of  England;  and  he  called  Upon  those 
hon.  Members  to  support  that  equuliza- 
tion.  Id  conclusion,  he  repeated  his  hope 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  witlidraw 
his  resolution :  he  believed  that  if  he  went 
to  a  dirisioo  he  would  be  left  in  a  very 
small  miuority. 

Mr.  Hume  could  not  agree  with  those 
hon.  Oenttemeu  who  thought  that  direct 
taxatioo  was  the  very  worst  mode  in  which 
taxes  could   be  levied.    He  had  thought 
that  little  difference  of  opinion  existed  on 
that  subject.     Even  the  Cbanoellur  of  Uie 
Exchequer  admitted   that  taxatbn  to  be 
the  best  which    proportionately   took  the 
least  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people^  and 
returned  the  most   into  the   Exchequer. 
With  regard  to  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
said  respecting  the  inoonrenieuce  which 
any  portion  of  the  labouring  classes  would 
feel  at  the  loss   of  employment  for  fifteen 
days  toKether,  he  considered  that  nothing 
more    distressing  to  the  labouring  classes 
could  take  place.     If  a  man  who  had  no 
other  means  of  subriatence  than  his  daily 
labour  wa*  to  be  kept  for  fifteen  days  out 
of  employment  the  consequences  to  him 
would  be    most  grievous.     But  what  waa 
the  best  way  of  promoting  the  employment 
of  the  working  classes?     It  was,   in  hts 
mind,  by   not  tukiiig  money  out  of  the 
pockets  of  those  who  iifforded  them  em- 
ployment.   He  could  call  the  attention  of 
the    House  to  what    had    occurred   witii 
respect  to  tUi 
It  wonld  be 
the  time  thu 
salt  that  duly 
whilst  at  th 
bushel  was 
been  taken  u: 
duced  to  2f. 
loss  of  three 
on  the  full  ra 
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and  therefore  he  could  not  undertake  to 
bring  forward  any  measure  with  reference 
to  them  during  the  present  session. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  was  read,  and 
the  question  put,  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  on  the  Tithe  Com- 
mutation (England)  Bill. 

Sir  R.  Peel  asked  if  the  nohle  Lord  had 
any  alterations  to  propose  in  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill? 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  that  he  had 
none  of  any  importance,  or  at  all  affecting 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  therefore 
should  be  glad  to  get  into  Committee,  in 
order  to  hear  the  suggestions  and  opinions 
of  hon.  Members  on  each  clause  as  pro- 
posed. 

Sir  22.  Peel  said,  that  many  cases  would 
arise  which  were  not  provided  for  in  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.  He  wished  to 
know  in  what  way  the  modus  was  to  be 
disposed  of — who  were  the  authorities  to 
decide  whether  the  allegations  that  a  mo- 
dus existed  were  valid  or  not  ? 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  he  had  a  clause  to 
propose  to  set  that  point  at  rest,  but  at 
present  he  would  not  enter  into  the  details 
of  it- 
Mr.  Pemberton  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  could  not  be  more  anxious  than  he 
was  to  see  a  system  for  the  entire  commu- 
tation of  tithes ;  but  he  was  persuaded  that 
this  Bill,  as  it  now  stood,  was  incapable 
of  effecting  that  object,  unless  some  most 
important  alterations  were  made  in  it.  He 
was  extremely  anxious  to  give  effect  to  a 
measure  for  the  entire  commutation  of 
tithes,  but  he  was  sure,  that  if  the  law- 
officers  of  the  Crown  would  examine  this 
Bill,  and  compare  it  with  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth,  they  would  see 
that  the  latter  was  best  calculated  to  bring 
about  the  views  and  intentions  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Lord  JoAn  Russellhdid  not  seen  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  before  he  had 
brought  forward  his  own  measure.  He 
had  asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  state 
his  plan  last  session,  and  he  was  sorry  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  acceded  to 
his  request.  He  however,  did  not  think 
that  at  present  he  should  be  justified  in 
adopting  the  provisions  of  that  Bill. 

Mr.  Estcourt  (0.  U,)  said,he  saw  that  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  contained  no  pro- 
visions as  to  the  time  within  which  volun- 
tary commutations  must  be  effected,  and 
before  the  expiration  of  which  compulsory 

conuatttaiioQ9  WQuld  not  be  enforced.   He 


wished  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord 
whether  he  meant  to  introduce  a  clause  for 
this  purpose. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  had 
originally  intended  to  limit  the  time  for 
voluntary  commutations  to  six  months  ; 
but  that  upon  consideration,  he  thought 
that  time  was  too  short,  and  he  therefore 
meant  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  words 
which  would  make  that  point  clear.  He 
should  propose  that  twelve  months,  from 
the  1st  of  October  next,  should  be 
allowed  before  compulsory  commutations 
could  be  made. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  had  put  certain 
questions  to  the  noble  Lord  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  being  guided  in  considering  the 
details  of  the  Bill  by  the  answers  he  might 
receive.  He,  for  one,  had  no  objection  to 
the  House  resolving  at  once  into  Committee, 
if  the  noble  Lord  so  desired ;  but  there 
being  many  important  omissions  in  the  Bill, 
and  the  noble  Lord  not  being  prepared  to 
supply  them,  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  should 
certainly  feel  some  difficulty  in  offering 
suggestions  to  do  that  which  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  prepared  to  do  in  respect  to 
his  own  measure. 

Sir  Robert  Price  was  of  opinion,  with 
many  of  his  constituents,  who  had  paid 
a  great  deal  of  attention  to  tithes  that 
before  Surveyors  or  Commissioners  were 
sent  to  value  tithes,  with  a  view  to  a  per- 
manent commutation,  it  would  be  advisa- 
ble, if  not  necessary,  that  some  law  should 
pass,  to  declare  what  is  and  what  is  not 
titheable,  since  there  prevailed,  at  the 
present  moment,  the  greatest  uncertainty 
on  that  subject.  There  had  been  a  great 
contrariety  of  decisions  on  the  point,  and 
the  consequences  of  an  attempt  to  make  a 
permanent  settlement,  under  such  circum- 
stances might  (as  in  the  case  of  Lord 
Tenterden's  Act)  be,  the  commencement  of 
an  infinite  number  of  actions  to  trv  disputed 
questions.  The  state  of  the  law  with  respect 
to  timber  trees  had  always  been  considered 
as  free  from  tithe,  of  above  twenty-years 
growth,  until  the  decision  of  the  case  of 
the  executors  of  Dr.  Ford  which  had  ever 
since  involved  the  point  in  great  doubt 
and  uncertainty.  He  should  conclude  by 
expressing  a  hope  that  if  the  Government 
did  not  at  once  bring  in  a  Bill  to  settle  thia 
and  other  similar  questions,  they  must 
not  be  chagrined  if  they  found,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  own  measures,  increased 
litigation  should  take  place. 

Mr,  Oally  Knight  9»id,  in  the  interval 


695 


Commutation  qf  Tithes       {  COMMONS} 


(England,) 


596 


which  hat  elapsed  since  the  introduction 
of  the  new  Commutation  Bill  we  have  only 
been  able  to  ascertain  that  the  question  is 
surrounded  with  difficulties.  For  no  boon 
was  there  ever  so  loud  an  outcry  ;  but 
whenever  the  termination  is  approached, 
the  petitioners  hang  back.  One  thing  is 
clear — that  the  more  the  subject  is  inves- 
tigated,  the  more  does  it  redound  to  the 
honour  of  the  Church  ;  for  the  real  diffi- 
culties arise,  not  from  the  grasping,  but 
the  liberal  manner  in  which  the  clergy 
have  collected  their  dues.  The  tithe-pay- 
ers have  at  last  found  out  that  they  have 
had  a  good  bargain  of  the  Church,  a  better 
bargain  than  they  thought  for,  and  now 
that  the  settlement  is  at  hand,  commu- 
tation no  longer  appears  to  be  so  decided 
an  advantage.  It  is  but  fair  to  the  Church 
that  this  should  be  mentioned.  Whatever 
is  finally  concluded,  let  it  always  be  re- 
membered, that,  nothing  was  ever  more 
untrue  than  the  charges  which  have  been 

E referred  against  the  clergy,  as  a  body, 
et  it  always  be  remembered,  that  it  is 
now  in  proof  that,  as  a  body,  the  clergy 
have  always  been  liberal.  Yet,  however 
perverse  it  may  seem,  it  is,  1  believe,  in* 
herent  in  flesh  and  blood  to  dislike  to  pay 
more  than  a  man  has  been  accustomea  to 
pay.  So  at  least  has  it  been  since  the 
tall ;  and  perhaps,  in  a  country  where  the 
laws  are  duly  enforced,  as  much  as  a  man 
can  obtain  may  be  considered  as  not 
very  distant  from  his  equitable  claim. 
Exceptions,  of  course,  shall  be  made  in 
cases  of  our  indulgence,  which  shall  not  be 
permitted  to  prejudice  future  interests. 
But  the  status  quo,  the  habitual  practice 
of  the  country,  should  appear  to  be  no  im- 
proper basis  for  a  general  rule  ;  and  the 
rather  because,  should  no  commutation 
take  place,  a  continuation  of  the  status 
quo  is  as  much  as  could  be  hoped  for. 
And  here  appears  at  once,  in  arranging 
the  conditions  of  any  commutation  of  which 
the  compulsory  principle  forms  a  part,  the 
difficulty  of  exclusively  basing  those  con- 
ditions on  an  average  of  crops.  It  is  vain 
to  say  that  no  regard  must  be  had  to  the 
means  by  which  abundant  crops  are  raised ; 
the  habitual  practice  of  the  coiintry  shows 
that  this  maxim  has  long  been  obsolete. 
The  terms  of  all  existing  compositions 
admit  that  ample  room  and  verge  enough 
must  be  left  for  the  improvements  of  the 
agriculturist.  The  tithe-owner  is  fully 
aware  that  crops  are  as  much  the  produce 
Qf  capital  at  of  the  land  ;  and,  in  having 


regard  to  this  fact ,  the  tithe-owner  has 
shown  as  much  wisdom  as  mercy,  for  had 
he  proceeded  in  a  different  manner,  the 
only  result  would  have  been,  that  abundant 
crops  would  not  have  been  produced.     At 
the  same  time,  Sir,  it  appears,  that  whilst 
liberality  has  been  the  rule  and  rapacity 
the  exception,  yet  has  there  been  nothing 
like  uniformity  in  the  different  parts  of 
the  country.   From  whatever  circumstances 
it  may  have  arisen,  there  is  a  greater  va* 
riety  in  the  terms  of  composition  than 
might  have  been  expected.    In  Devonshire 
(where,  by  the  way,  the  outcry  has  been 
the  loudest)  the  terms  are  comparatively 
low,  in  Kent  they  are  comparatively  high  \ 
and  this  variety  throws  another  obstacle  ia 
the  way  of  coming  to  any  final  arrange- 
ment.     It  is  almost  impossible  to  propose 
any  exact  limits,  which  would  be  univer- 
sally just.     Under  these  circumstances,  if 
you  retain  the  compulsory  principle,  the 
only  course  appears  to  be  to  enlarge  the 
powers  of  the  Commissioners,   and  give 
them  a  greater  latitude  in  dealing  with 
extreme    cases.     Some    persons  are    in 
favour  of  taking  the  actual  value  of  the 
land  as  the  basis  of  commutation,— others 
prefer  other  methods  ;  but  the  enlargement 
of  the  powers  of  the  Commissioners  appears 
to  me  the  preferable  course.    Nor  can  I 
see,  then,  there  need  be  more  danger  \n 
placing  the  summary  disposal  of  property 
in   their  hands,  on  the  present  occasion, 
than  there  is  in  the  case  of  every  enclosure, 
where     Commissioners      are     constantly 
invested  with   powers  equally  large.     At 
the  same  time  the  Commissioners  should  be 
instructed  in  all  cases,  where  under  sixty 
per  cent,  has  been  taken,  to  secure  to  the 
clergyman  to  the  full  as  much  as  he  has 
hitherto  received  ;  and,   in  cases  of  over* 
indulgence,  which  will  not  be  found  to  be 
few,  invariably  to  adjust  the  balance  in 
favour  of  the  Church.     Upon  such  con* 
ditions  the  compulsory  principle  might  be 
retained,  and  I  should  be  loth  to  abandon 
it,  because  without  it  I  fear  the  Bill  would 
not  come  into  extensive  operation.  Should 
however,  such  an  arrangement  as  I  have 
alluded  to  be  considered  inexpedient,  in 
that  case,  the  only  alternative  would   be 
to  fall  back  on  the  voluntary  principle, 
and  give  it  a  fair  trial.     Bat  in  any  plan 
that  may  be  adopted,  I  should  be  anxious 
to  include    the  power    of   redemption, 
because,  without  it,  no  final  termination 
would  be  put  to  that  which  is  acknowledged 
to  be  an  evil ;  and  with  it  I  am  persuaded 
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equally  be  given  to  libraries  in  all  parts  of 
the  country.  I  consulted  the  Committee, 
and  they  confirmed  my  opinion  that  libra- 
ries and  public  bodies  are  most  likely  to 
become  extensive  purchasers,  and  that  they 
teere  also  the  parties  who  ought  to  pur- 
chase. For  these  reasons,  the  application 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  refused.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  says,  that  in  some  cases 
a  note  was  made  in  the  book  in  which 
applications  are  entered,  stating  whether 
the  application  had  been  granted  or  refused, 
and  that  that  practice  had  been  discontinued. 
The  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  is  quite 
correct,  and  the  reason  why  the  practice 
was  discontinued  was  this.  In  various  in- 
stances I  applied  to  Members  to  know  the 
reason  why  they  wished  to  be  supplied  with 
particular  papers,  no  reason  having  been 
entered  on  the  Book.  In  some  cases  a  suf- 
ficient reason  was  stated,  and  the  applica- 
tion was  granted.  In  other  cases  no  suf- 
ficient reason  was  stated,  and  the  applica- 
tion was  refused.  I  found,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  necessary  either  to  make  a 
Special  entry  in  each  case,  or  if  the  papers 
were  granted,  no  reason  appearing  on  the 
entry  of  the  Book,  such  cases  would  be 
urged,  as  they  were  in  fact  urged,  to  show 
that  applications  had  been  granted  without 
any  reason.  To  avoid  a  considerable  in- 
crease of  trouble,  which  must  have  resulted 
from  making  a  special  entry  in  each  case, 
the  practice  was  discontinued.  I  am  bound 
to  give  effect  to  the  resolution  of  the  House ; 
I  wish  to  afford  all  the  accommodation  I 
can  to  Members,  consistently  with  an  ad- 
herence to  the  object  and  spirit  of  that 
resolution,  and  I  regret,  though  I  believe  it 
to  be  inevitable,  that  dissatisuiction  should 
exist  in  the  minds  of  those  to  whom  papers 
are  refused. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  Committee 
which  had  come  to  the  decision  of  selling 
the  papers  to  the  public  did  so  on  the 
ffround  that  there  were  two  millions  of  copies 
by  them,  and  that  there  were  great  num- 
bers who  would  be  glad  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  privilege  of  purchasing  these  papers 
at  a  cheap  rate ;  and  that  Committee  was 
moved  for  at  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  himself.  That  Committee  had,  for 
two  days  together,  taken  into  consideration 
the  question  whether  copies  should  be  given 
to  public  libraries  and  institutions,  and  had 
at  last  come  to  the  decision  that  it  would 
he  so  utterly  impossible  to  draw  a  fair  line 
of  distinction  between  those  institutions  to 
which  it  might  be  desirable  to  extend  such 
a  privilege  and  those  to  which  it  would  not 
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be  so  desirable,  that  they  negatived  the 
proposition  altogether.  These  papers  were 
sold  for  a  halfpenny  a  sheet,  infinitely  less 
than  they  cost,  and  he  thought,  therefore, 
his  hon.  Friend  had  nothing  to  complain  of 
upon  that  score.  It  might  perhaps  be  a 
matter  of  complaint  that  he  was  compelled 
to  go  any  distance  from  the  House  to  ob- 
tain them. 

Sir  Thofnas  Freemantle  approved  of  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Committee,  from 
which  he  thought  the  public  would  eventu- 
ally receive  great  benefit.  He  thought  also 
that  thanks  were  due  to  the  Speaker  for  the 
zealous  and  cordial  manner  in  which  he  had 
co-operated  in  the  views  of  the  House  upon 
this  subject.  He  must  sayr  that  the  pri- 
vilege, now  discontinued,  of  permitting 
hon.  Members  to  obtain  numerous  copies 
of  public  papers,  was  one  that  was  very 
much  abused,  and  it  only  existed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  impossibility  of  purchasing 
them.  As  for  the  hon.  Member  being  put 
to  the  expense  of  purchasing  these  Reports 
at  the  cost  of  but  a  few  shillings,  he  thought 
that  many  hon.  Members  would  be  glad  to 
oblige  their  constituents  at  so  cheap  a 
rate.  With  regard  to  Bills  in  prosress 
through  the  House,  the  greatest  facility 
should  be  given  for  Members  to  receive 
them  and  send  them  to  their  constituents' 

Lord  George  Lennox  did  not  complain  of 
being  asked  to  pay  for  the  papers  of  the 
House,  but  of  not  being  able  to  procure 
those  which  he  wanted  by  payment,  on 
applying  for  them.  It  happened  to  himself 
the  other  day,  that  being  anxious  to  obtain 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  on  Mili- 
tary Flogging,  he  made  application  at  the 
usual  office,  but  was  told  that  it  was  printed 
elsewhere,  and  that,  consequently,  it  was 
not  to  be  had  there.  He  then  walked  down 
Parliament-street,  and  went  into  a  book- 
seller's shop,  and  obtained  the  Report  in 
question,  for  which  he  paid  nine  shillings. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  was  surprised  at  the 
attack  made  on  the  Committee,  and  recom- 
mended that  the  whole  system  should  be 
reviewed. 

Mr.  Robinson  thought  it  more  convenient 
that  the  Speaker  should  not  be  troubled  to 
decide  in  any  case,  but  that  an  inflexible 
rule  should  he  laid  down. 

Colonel  Sibihorp  thought  it  shameful  for 
the  House  to  entertain  this  trumpery  pro^ 
position  of  a  three*half|)enny  saving  to 
Members  in  procuring  documents  for  the 
use  of  their  constituents. 

Mr.  Tooke  denied  that  he  was  actuated 
by  any  paltry  feeling  of  parsimony.      He 

U2 


699       Cmmutation  of  Tithes       {COMMONS} 


(England.  J 


600 


and  was  highly  cultivated  for  accommoda- 
tion purposes,  had  sunk  in  value,  and 
been  applied  to  the  ordinary  purposes  of 
agriculture.  It  was  not  unreasonable  to 
anticipate  that  what  had  happened  might 
occur  again ;  but  the  rent-charge  once 
fixed  on  land  of  this  description,  would 
still  continue  to  be  collected  and  received, 
how  onerous  soever  it  might  be,  since  the 
Bill,  in  its  present  state,  made  no  provision 
for  any  change  in  circumstances.  He  would 
take  another  case,  that  of  a  farm  on  the 
coast,  subject  to  the  inroads  of  the  sea, 
it  was  well  known,  that  on  parts  of  the 
coast  of  the  kingdom,  considerable  tracts 
of  land  had  been  washed  away  by  the 
action  of  the  tides,  sea,  and  storms.  Har- 
wich, the  coast  of  part  of  Kent  and  Sus- 
sex, furnished  examples.  If  half  a  pro- 
perty were  thus  lost,  the  remainder  would 
pay  the  rent- charge  without  the  power  of 
claiming  the  least  abatement.  Again,  he 
would  take  the  case  of  gardens,  whether 
for  pleasure,  or  profit,  paying  high  rents, 
and  subject  to  vicarial  tithes.  Now, 
these  were  so  vexatious  in  their  nature, 
that  they  were  often  compounded  for,  and 
paid  for  at  a  much  higher  rate  than  even 
a  tenth  part  of  their  actual  annual  value. 
Sometimes  they  were  attached  to  a  house, 
and  sometimes  not.  In  the  case  of  those 
attached  to  a  house,  when,  in  process  of 
time  the  hoqse  fell  to  decay,  or  was 
pulled  down,  the  garden  became  imme- 
diately, even  if  kept  as  a  garden,  of  much 
less  comparative  value.  It  was  still  more 
the  case  if  it  should  be  converted  into 
arable  or  meadow  land,  but  it  would  for 
ever  be  liable  to  the  rent-charge,  which 
was  to  be  awarded  under  the  powers  pro- 
posed to  be  given  under  this  Bill.  The 
unattached  gardens,  and  that  case  applied 
to  the  market  gardens  in  the  vicinity  of 
towns,  would  be  involved  in  the  same 
hardship,  when  from  local  circumstances, 
such  as  the  decay  of  the  town,  or  the  re- 
moval of  its  manufactories,  the  market 
garden  ceased  to  be  such,  and  became 
land  used  for  the  ordinary  purposes  of 
agriculture.  The  Bill  proposed  to  give 
the  tithe-owner  a  right  to  seek  his  re- 
medy on  any  portion  of  the  estate  belong- 
ing, or  in  the  holding  of  one  tenant,  and 
that  notwithstanding  the  closes  of  parts  of 
the  property  had  been  separately  valued 
and  assessed.  That  increased  the  injury 
likely  to  be  done  to  owners  of  land  in 
the  few  districts  which  were  subject  to 
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which  occasionally  hundreds  of  acres  were 
sometimes  flooded,  and  the  crops  either 
totally  lost  or  materially  damaged.  As 
the  law  now  stood,  the  tithe-owner  taking 
his  tithe  in  kind,  bore  his  proportion  of 
that  loss,  and  either  lost  his^ithe  entirely, 
or  took  it  in  its  deteriorated  state.  But 
by  the  present  Bill,  if  nine-tenths  of  the 
farm  were  flooded,  the  tithe-owner  would 
take  his  rent-charge  from  the  riemaining 
one-tenth,  and  would  continue  to  receive 
the  same,  although  the  injury  done  by 
the  flood  might  be  irreparable,  and  the 
land  probably  not  restored  for  many  years, 
if  at  all  to  its  former  state.  It  should  be 
observed  too,  that  the  fen  districts,  like 
many  other  districts  to  some  of  which  he 
had  alluded,  were  cultivated  very  artifi- 
cially and  expensively,  for  mills,  drainage, 
&c. ;  and  if  in  progress  of  time,  and  the 
low  price  of  grain,  or  from  any  alteration 
in  the  corn-laws,  it  should  not  be  deemed 
worth  while  to  cultivate  them  in  that  ex- 
pensive manner,  and  the  town  level  of  the 
fen  land  should  be  abandoned,  the  upper  or 
higher  grounds  would  still  be  liable  to 
the  whole  rent-charge.  There  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  distinction  in  the  Bill 
between  rectorial  and  vicarial  tithes,  or 
the  rent-charge  payable  in  respect  of 
either,  as  he  thought  there  ought  to  be, 
particularly  in  those  cases  where  the 
change  of  cultivation  made  the  land  occa- 
sionally subject  to  one  or  the  other  kind 
of  tithes.  According  to  the  present  law, 
the  owner  and  occupier  had  the  option  of 
cultivating  his  land,  so  as  to  make  it 
liable  to  either.  He  might  convert  arable, 
paying  great  tithe  to  the  rector,  into 
pasture,  and,  by  feeding  it,  be  subject  to 
the  tithe  of  agistment,  which  was  a  vica- 
rial tithe;  the  Bill  proceeded  on  an 
assumption,  that  great  and  small  tithes 
were  equally  valuable.  The  reverse  was 
the  fact ;  nevertheless,  under  this  Bill,  the 
owner  would  always  have  the  same  amount 
of  rent-charge.  In  many  cases,  it  might 
not  be  the  exercise  of  an  option  which 
induced  him  to  change  the  modes  of 
using  his  lands,  but  a  hard  necessity, 
from  t  its  want  of  productiveness  and  in- 
sufficiency to  pay  the  expenses  of  high 
cultivation,  as  arable  land,  at  the  then 
prices  of  produce.  By  the  present  Bill, 
supposing  land  liable  to  rectorial  tithe  to 
be  converted  into  land  subject  to  vicarial 
tithe,  it  would  for  ever  pay  at  the  former 
rate,  although  great  tithes  were  usually 
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an  acre^  whilst  small  tithes  were  reckoned 
at  from  three  to  four  shillings  an  acre. 
He  could  mention  a  variety  of  other  cases 
of  a  similar  nature,  were  he  not  afraid  by 
so  doing  that  he  should  weary  the  House. 
If  it  was  determined  that,  in  every  case, 
the  annual  average  of  what  had  been 
pard  for  the  last  seven  years  should  con- 
tinue to  be  paid  for  ever,  it  would,  he 
conceived,  operate  greatly  against  the 
tithe-payer,  and  in  favour  of  the  tilhe- 
owner.  The  depression  of  prices  during 
the  last  few  years,  had  induced  many 
farmers  to  employ  even  more  labour  and 
capital  on  their  land  than  they  had  em- 
ployed before,  in  order,  by  increase  of 
quantity,  to  make  up  for  lowering  of  price. 
The  consequence  of  that  had  of  course 
been,  not  any  increase  of  tithe,  because 
wherever  the  quantity  of  produce  had  in- 
creased, the  tithe  had  also  increased. 
Surely  it  would  be  most  unfair  on  the 
landlord,  that  that  increase  in  tithe  from 
a  cause  purely  accidental  should  be 
fixed  upon  him  as  a  permanent  charge. 
For  these  reasons,  it  seemed  to  him  quite 
essential  to  the  satisfactory  and  safe 
working  of  the  Bill,  that  means  should  be 
provided,  in  extreme  cases,  of  modifying 
the  charge,  which,  if  this  Bill  passed, 
would  be  fixed  upon  the  land.  Now  it 
had  been  said,  but  as  he  thought  erro- 
neously, that  such  a  revision  or  modifica- 
tion as  he  was  contending  for,  would  be 
subversive  of  the  Bill,  for  it  was  said,  if  it 
were  allowed  in  favour  of  the  tithe-payer, 
it  should  also  be  allowed  in  favour  of  the 
tithe- owner.  He  should  admit  the  force 
of  this  argument,  if  the  Bill  would  have 
the  effect  of  placing  the  tithe-owner,  as  in 
many  cases  it  did  the  tithe-payer,  in 
danger  of  losing  the  greater  part,  or  the 
whole  of  his  present  income;  but  that 
could  not  be  the  case,  because  the  Bill 
guaranteed  to  him  not  a  variable  but  a 
fixed  income  measured  in  corn,  so  that  in 
his  case  no  such  extreme  case  could  occur 
as  to  justify  a  departure  from  the  rule. 
It  was  true  he  gave  up  the  chance  of  any 
improvement  in  his  income,  in  conse- 
quence of  any  improvement  in  the  land, 
but  that  was  the  price  he  paid  for  that 
Bill  which  relieved  him  from  all  the 
troubles  and  odium  which  belonged,  in 
many  cases,  to  his  present  situation,  and 
which  gave  him  in  exchange  for  an  un- 
certain and  precarious  income,  depending 
on  personal  security,  a  certain  income 
founded  on  the  best  of  all  securities.     In 


spite  of  the  many  cases  in  which  individual 
injury  might  be  done  by  this  Bill,  it 
might  nevertheless  be  beneficial  as  a 
whole ;  but,  as  it  was  said  last  year  by 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  to  the  many  persons  who 
might  be  seriously  injured,  or  ruined,  the 
more  fortunate  state  or  situation  of  their 
neighbours  would  aflTord  small  consolation. 
It  was  not  on  every  occasion  the  policy 
of  this  country  to  overlook  the  claims  of 
individuals  and  the  rights  of  property. 
He  contended,  therefore,  that  if  this 
measure  was  to  be  passed  on  the  ground 
of  general  policy,  it  was  their  duty  as  far 
as  possible  to  guard  against  its  becoming  a 
source  of  oppression  to  individuals.  When 
the  Bill  was  before  under  discussion,  he  had 
endeavoured  to  show  the  House,  that  the 
last  seven  years  afforded  a  most  unfavour- 
able period  to  the  tithe-payer  for  taking 
an  average  by  which  he  was  in  future  to 
be  bound ;  a  fair  average,  could  never  be 
got  from  a  period  in  which  prices  were 
either  constantly  rising  or  falling.  It 
was  well  known  that  rents  did  not  rise  or 
fall  immiediately  on  the  rise  or  fall  of 
prices,  but  that  they  remained  stationary- 
for  some  short  time.  Now  during  the  last 
seven  years,  prices  had  been  continually 
falling,  but  the  reduction  of  tithe  did  not 
take  place  immediately  on  the  reduction  of 
price,  so  that  the  last  seven  years  gave  an 
average  of  comparatively  high  rent  and 
high  tithes,  which  under  this  Bill  would  be 
calculated  on  an  average  of  low  prices. 
He  did  not  believe  any  intelligent  farmer 
would  guarantee  to  his  landlord  for  all 
time  to  come  the  average  amount  of  rent 
which  he  had  paid  for  the  last  seven  years, 
at  least,  before  he  gave  such  a  guarantee 
he  would  desire  to  know  what  was  to  be- 
come of  the  corn- laws,  and  how  he  could 
be  secured  against  those  accidents  and 
contingencies  of  which  he  had  already 
spoken.  He  knew  there  were  serious 
objections  to  making  the  clergyman  a 
land-owner  to  any  great  extent,  but  he 
believed  it  would  be  found,  that  this  Bill 
which  gave  him  a  light  of  entry  as  long 
as  the  tithe  was  in  arrear,  would  in  very 
many  cases  do  that  which  was  objected  to. 
Many  persons  thought  the  increasing 
population,  and  wealth  of  the  country 
would  ensure  a  corresponding  improve- 
ment in  agriculture;  without  disputing 
that  position,  he  contended  that  they 
should  endeavour  to  guard  against  those 
cases  of  individual  hardship  and  ruin 
which   might  arise  amidst  general  pros- 
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perity.  The  Members  of  this  House  had 
a  delicate  duty  to  discharge  in  the  settle- 
ment of  that  question.  Above  eighty  of 
them,  and  of  that  eighty  he  was  one,  had 
a  direct  and  personal  Interest  in  it,  as 
being  either  patrons  of  livings,  or  impro- 
priators, or  both,  and  when,  in  addition 
to  this,  it  was  calculated  how  many  of  the 
Members  of  that  House  had  through 
their  relations  an  indirect  interest  in  the 
question,  there  was  little  ground  for  say- 
ing that  the  interest  of  the  tithe-owner 
was  not  fully  represented  there.  He  had 
endeavoured  to  point  out,  though  he  was 
aware  very  imperfectly,  some  of  those 
extreme  cases  which  in  his  mind  autho- 
rized him  to  ask  that  the  Bill  might  in 
certain  cases  be  modified.  With  that 
view,  he  would  now  move,  ''  that  it  be  an 
instruction  to  the  Committee  to  insert 
provisions,  enabling  owners  of  lands, 
where  there  had  been  a  compulsory  com- 
mutation as  regards  the  original  owner  of 
such  lands  to  re*open  the  valuation'  at 
successive  periods  of  ten  years,  when  it 
shall  appear  that  the  annual  value  (to  be 
ascertained  by  valuation)  of  the  tithes,  if 
they  had  been  taken  in  kind  for  the  pre- 
ceding five  years,  after  deducting  twenty- 
five  per  cent,  would  have  been  one-third 
less  than  the  sums  annually  paid  on  ac- 
count of  such  composition,  within  the 
same  five  years." 

Mr.  Parrot  said,  the  present  question 
was  one  of  such  immense  importance  that 
he  thought  it  ought  to  undergo  a  much 
fuller  discussion  before  they  went  into 
Committee,  for  which  the  House  was  not 
prepared — as  from  what  was  said  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Howick)  on  a  former 
night;  the  impression  on  his  mind  was  (and 
most  of  the  hon.  Members  near  him  were 
impressed  with  the  same  notion)  that 
they  were  to  have  had  a  full  discussion  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  to-night,  in  order  to 
bring  out  the  facts  and  bearings  of  the 
subject — and  to  go  into  Committee  on 
some  future  night.  It  now  appeared,  how- 
ever, that,  notwithstanding  this  supposed 
arrangement,  an  attempt  was  to  be  made 
to  pass  over  the  general  discussion  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  go  into  Committee  at  once. 
He  should  object  to  such  a  proceeding, 
because  when  such  immense  interests  were 
at  stake,  and  when  the  question  was  so 
little  understood  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  he  thought  much  more  time  was 
necessary  for  the  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject than  had  already  been  given,  or  could 


be  given,  to  it  before  the  recess.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  measure  might  be 
discussed  now  without  going  into  Com- 
mittee, and  that  it  might  stand  over  until 
after  the  recess,  when  they  might,  in  the 
mean  time,  consult  their  constituents. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Bill  contained 
this  great  defect ;  that  it  was  founded  on 
the  assumption  that  the  tithe-owner  had 
the  abstract  right  to  the  tenth  of  the  mss 
produce  of  the  land,  and  that  he  could  en- 
force the  collection  of  that  tenth,  and  that, 
in  whatever  arrangements  might  be  made 
for  the  adjustment  of  the  disputed  rights 
between  the  land-owner  and  tithe-owner, 
regard  must  be  bad,  so  as  to  award  a  full 
equivalent  for  that  tenth,  making  only  ft 
certain  deduction  (which  was  perfectly  m« 
adequate)  for  the  expense  of  collection. 
For  myself  (said  the  hon.  Member)  I  deny 
the  assumed  right.  There  are,  I  believe, 
decisions  both  ways,  both  for  the  tenth  in 
gross  produce,  and  for  the  tenth  of  the  net 
gains,  the  latter  of  which  only  is  consistent 
with  fairness  and  reason  ;  but  admitting, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the  tithe- 
owner  is  entitled  to  the  tenth  of  the  gross 
prodttce,  I  ask  this  House,  I  ask  the 
country,  has  he  ever  been  able  generally  to 
enforce  it  ?  I  tell  the  framers  of  this  un- 
fortunate Bill,  the  tithe-owner  never  has 
been  able,  and  never  will  be  able,  to  en- 
force it,  though  rent-charge  may  be 
substituted  for  the  odious  name  of  tithes! 
Let  the  land  owners  bear  this  in  mind, 
that  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in 
1819,  commonly  called  "  PeeFs  Bill,**  one- 
third  of  their  property  was  transferred  to 
another  interest.— >AVi'th  this  great  mistake 
in  legislation,  will  they  tamely  acquiesce 
In  the  proposed  Tithe-Bill,  which,  without 
considerable  alteration  in  favour  of  the 
land -owners,  will  transfer  another  large 
slice  of  their  property  to  the  tithe-owners 
— remember  they  will  now  do  it  with  their 
eyes  open !  and  will  have  to  blame  them- 
selves only  if  they  do  not  bestir  themselves. 
He  should  now  pass  (the  hon.  Member 
continued)  to  the  Bill  itself;  there  were 
many  parts  of  it  which  required  atten- 
tion and  improvement,  but  the  two  clauses 
which  deserved  the  greatest  consideration 
were  the  28th  and  29th — the  two  main 
provisions  of  the  Act.  By  the  28th,  an 
award  might  be  called  for  and  obtained  for 
commuting  tithe.  In  that  case,  the  rent- 
charge  to  be  for  ever  fixed  on  an  estate 
was  to  be  founded  on  the  average  of  the 
compositions  paid  or  agreed  to  be  paid  for 
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gtrch  estate  for  the  last  sereD  years— or 
when  tithes  had  been  taken  in  kind,  on 
the  value  of  the  tithes  so  taken  in  kind, 
deducting  the  expense  of  collection, 
marketing;,  or  otherwise — and  the  rent- 
charge  was  to  be  the  first  charge  on  the 
iand^-^without  any  allowance  or  equivalent 
Whatever,  given  to  the  land-owners  for 
taking  such  a  charge  on  themselves,  which 
now  the  tenant  is  only  personally  liable  to, 
"and  not  the  land  or  the  laad^owner ;  nor 
was  there  to  be  any  abatement  made  to  the 
skilful  and  spirited  improver,  whatever 
might  have  been  his  outlay  of  capital ;  so 
that  a  man  for  skill  and  industry  would  be 

Sunished,  and  for  sloth  and  neglect  would 
e  rewarded.  The  man  who  has  made  his 
acre,  which  was  worth  only  H.,  now,  by 
labour,  manure,  and  draining,  worth,  2/. 
or  3/.  is  to  be  fixed  for  ever  with  a  charge 
on  his  land,  as  a  land-tax,  in  the  exact 
proportion  of  his  improvements  up  to  the 
time  when  the  commutation  takes  place — 
was  that  fair  ?  But  it  was  said,  after  tithes 
were  once  commuted,  the  charge  beyond 
the  rent  charge  could  not  be  increased ;  but 
who  could  tell  what  might  happen.  Com- 
merce and  manufactures  might  decay, 
agriculture  might  decline,  and  manv 
other  circumstances  might  arise,  which 
might  make  that  charge  intolerable  to  the 
land-owners;  therefore  it  did  appear  to 
him,  not  only  expedient,  but  perfectly  just, 
in  making  a  final  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion, that  the  land-owner,  for  taking  these 
risks  upon  himself,  and  for  giving  the  tithe. 
owner  a  security  advanced  from  eighteen 
or  twenty  years'  to  twenty-eight  or  thirty 
years*  purchase,  was  fully  entitled  to  an 
equivalent,  and  also  to  a  liberal  allowance 
for  giving  up  that  advantage  he  at  present 
possessed,  viz.,  of  withholding  the  appli- 
cation of  capital  to  the  land,  of  reanng 
certain  descriptions  of  cattle  not  titheable, 
of  converting  arable  to  pasture  land,  of 
planting  his  whole  estate  if  he  pleased,  by 
which  no  tithe  would  be  payable,  or  of 
availing  himself  of  tithe-free  land  in  his 
neighbourhood,  &c.  &c.  He  considered 
the  land-owner,  in  common  justice,  en- 
titled to  such  au  equivalent,  and  to  such 
liberal  allowance,  and  he  could  not  see 
with  what  propriety  any  other  course  could 
be  taken.  The  rent-charge,  in  his  opinion, 
should  be  founded  on  the  average  paid 
within  a  few  past  years,  say  three,  fi\^,  or 
seven,  for  composition,  deducting  therefrom 
any  return  made,  and  deducting  also  at 
least  10  per  cent,  for  the  reasons  he  had 


alreadjr  stated.  But  if  tithes  had  been 
taken  in  kind  in  a  few  instances,  (and  he 
believed  they  were  few  indeed]  the  rent- 
charges  in  these  rare  instances  might  be 
computed  and  fixed  according  to  the  rate 
of  composition  paid  in  neighbouring  pa- 
rishes, having  due  regard  to  the  difierence 
of  soil  and  other  circumstances,  and  with 
the  same  amount  of  abatement  as  in  other 
cases  of  composition. — This  would  be  an 
easy  and  practical  method  for  settling  this 
great  question.  It  would  be  a  measure 
based  on  past  payments  with  only  a  mo- 
derate deduction  for  advantages  given  to 
the  tithe-owner.  It  would  cause  but 
little  disturbance,  and  little  irritation,  it 
would  be  givins  up  theory  for  practice, 
and  most  probaoly  would,  in  99  cases  out 
of  every  100,  not  be  unsatisfactory,  if 
it  did  not  give  complete  satisfaction.  But 
if  the  claim  of  the  abstract  right  to  the 
tenth  of  the  gross  produce  were  to  be  set 
up,  as  the  28th  and  the  29th  clause,  and 
acted  upon,  every  case  would  be  made  an 
extreme  case — appeals  without  number 
would  take  place,  and  a  scene  of  confu- 
sion and  irritation  would  ensue,  which 
might  be  better  conceived  than  described. 
He  therefore  should,  whenever  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee,  propose  that  the  rent- 
charges  should  be  formed  on  the  com- 
positions with  the  deduction  and  abate- 
ment he  had  before  stated,  and  not  on 
the  gross  produce,  and  he  had  prepared 
amendments  to  that  effect.  These  were 
the  principals  parts  of  the  Bill,  but 
there  were'  others  of  minor  importance, 
not  to  be  overlooked  when  in  Com- 
mittee. "  Concurring  (said  the  hon. 
Member,  in  conclusion)  most  heartily  as  I 
do  in  the  general  policy  pursued  by  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  I  cannot  be  supposed 
to  be  actuated  by  any  unfriendly  feeling 
towards  them  or  their  Government,  by 
pointing  ouu  the  defects,  and  suggesting 
improvements,  in  any  measure  they  may 
bring  before  this  House,  more  especially 
one  of  such  vast  importance  as  the  Eng- 
lish Tithe  Bill ;  but  if  I  were,  t  should  feel 
theduty  I  owe  to  my  constituents  and  to  the 
country  of  paramount  importance  to  every 
other  consideration,  and  they  may  rest  as- 
sured that  I  would  not  fail  to  take  care  of 
their  interests  \Cheers,'\  I,  however,  by  the 
cheers  of  the  noble  Lord  (John  Russell,) 
perceive  that  my  observations,  frank  as 
they  have  been,  are  received  in  the  same 
friendly  spirit  in  which  they  were  made. 
I  trust  the  information  that  will  be  obtained 
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from  an  inert  state,  by  the  application  of 
lime,  or  fire,  or  both.  Lands  so  circum- 
stanced must  deteriorate,  and  could  not 
be  continued  in  their  first  state  of  pro- 
ductiveness, by  their  own  resources  alone, 
and  without  the  aid  of  adventitious  manure. 
In  many  of  these  instances,  and  similar 
ones,  the  oppression  that  must  be  produced 
by  the  operation  of  the  proposed  Bill 
would  be  grievous,  and  in  place  of  the 
composition  being  lowered,  as  in  justice  it 
ought  to  be,  it  would  in  many  instances 
be  increased,  and  materially  so.  The 
tenant  of  a  farm  of  this  description  has 
been  driven  to  the  necessity  of  ploughing 
his  land  excessively,  in  the  hope  of  being 
able  thereby  to  meet  his  engagements,  and 
has  paid  his  rent,  not  by  the  fair  annual 
return  of  the  land,  but  by  sending  in  to 
the  landlord,  year  by  year,  a  part  of  the 
fee-simple  of  the  estate,  by  the  reduction 
on  the  real  value  which  his  system  of 
deterioration  was  producing.  The  laud- 
lord  complains  of  the  amount  of  rent- 
charge  assessed  upon  him.  The  Commis- 
sioners apply  the  test  proposed  by  the 
Bill,  and  find  not  that  the  tenant  has  paid 
too  much,  but  that,  with  reference  to  the 
quantity  of  grain  actually  produced  during 
the  prescribed  period  of  the  seven  years, 
he  has  paid  much  too  little.  It  would, 
however,  be  obvious  to  any  man  of  com- 
mon understanding,  that  this  pfoduction 
could  not  continue,  and  that,  in  place  of 
increasing  the  amount  of  composition,  it 
ought  to  be  materially  reduced.  Such  a 
case  as  he  had  described  would  be  an 
instance  of  a  landlord  suffering  from  the 
circumstance  of  his  having  had  a  bad 
farmer;  but  he  would  also  be  made  to 
suffer  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
from  his  having  had  a  superior  and 
enterprising  tenant,  who  had  expended  a 
larger  proportion  of  capital  than  his  pre- 
decessor had  done.  He  could  point  out 
many  instances  where  injustice  must  arise 
in  this  way,  but  he  would  confine  himself 
to  one.  He  would  name  a  farm  of  450 
acres  of  hi^h  poor  grass-land,  upon  which 
but  a  small  proportion  of  corn  had  been 
grown  for  many  years  past.  The  tenant 
had  compounded  for  his  tithes  during  his 
occupation,  at  the  rate  of  seven  guineas, 
or  thereabouts.  The  estate  in  question 
was  lately  purchased  by  a  wealthy  and 
enterprising  farmer  for  the  purpose  of 
converting  it  into  an  improved  grass  farm  ; 
bnt  to  do  this,  he  must  break  it  all  up ;  he 
therefore  contracts  for  the  tithe  of  it  for 
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twelve  years  at  the  rate  of  40/.  per  annum, 
and  in  doing  so,  thought  he  had  made  an 
excellent  barj^ain.  But  apply  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Bill  in  this  case,  and  you  fix 
upon  the  property  for  ever  the  increased 
payment  of  the  40/. ;  whereas,  in  all  human 
probability,  no  considerable  quantity  of 
corn  will  ever  be  grown  upon  it  after  the 
expiration  of  the  present  contract,  for 
from  the  soil  and  climate  it  is  infinitely 
better  calculated  for  grazing  than  pro- 
ducing corn.  Now  it  did  so  happen,  that 
the  adjoining  farm  of  600  acres  is  a  strik- 
ing instance  of  the  injustice  that  would 
arise  to  the  tithe-owner  from  the  operation 
of  the  proposed  Bill.  It  is  also  a  farm  of 
high  poor  grass  land,  a  very  small  propor- 
tion of  corn  has  as  yet  been  produced 
upon  it,  and  the  sum  of  3/.  is  at  present 
paid  as  the  amount  of  composition,  and 
the  contract  will  not  for  some  time  expire ;' 
but  this  farm  has  also  been  let  to  a  spi- 
rited individual  for  the  purpose  of  improv- 
ing it,  as  in  the  other  case,  before  it  is 
returned  to  grass,  and  in  a  short  time  the 
tithes  from  it  must  be  worth  in  all  proba- 
bility not  less  than  60/.  or  70/.  But 
apply  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  you  fix 
a  rent  charge  upon  it  of  only  the  sum  at 
present  paid — viz.,  the  3/.  The  hardship 
in  these  cases  arose  from  the  change  in 
the  condition  and  mode  of  cultivation  of 
the  farms,  and  he  would,  therefore,  name  a 
class  of  cases  where  great  hardship  would 
arise  from  circumstances  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent nature,  produced  by  the  mere  change 
of  contract.  He  could  state  on  the 
authority  of  an  eminent  land-surveyor, 
whose  integrity  was  above  all  imputation, 
that  he  had  been  lately  called  upon  to  assess 
the  amount  of  composition  to  be  paid  by 
two  adjoining  parishes  where  the  tithe 
was  the  property  of  the  same  individual. 
In  one  parish  he  had  found  it  necessary  to 
raise  the  amount  of  corogositionto  be  paid 
150  per  cent.,  and  in  the  other  to  reduce 
it  25  per  cent.  In  the  one  case  the  former 
composition  had  been  of  very  old  standing, 
and  entered  into  under  peculiar  circum- 
stances; and  in  the  other  it  had  been 
raised  to  its  full  extent  some  years  ago, 
and  was  in  consequence  now  to  be  re- 
duced. Apply  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
in  these  two  cases,  and  how  glaring  would 
be  the  result  ?  Another  description  of 
case  not  provided  for,  would  be  found  in 
the  situation  of  lands  recently  cultivated. 
By  the  2nd  and  3rd  of  Edward  the  6th, 
no  land  which  could  be  called  barren,  or 
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which  had  not  been  ploughed,  was  liable 
to  tithe  until  it  had  been  seven  years  in 
cultivation.  Now,  what  was  to  be  done 
in  some  of  these  cases,  where  the  seven 
years  had  not  expired,  or  were  only  just 
expiring?  Was  it  intended  to  provide 
for  them  or  not  ?  He  felt  at  a  loss.  In 
the  case  of  lands  now  planted,  but  which 
bad  heretofore  grown  com,  what  was  to 
be  done  ?  He  asked  if  the  one  case  was 
left  as  a  set-off  to  the  other  ?  But  this 
would  be  manifestly  unjust.  Then  as  to 
the  case  of  lands  now  in  grass,  and  which 
had  been  so  for  upwards  of  seven  years, 
but  which  were  liable  to  tithe  if  broken  up, 
what  was  to  be  done  ?  This  was  the  case 
in  which  the  tithe-owner  in  the  north  would 
have  the  strongest  ground  for  complaint. 
Such  instances  were  very  numerous,  both 
from  the  local  peculiarity  of  climate  and 
position  as  to  markets.  Many  lands  so 
circumstanced  must  be  broken  up  at  cer- 
tain intervals,  not  containing  a  sufficient 
degree  of  innate  fertility  to  be  continued 
permanently  in  grass.  He  could  go  on 
and  state  case  after  case,  proving  a  greater 
or  less  degree  of  injustice  to  the  one  party 
or  other,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  should  be  sorry  to  weary  the  House, 
and  he  thought  he  had  stated  enough  on 
which  to  ground  his  argument,  that  in  its 
present  shape  the  Bill  would  not  work 
fairly  and  equitably.  If  the  noble  Lord 
should  admit,  that  in  the  cases  he  had 
stated,  the  injustice  would  be  great  and 
decided,  but  should  refuse  to  provide  for 
them,  on  the  ground  that  they  were  rare, 
and  only  exceptions  to  the  general  cases, 
he  must  beg  to  assure  the  noble  Lord  that 
they  were  not  rare,  but  abounded,  he 
feared,  in  all  parts  of  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  might  say,  that  in  a  great 
measure  of  this  kind,  he  could  not  be 
expected  to  do  minute  justice  to  all  the 
parties  concerned,  and  must  be  content  to 
administer  a  sort  of  rough  justice,  which, 
on  an  average,  might  be  right  and  proper ; 
but  the  noble  Lord  ought  to  recollect  that 
it  would  be  no  satisfaction  to  him  to  see 
his  neighbour  benefitted  at  his  expense, 
and  that  he  must  also  bear  in  mind,  as 
affecting  the  popularity  or  unpopularity  of 
the  measure,  that  those  who  got  a  good 
and  beneficial  bargain  would  in  silence 
hug  themselves,  whilst  those  who  were 
harshly  dealt  with  would  be  loud  in  their 
complaints,  and  even  represent  the  case  as 
worse  than  it  really  was.    If  the  noble 

lord  proposed  to  remedy  the  grievancei ' 


complained  of  by  resting  the  CommtsrioQ- 
era  with  large  discretionary  powers,  fae 
should  most  decidedly  object,  as  he  thought 
it  would  not  be  prudent  or  wise  to  intrust 
any  men,  however  carefully  selected,  with 
such  extensive  powers;  and  if  you  give 
this  discretionary  power  to  protect  the 
interest  of  the  landowner  in  the  one  case, 
you  cannot  withhold  it  in  the  other — and 
then  you  involve  yourselves  in  difficulties 
from  which  there  is  no  retreat — for  who 
can  say  what  grass- lands  may  or  may  not 
be  permanently,  at  the  caprice  of  the 
owner,  continued  in  grass,  though  be 
thereby  should  incur  much  loss  ?  Suppose 
the  noble  Lord  should  consent  to  the  plan 
proposed  of  taking  a  certain  proportion  of 
the  rent  as  the  basis  of  the  rent-charge, 
would  that  lead  to  a  satisfactory  result  ? 
In  some  districts  it  possibly  might,  but  he 
knew  many  others,  and  particularly  in  the 
north,  where  this  principle  would  lead  to 
the  grossest  injustice.  He  knew  himself 
instances  where  more  than  30/.  per  cent, 
of  the  rental  was  paid  for  tithe,  and  others, 
where  not  2/.  (about  1 }  percent,  only)  was 
paid.  And  in  these  cases  the  lands  were 
of  equal  fertility,  and  the  difference  arose 
alone  from  the  mode  of  cultivation — the 
one  being  principally  in  com  and  the 
other  in  grass— and  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  relative  situations  of  those  two 
fkrms  might  not  in  a  few  years  be  so 
changed,  that  the  lands  now  paying  near 
30  per  cent,  should,  by  conversion  into 
grass,  escape  with  a  payment  of  one  or 
two  per  cent.,  and  the  land  at  present  ia 
grass  be  broken  up.  Or  suppose  the  noble 
Lord  should  accede  to  the  proposition  of 
fixing  the  amount  of  rent-charge,  without 
reference  to  th'e  crops  actually  produced, 
but  with  reference  to  the  staple  quality  of 
the  soil,  and  that  the  Commissioners 
should  have  the  power  to  value  lands  now 
in  grass  as  if  they  had  been  in  tillage,  od 
the  ground  that  tillage  would  be  their  best 
appropriation,  and  that  they  are  alone 
fitted  for  convertible  husbandry,  this  he 
must  say  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  of  all 
objectionable  plans,  as  applied  to  the 
north  of  England,  the  most  objectionable, 
and  would,  of  necessity,  open  the  door  to 
so  many  difficult  and  perplexing  questions, 
that  he  hoped  most  sincerely  the  noble 
Lord  would  pause  and  consider  the  matter 
well  in  all  its  bearings  before  he  assented 
to  it,  though  it  was  warmly  advocated  by 
a  number  of  most  intelligent  men,  both  in 
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tko  of  voluntary  individual  commutation, 
e  begged  to  say  a  few  words.  He  thought 
it  noet  questionable  in  policy,  and  feared 
it  would  be  found  to  interfere  materially 
with  voluntary  parochial  commutation.  In 
every  parish  you  must  expect  to  meet 
with  tome  instances  of  obstinate,  ignorant, 
self-willed  men,  who  would  be  disposed  to 
act  in  opposition  to  their  neighbours, 
unless  you  make  it  worth  the  while  of  their 
neighbours,  and  those  who  have  an  influ- 
ence over  theen,  to  endeavour  to  carry 
them  along  with  the  rest  into  a  voluntary 
parochial  commutation,  which  would  In 
some  way,  in  most  cases,  be  effected  by 
pecuniary  or  other  influence,  and  a  parish 
would  generally  gain  largely  by  a  volun- 
tary commutation,  though  some  sacrifice 
might  be  made  to  an  individual  who 
thought  himself  peculiarly  circumstanced  ; 
but  remove  the  necessity  for  exercising 
that  influence,  and  no  one  would  be  found 
to  take  the  requisite  trouble,  as  the  com- 
mutation might  goon,  however  partial  and 
ofae<juered  it  mi^ht  be,  and  the  object  of 
gettmg  rid  of  tithes  altogether  not  be 
effect^  without  much  compulsion.  In- 
stanoes,  he  thought,  would  be  rare  where 
the  interests  of  an  owner  would  be  preju- 
diced by  restraining  at  first,  at  any  rate, 
all  voluntary  individual  commutation  ; 
and  much  might  be  said  in  objection  to 
the  plan  on  the  score  of  expense.  Then 
came  the  great  and  important  question, 
what  can  be  done  to  effect  a  permanent 
commutation,  with  justice  to  the  interests 
of  the  parties,  and  without  undue  favour 
to  either  ?  He,  for  his  part,  must  again 
and  again  repeat,  that  it  was  hopeless  to 
attempt  to  provide  for  all  the  difficulties, 
all  the  peculiarities  and  intricacies  of  each 
particular  and  varying  case,  by  one  gene- 
ral enactment,  and  that  all  that  could  be 
done,  and  all  that  it  would  be  well  or  pro- 
dent  to  attempt  to  do,  would  be  to  place 
the  two  parties  interested  in  the  commuta- 
tion of  tithes  in  the  happiest  and  most 
fkvoorable  situation  for  making  a  satisfac- 
tory arrangement  between  themselves,  free 
from  all  control  in  the  first  instance,  at 
any  rate,  from  the  Commissioners ;  and  he 
would  venture  to  suggest  to  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  House,  that  it  should  be  set 
about  in  this  way.  The  machinerv  of 
the  Bill  should  be  created  as  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  or  in  any  other  way  to 
which,  for  the  purpose,  he  might  give  a 
preference ;   the   Commiuioners   should 
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reference  to  the  payments  that  had  been 
made,  the  fair,  and  moderate,  and  reason- 
able va]ue  of  the  tithes  in  each  particular 
parish,  or  benefice,  or  tithing  district,  as 
the  case  might  be;  and  having  ascertained 
that  amount,  that  it  should  be  left  to  the 
parties  interested,  for  a  time  at  least,  to 
apportion  or  applet  the  account  of  the 
rent-charge  amongst  themselves,  without 
any  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  the  Commissioners.  He  said  he 
would  not  then  enter  upon  the  principle, 
on  which  it  would  be  fair  to  assess  this 
permanent  rent-charge  after  the  observa- 
tions just  made  to  the  House  by  his  hon. 
Friends  the  Members  for  Maldon  and 
Totnes ;  but  it  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind, 
and  he  hoped  would  be,  that  the  land- 
owner was  now  to  be  called  upon  to  relin- 
quish for  ever  that  corrective  power  which 
he  always  had  enjoyed  of  controlling  the 
demands  of  the  tithe-owner  by  not  produc- 
ing on  his  lands  certain  titheable  crops ; 
but  he  hoped,  and  he  had  every  reason  to 
believe,  that  the  rent-charge  would  be 
assessed  on  the  fairest  and  most  unobjeo- 
tionable  grounds,  and  with  reference  to 
what  was  fairly  due  to  the  interests  of 
the  two  parties.  The  noble  Lord  might 
say,  and  probably  would  say,  that  this 
proposition  would  effect  but  little,  and 
that  compulsory  measures  were  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
extinguishing  tithes.  But  he  would 
beg  the  noble  Lord  to  bear  in  mind, 
that  if  he  could  not  so  frame  one  general 
enactment  as  fairly  and  equitably  to  meet 
all  cases,  it  would  be  well  and  prudent  to 
pause,  and  not  commit  gross  injustice  in 
any  class  of  cases,  until  every  method  had 
been  tried,  and  tried  in  vain,  of  bringing 
the  parties  to  voluntary  and  satisfactory 
arrangements.  To  delay  the  full  and 
entire  accomplishment  of  even  a  good  pur- 
pose would  be  prudent,  until  it  had  been 
ascertained  that  no  injustice  would  be  done 
by  enforcing  it.  He  objected  most 
strongly  to  the  serious  expense  that  would 
be  imposed  on  the  country  by  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  Bill,  if  the  parties  were  not 
left  to  assess  and  applot  the  amount  of 
rent-charge  amongst  themselves.  The 
method  proposed  was  in  his  opinion,  com- 
plex, expensive,  and  unsatisfactory,  and 
the  appeal  from  the  award  of  the  Com- 
missioners could  not  be  acted  upon  where 
the  properties  were  small  and  much  sub- 
divided, as  in  the  north  of  England.  Where 
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charge  assessed  on  an  individual,  it  would 
be  much  better  for  such  an  individual  to 
submit  to  it,  than  undertake  the  appeal, 
which  would  cost  him,  as  he  was  informed 
by  legal  men,  probably  not  less  than  from 
25/.  to  50/.  There  was  nothing  new  or 
speculative  in  the  suggestion  he  had  ven- 
tured to  throw  out  to  the  noble  Lord,  it 
was  constantly  acted  upon  in  the  north  of 
England,  and  with  the  happiest  and  most 
satisfactory  results;  a  parish,  or  some  of 
the  most  leading  individuals  in  it  on  behalf 
of  the  parish,  contract  for  the  tithes  at  a 
given  sum.  They  depute  a  committee,  in 
whom  they  can  place  confidence,  to  ex- 
amine into  the  relative  state  and  quantities 
of  the  crops,  and  have  no  difficulty  in 
satisfactorily  arranging  the  different  ap- 
plotmeuts.  In  all  those  parishes  where 
this  mode  had  been  resorted  to,  he  had  not 
heard  of  any  sort  of  difficulty ;  and  he 
believed  that,  under  the  Voluntary  Tithe 
Composition  Act,  this  had  been  the  course 
pursued  in  Ireland,  and  he  was  not  aware 
that  any  difficulty  had  been  found  in  re- 
gulating the  applotment  under  the  plan  ; 
but  he  spoke  under  the  correction  of  many 
Hon.  Members  who  must  know  how  far 
this  statement,  as  affecting  ^eland,  was 
correct.  The  noble  Lord  might  not  con- 
sider his  suggestion  as  applicable  to  the 
kingdom  generally,  but  he  felt  confident 
that  in  the  north  it  would  work  satis- 
factorily,  and  save  much  expense  to  the 
parties ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  induced  to  allow  a  provt- 
sion  to  be  introduced  into  the  Bill,  em- 
powering such  parties  as  petitioned  the 
House  on  the  subject  (under  certain  rea- 
sonable restrictions)  to  adopt  the  volun- 
tary system  of  assessment,  and  to  make 
the  applotment  themselves.  The  advanta- 
ges to  be  derived  from  the  application  of 
the  principles  of  the  proposed  Bill  to  a 
large  parish  or  district  were  great  and 
decided,  as  compared  to  their  application 
to  a  single  farm  or  small  parish,  as  all 
extreme  cases  might  with  ease  and  without 
injustice  be  modified.  The  man  whose 
lands  were  now  extensively  under  the 
plough  would  get  relief  as  he  ceased  to 
produce  his  former  quantity  of  corn,  and 
the  man  whose  land  had  borne  but  a  small 
proportion  of  the  assessment,  during  the 
time  it  was  principally  in  grass,  would  find 
tl)at  proportion  increased  upon  him,  with 
an  extended  tillage  of  the  farm.  In  this 
way  he  believed  much  of  the  difficulty 
would  be  got  over  without  injustice — for 


be  found,  upon  a  close  and  careful  ezami^ 
nation  of  the  facts,  that  in  a  district  wbeie 
no  particular  disturbing  cause  existed 
to  the  accustomed  cultivation,  that 
nearly  as  possible  the  same  extent  of  com 
was  produced  year  by  year.  He  had  ia 
several  cases  ascertained  that  the  amount 
did  not  vary  more  than  from  four  to  seven 
per  cent.,  as  the  extreme,  in  the  parish  or 
district,  though  the  cultivation  of  some 
particular  farm  or  farms  in  that  district 
might,  in  a  few 'years,  have  varied  ma- 
terially. Where  there  were  no  particular 
causes  to  prevent  it,  the  amount  of  corn 
produced  in  different  years  continued  as 
nearly  as  possible  the  same  for  a  successive 
number  of  years,  at  least  it  had  done  so  in 
a  number  of  districts  where  he  had  been 
able  to  ascertain  the  facts.  He  would 
again  press  the  noble  Lord  to  agree  to  his 
suggestion  in  particular  cases,  affirming 
that  there  did  not  exist  in  the  country  any 
disposition  to  pay  the  tithe-owner  a  farthing 
less  than  he  was  entitled  to,  and  that  the 
country  generally  was  most  desirous  of 
seeing  a  commutation  of  all  tithes  effected. 
The  difficulties  which  had  heretofore  stood 
in  the  way  of  voluntary  commutation  were 
chiefly  the  trouble  and  expense ;  and  these 
removed,  tithes  would  soon  cease  to  exist. 
He  felt  sure  that  the  noble  Lord  had  no 
indisposition  to  settle  the  question  upon 
any  other  than  the  most  fair  principles. 
He  thought  that  the  most  advantageous 
course  would  be  to  endeavour  to  remove 
the  general  difficulties  in  the  best  and 
safest  way  they  could,  and  then  leave  the 
parties  to  make  the  ultimate  arrangements 
amongst  themselves,  in  the  manner  they 
might  think  most  satisfactory. 

Viscount  Howick  was  sure,  that  the  ob- 
servations which  the  House  had  oo  that 
night  heard,  must  naturally  have  made 
the  strongest  impression.  Any  one  who 
had  listened  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  derived  the 
most  valuable  information  from  it,  and  must 
have  felt  the  importance  of  advice  pro- 
ceeding from  a  Member  of  so  much  practi- 
cal experience.  The  subject  which  they 
had  to  deal  with,  it  must  be  admitted, 
was  one  beset  on  all  sides  with  difficulties, 
and  some  of  those  difficulties  were  of  a 
formidable  character.  He  could  not  agree 
in  the  opinion  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cumberland  had  expressed,  that,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  country,  it  was  desira- 
ble that  they  should  hold  out  an  induce- 
ment and  temptation  to  voluntary  com- 
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matatioD.  He  certainly  admitted,  that 
in  the  part  of  the  country  with  which  he 
was  connected,  as  well  as  that  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cumberland  came  from, 
there  might  be  found  a  general  disposition 
to  enter  into  a  voluntary  commutation 
on  fair  principles.  But,  from  what  had 
been  said  by  many  Members  in  the  course 
of  this  discussion,  of  the  irritation  and 
animosity  that  prevailed  in  many  places 
on  this  subject,  he  could  not  anticipate  any 
such  satisfactory  result  from  the  adop- 
tion of  any  scheme  of  merely  voluntary 
commutation.  From  what  he  had  heard 
and  seen  of  the  feeling  entertained 
on  this  subject,  he  feared  that  to  pass 
a  measure  of  voluntary  commutation 
would  be  to  effect  the  greatest  injustice  to 
many  parties  in  the  end  ;  and,  in  the  mean- 
time, to  produce  a  great  deal  of  inconve- 
nience to  the  public  at  large.  If  the  proposi- 
tion for  voluntary  commutation  had  been 
made  at  an  earlier  period,  he  did  not  doubt 
but  that  it  would  have  been  attended  with 
the  best  success.  If  the  measure  last  year 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Tam worth  had  been  introduced  some 
years  ago,  he  had  no  doubt  that  it  would 
have  been  attended  with  the  happiest  re- 
sults; but  it  appeared  to  him,  that  whenever 
the  doctrine  of  a  compulsory  commutation 
founded  on  the  amount  of  actual  previ- 
ous payment  had  once  been  broached, 
there  was  a  great  difficulty  placed  in  the 
way  of  voluntary  commutation,  and  any 
measure  of  that  description  was  no  longer 
likely  to  be  attended  with  satisfactory 
results.  This  must  be  expected  from  the 
situation  in  which  persons  with  conflict- 
ing interests  would  be  placed  from  the 
anticipation  of  a  compulsory  measure. 
Supposing  that  six  or  seven  years 
were  laid  down  as  the  period  at  which 
compulsory  commutation  should  take 
place,  both  parties  in  the  meantime  com* 
menced  preparations  for  an  event  which 
they  all  foresaw ;  on  each  side  there  was 
an  endeavour  to  do  whatever  would  be 
likely  to  render  the  compulsory  composi- 
tion  which  must  occur  most  conducive  to 
their  own  interests;  and  the  one  party 
would  have  the  strongest  inducement  to 
adopt  every  device  for  diminishing,  the 
other  for  exacting  to  the  utmost,  the  pay- 
ments during  the  interval,  as  these  would 
determine  the  amount  of  the  permanent 
charge  to  be  fixed  on  the  land.  Looking 
to  the  struggle  that  would  thus  be  caused, 

to  bold  ont  the  remote  expectation  of  the 


compulsory  assessment  would,  he  thought, 
be  very  jnjudicious.  In  the  meantime,  the 
land  would,  in  many  instances, be  converted 
into  plantation,  or  employed  in  producing 
some  other  similar  untitheable  article.  He 
thought  that  this  might  not  take  place 
extensively  in  the  North ;  but  he  feared 
it  certainly  in  the  South  of  England  ;  and 
the  mere  circumstance  of  throwing  out  of 
employment  in  this  way  a  great  number  of 
persons  engaged  in  the  cultivation  of 
arable  land  would  in  itself  be  a  great  evil. 
There  would  also  be  a  general  derange- 
ment of  the  whole  industry  of  the  country, 
most  injurious  to  all  classes,  and  particu- 
larly to  various  small  traders  in  country 
towns,  who  were  in  the  habit  of  supplying 
the  labouring  population.  When  these 
consequences  were  fully  looked  into,  he 
was  sure  that  they  would  not  be  content 
with  a  plan  of  mere  voluntary  commu- 
tation, holding  out  at  the  same  time  the 
remote  application  of  the  compulsory 
principle.  But,  if  they  felt  the  neces- 
sity of  applying  the  compulsory  prin- 
ciple at  once,  he  would  ask,  could 
that  principle  be  carried  into  effect  better 
than  by  the  present  Bill  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cumberland  had  stated,  and 
most  truly,  that  to  make  the  future  charges 
on  land  not  proportioned  to  the  amount  of 
tithes,  but  to  the  amount  of  rent,  would 
be  in  itself  a  very  great  injustice.  If, 
indeed,  they  were  now  for  the  first  time 
about  to  make  an  endowment  to  the 
Church  he  would  not  say  but  that  it  might 
be  better  to  make  such  endowment  consist 
of  some  proportion  of  the  rent  of  the  land, 
than  of  the  gross  produce  ;  but  to  do  so 
now,  would  be  to  sweep  away  an  extensive 
institution,  and  to  raise  up  another  in  its 
stead.  The  hon.  Member  forTotnes  had 
stated,  that  in  his  opinion  they  ought,  in 
the  assessment,  look  at  nothing  but  the 
agreement  made  between  tithe-payer  and 
tithe-owner.  Now  he  did  not  think  that 
a  fair  principle  to  be  applied.  He  could 
easily  conceive  a  great  many  cases  where 
a  great  difference  existed,  between  those 
parties.  He  could  conceive,  in  many 
cases,  they  were  so  unequally  assessed  as 
not  to  depend  so  much  upon  strict  legal 
rights  as  upon  long-established  custom. 
There  were  also  many  cases  in  which  the 
terms  might  not  be  satisfactory.  How- 
ever, on  this  point,  the  principle  laid  down 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion  by  an  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  at  that  side  of  the 
Hoase,  appeared  to  him  (Lord  Howick) 
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most  satisfactory.  That  principle  was  to 
ascertain,  as  far  as  could  be,  the  existing 
agreements,  and  when  those  agreements 
presented  any  difficulty,  that  a  power 
should  be  given  to  ascertain  the  amount 
that  ought  to  be  paid.  He  was  aware, 
that  in  these  arrangements  many  great 
difficulties  might  arise;  but  he  thought 
that  it  was  a  great  advantage  that,  in  any 
arrangement  that  might  take  place,  they 
should  render  the  charge  once  fixed  perma- 
nent, and  not  subject  to  any  future  alter- 
ation. The  noble  Lord,  after  having  pro- 
ceeded to  make  some  further  observations, 
said,  that  he  feared  he  had  not  succeeded 
in  explaining  satisfactorily  the  points  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House.  He  believed  he  was  just  in 
presuming  that  some  compulsory  measure 
would  be  found  necessary,  and,  such  being 
the  case,  he  did  not  think  that  that  prin- 
ciple could  be  better  carried  into  effect 
than  by  the  present  Bill.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  allow  the  measure,  as  the  principle 
seemed  admitted,  to  go  into  Committee, 
and  they  would  then  have  an  opportunity 
of  considering  the  objections  that  had  been 
made  to  the  details  of  the  measure. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  regretted  that  the  House 
had  been  involved  in  the  present  discussion 
on  the  principle  of  the  Bill  before  the 
question  of  going  into  Committee;  because, 
whatever  his  opinion  might  be  on  some  im- 
portant particulars,  not  being  opposed  in 
principle  to  a  compulsory  commutation, 
he  should  have  been  disposed  to  forego  all 
preliminary  objection,  and  go  at  once  into 
Committee,  in  order  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  obviating  any  objections  of  detail 
which  might  be  made  to  the  various  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  and  rendering  it  in  all 
its  parts  as  complete  and  unobjectionable  as 
possible.  In  point  of  fact,  the  principle 
of  compulsory  commutation  being  con- 
ceded, the  policy  of  applying  it  depended 
so  much  on  the  machinery  by  which  it 
should  operate,  that  it  was  difficult  to 
consider  the  principle  apart  from  the  de- 
tails ;  the  policy  of  admitting  the  principle 
depended  almost  wholly  on  the  perfection 
of  the  details,  and  the  manner  in  which 
they  were  to  be  applied.  But,  at  the^ame 
time,  after  the  very  able  and  powerful 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cumber- 
land, whose  opinion  on  this  question  was 
entitled  to  so  much  weight,  urged,  as  it 
bad  been  on  the  present  occasion,  with 

9uch  consummate  knowledge  of  the  mb- 


ject,  and  so  much  clearness  of  expression 
as  to  render  its  subtleties  perfectly  intelli- 
gible to  those  less  conversant  with  its  de- 
tails, he  was  not  surprised  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  thought  it  necessary  to  vindicate 
the  leading  principles  of  the  Bill ;  and,  in 
the  outset,  he  must  say,  he  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  justice  of  one  observation 
made  by  the  noble  Lord — that  even  with 
respect  to  a  voluntary  commutation,  and 
much  more  in  attempting  to  carry  into 
effect  a  compulsory  principle,  it  was  infi- 
nitely more  easy  to  suggest  difficulties  than 
satisfactorily  to  obviate  them ;  and  he, 
for  one,  should,  therefore,  be  the  last  to 
urge  it  as  a  party  objection  against  any 
Government  that  they  had  made  an  honest 
attempt  to  settle  this  question  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  compulsion.  Still  the  noble  Lord 
must  admit,  that  it  was  most  advisable, 
for  the  interests  of  the  country  and  the 
Government,  before  the  opinion  of  the 
House  was  finally  pledged  in  favour  of 
that  principle,  or  any  other,  to  foresee  all 
the  difficulties  and  various  objections 
which  occurred  to  different  minds,  by 
which  they  might  be  accompanied,  in 
order,  admitting  their  force,  if  possible  to 
obviate  them,  than  afterwards  to  find, 
having  adopted  a  particular  measure  for 
the  settlement  of  tithes,  and  passed  it  into 
a  law,  that,  on  experience,  it  was  incapable 
of  practical  operation.  If  it  were  neces- 
sary, in  such  a  case,  to  revoke  what  had 
been  done,  having  once  passed  a  bill  on 
the  subject,  they  might  indeed  altogether 
despair  of  effecting  a  commutation  of 
tithes  on  a  right  and  satisfactory  princi- 
ple. He,  therefore,  repeated,  that  he  for 
one  would  allow  no  party  feeling  to  enter 
into  the  discussion  of  a  bill  brought  for- 
ward with  the  proper  intention  of  efiecting 
a  commutation  of  tithe  on  just  principles. 
He  apprehended,  that  those  who  were 
anxious  for  this — he  meant  the  settlement 
of  the  Question  upon  just  principles — 
would  feel  thankful  rather  than  otherwise 
to  those  who,  whilst  there  was  ^et  time  to 
consider  them,  urged  the  objections  whloh 
they  entertained  against  the  principles  on 
which  the  present  Bill  was  founded.  The 
noble  Lord  maintained,  that  the  compuU 
sory  principle  possessed  a  great  advantage 
over  the  voluntary  principle ;  and  he  was 
willing  to  admit  the  justice  of  that  opinion, 
qualified  to  this  extent — that  the  com- 
pulsory principle  adopted  should  be  con- 
sistent with  equity,  and  likely  to  give  sa- 
tisfaction ;  becftQfle,  unlets  it  were  a  juic 
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priAci|>le,  add  likely  10  ^ve  satiifkctbn  to 
the  parttes  conterned,  its  adoption,  how* 
ater  specDlativelv  preferable,  would  not, 
in  point  of  fact,  be  attended  with  any  ad- 
tatitage.  The  noble  Lord  stated  his  ob^ 
Jectlon  to  a  voluntary  principle  :  he  stated 
that  if  a  voluntary  principle  were  adopted, 
GompuUion  being  held  out  as  the  alterna- 
tive in  prospect,  they  knight  depend  on  it 
they  would  thereby  prevent  any  persons 
from  taking  advantage  of  a  voluntary  ar- 
rangement. Now,  that  was  precisely  his 
objection  to  the  present  Bill.  They  were 
about  to  extend  the  voluntary  system  for 
two  years,  at  least  a  year  and  a-half  be- 
yond the  six  months  already  propounded 
in  the  Bill ;  but  all  that  time,  according 
to  the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord,  must 
be  spent  quite  unprofitablv,  because  every 
one  would  naturally  consiaer  how  far  the 
compulsory  principle  proposed,  would  be 
favourable  to  his  interest,  and  whether  he 
should  watt  for  its  operation.  But  if  Par- 
liament declared,  "  we  give  fair  time  for 
voluntary  arrangement,  without  precluding 
ourselves  from  the  compulsory  principle — 
we  are  not  prepared  to  state  what  that 
compulsory  principle  is- — we  will  take  the 
experience  of  the  intervening  period,  in 
order  to  guide  us  in  the  application  of  a 
^  compulsory  principle,  which  we  will  not 
now  indicate  to  you,  but  which,if  necessary, 
we  shall  hereafter  adopt  and  act  upon," — 
in  that  case,  they  would  not  throw  in  the  way 
of  voluntary  arrangement  that  impediment 
which  the  noble  Lord  anticipated,  and 
which  must  prevail,  if  they  indicated  now 
the  precise  terms  on  which  compulsion 
would  hereafter  be  adopted.  There  were 
immense  difficulties  in  the  way  of  carry- 
ing a  compulsory  principle  into  effect. 
He  could  easily  conceive,  that  if  they 
considered  only  the  interests  of  two  par- 
ties, thtt  tithe-owner  and  tithe- payer,  and 
if  they  could  assume,  that  the  interests  of 
one  class  of  tithe-owners  were  identical 
with  those  of  every  other,  one  man  fairly 
representing  the  whole,  it  might  be  possi. 
ble  to  make  an  arrangement  which  would 
be  satisfactory  as  between  the  great  mass 
and  the  Church.  But,  unfortunately, 
another  element  must  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration. They  had  not  only  to  do 
justice  between  the  great  interests  con- 
cerned, but,  in  order  to  give  satisfaction, 
they  must  do  justice  tolerably  well  be- 
tween every  individual  constituting  a 
portion  of  the  aggregate.  It  would  not 
do  to  administer  what  m  hon.  Member, 


who  had  spoken,  called  rough  justice. 
This  waft  not  a  case  in  which  such  a  prin- 
ciple was  at  all  applicable.  They  could 
not  apply  the  doctrine  of  compensation 
here,  as  they  did  so  beautifully  in  dyna- 
mics, so  as  by  the  contraction  of  one  part  of 
the  machine  to  compensate  for  the  dilata* 
tion  of  the  other,  and  ultimately  to  pro- 
duce a  just  equilibrium,  a  perfect  and 
equable  motion.  That  principle  was  not 
applicable  in  the  present  case.  By  doing 
manifest  injustice  to  a  great  class  of  tithe- 
payers,  they  would  not,  in  point  of  fact, 
be  at  all  beneBtting  the  Church,  they 
would  be  defeating  their  own  ends  without 
serving  the  Church.  Wherever  in  one 
place  a  reduction  was  made,  the  Church 
might  suffer,  but  where  by  way  of  com- 
pensation to  the  Church  more  was  re- 
quired than  the  Church  was  fairly  en- 
titled to,  they  were  unjust  to  individuals, 
and  the  influence  of  the  Church  would 
suffer  from  the  wrong  done  in  its  name. 
He  did  not  mean  to  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  fnaximum  or  minimum  pro- 
pounded in  the  Bill,  but  he  could  not 
help  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
one  fact — that,  from  many  concurring  cir- 
cumstances, a  great  fluctuation  was  taking 
place  in  the  value  of  the  land:  for  in- 
stance, he  believed  there  were  applioa- 
tions  this  Session  for  at  least  forty  or  fifly 
railroads.  Suppose  them  successful — he 
did  not  mean  successful  to  the  specula- 
tors, but  suppose  the  applications  granted, 
supoose  them  passed  into  law,  and  ratl- 
roaas  established,  would  not  the  necessary 
consequence  be,  to  cause  a  very  great 
revolution,  which  it  was  not  diflficuTt  to 
foresee,  in  the  value  of  land  ?  Had  not 
the  improvements  of  steam-navigation  in 
Scotland  made  the  greatest  possible  change 
in  the  relative  value  of  land  in  that  coun- 
try ?  What  would  be  the  consequence  of 
improved  communication  of  land  carriage 
by  means  of  steam!  It  would  be,  un- 
doubtedly, to  diminish  the  disadvantages 
under  which  distant  land  at  present  la- 
boured ;  to  a  certain  extent  it  would,  in 
point  of  fkct,  annihilate  space,  and  bring 
into  competition  with  land  hitherto  enjoy- 
ing the  monopoly  of  town  supply,  land 
situated  at  a  greater  distance,  hitherto 
uncultivated  in  consequence  of  its  situa- 
tion, but  which  intrinsically,  when  culti- 
vated, might  be  more  valuable  and  pro- 
ductive, and,  when  steam  conveyance  was 
more  rapid  and  extensive,  would  come 
into   most  formidable  competition  with 
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land,  which,  on  account  of  its  vicinage, 
now    possessed    the    advantage    of    the 
market.     What  would  be  the  bearing  of 
all  this  on  the  produce  of  that  land? 
It    might   hereafter     become    absolutely 
necessary  to  convert  what  to  a  consider- 
able extent  had  enjoyed  the  monopoly  of 
the  market  into  pasture,  or  its  produce 
might  become  greatly  diminished  in  value. 
Now,  was  it  not  dangerous  at  once,  in 
such  a  case,  to  apply  the   compulsory 
principle,  and  estimate  the  value  of  tithe 
on  the  average  of  the  last  seven  years,  as 
a  future  inextinguishable,  permanent,  un- 
varying rent-charge  on  the  land  ?     Was 
there  no  danger  that  the  parties  in  pos- 
session of  that  land  might  feel  the  utmost 
dissatisfaction  with  the  arrangement  they 
were  now  making,  and  protest  that  by 
acts  which  they  could  not  contemplate,  to 
which  they  were  no  necessary  parties — 
namely,  encouragements  afforded  to  steam- 
communication,  the  value  of  their  land 
had  been   materially  reduced  ?     Against 
those  acts  they  might  have  no  right  to 
protest;  but  would  they  not  have  a  right 
to  protest  against  the  assumption  of  an 
arbitrary  value,  to  be  fixed  as  the  basis  of 
a   permanent  charge  in  time  to  come? 
Those  were  matters  which  well  deserved 
mature  consideration.     There  was  great 
advantage  in  the  voluntary  principle,  the 
circumstances  with  respect  to  tithe  collec- 
tions were  so  different  in  places ;  even  in 
the  same  parish  there  were  frequently  two 
or  three  different  kinds  of  tithe  to  be 
collected.     The  value  of  vicarial    tithe 
differed  very  much  from  rectorial,  and  the 
expense  of  collecting  the  one  was  differ- 
ent from  that  attaching  to  the  other,  so 
that  it  was  exceedingly  difficult  to  say 
beforehand     what     was     the     principle 
which  they  ought  to  apply  to  compel  the 
commutation  of  both.    It  was  much  bet- 
ter, therefore,  to  call  into  operation  in 
such  circumstances  the  voluntary  assent 
of  parties, — that  assent,  which  in  all  civil 
matters  was  of  the  utmost  importance,  and 
the  failure  of  which  was  the  only  reason 
for  the  application  of  law,  than  at  once, 
without  experience,  to   apply  a  general 
compulsory    principle.      He    hoped    the 
noble  Lord  really  intended  to  make  some 
alteration  in  this  part  of  the  Bill.     He  did 
not  mean,  of  course,  by  the  voluntary 
assent  of  parties,  because  he  admitted, 
even  if  a  voluntary  principle  were   de- 
termined  on,    so   much   of    compulsion 

fhould  be  added,  that  a  certain  num* 


ber    of  parties    interested    in    a   parish 
should  necessarily  bind    the    remainder^ 
lest  by  an  extreme  rigid   adherence   to 
principle  they  should  altogether  prevent 
the  completion  of  any  arrangement    oa 
this    subject.      He    was   sorry   to   have 
been  led  into  this  discussion  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.    At  the  same  time  it 
was  wise  to  anticipate  the  difficulties  by 
which  they  were  encumbered,  and  not  to 
be  betrayed  by  a  general  desire  to  effect 
an  arrangement,  the  policy  of  which,  if 
practicable,  all    would    admit,  into   the 
adoption  of  a  particular  measure,  which, 
hereafter  finding  it  impracticable,  it  might 
be  necessary  to  revoke.    He  would  offer 
no  opposition  to  going  into  Committee, 
and  he  would  lend  his  best  assistance  to- 
wards perfecting  the  material  details  of 
the  Bill ;   but,  so  great  were  his  appre- 
hensions with  respect  to  the  application 
of  any  compulsory  principle,  that  he  very 
much  feared  investigation  in  the  Commit* 
tee  would  not  remove  them.     If,  however, 
his  fears  were  removed,  if  he  saw  that  a 
compulsory  principle  could  be  applied  to 
individual  cases,  so  convinced  was  he  of 
the  policy  of  effecting  an  arrangement  on 
this  most  important  subject,  that  no  minor 
difficulties  would  induce  him  to  withhold 
his  consent  to  it. 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  regret  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place,  because 
when  they  came  to  consider  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  they  might  take  advantage  of  the 
observations  which  had  been  thrown  out, 
and  their  decisions,  in  consequence,  he 
hoped,  would  be  calculated  to  give  a  wider 
scope  and  efficacy  to  its  provisions.  His 
object  in  desiring  the  Bill  to  be  committed 
that  night  was,  that  they  might  hear  and 
have  time  to  consider  all  those  pointi 
upon  which  there  was  any  difficulty,  that 
they  might  listen  to  any  practical  sugges- 
tions, and  adopt  or  reject  them  in  rcdts- 
cussing  the  matter  after  Easter,  as  might 
appear  to  be  advisable.  He  agreed  that  it 
would  be  a  great  misfortune  hastily  to  adopt 
a  measure  for  the  sake  of  its  principle, 
which  might  afterwards  be  found  so 
faulty  in  its  details,  as  to  aggravate  the 
very  mischief  it  was  intended  to  remove. 
As  to  the  question  of  a  voluntary  or  a 
compulsory  commutation  of  tithe,  he  con- 
sidered the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
fully  answered  the  observation  of  his 
noble  Friend,  the  Secretary-at-War,  who 
stated  that  a  measure  to  facilitate  the 
voluntary   commutatioa  of  tithes,  coi^^ 
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neeted  with  one  of  an  indefinite* natUTe  in 
prospect,  to  provide  for  the  compulsory 
commutation  of  them,  wpuld  tend  to  retard 
rather  than  to  advance  the  object  for 
which  it  was  enacted.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  that  if  the  terms  on 
which  it  was  intended  that  the  compulsory 
settlement  should  proceed,  were  to  be 
stated  at  the  outset,  it  would  be  more 
likely  to  have  that  effect.  He  looked 
upon  the  matter  in  a  different  light.  He 
bdieved  that  if  an  Act  to  facilitate  volun> 
tary  commutation  were  passed,  declaring 
thaty  if  a  settlement  on  that  principle  was 
not  effected  in  five  years,  another  Bill 
would  be  passed  of  a  compulsory  nature, 
people  would  be  led  to  anticipate  some 
advantages  from  that  measure,  of  the 
principle  of  which  they  are  left  in  igno* 
ranee,  and  would,  in  consequence,  in  the 
mean  time,  neglect  those  voluntary  agree- 
ments  which  it  might  be  in  their  power  to 
make,  perhaps  really  of  a  more  advanta- 
geous nature  to  them  than  those  which 
they  would  be  compelled  to  enter  into 
under  the  subsequent  Act.  On  the  con- 
trary, if  the  legislators  said,  that  at  the  end 
of  a  year,  or  a  year  and  a  half,  if  the 
voluntary  commutation  be  .not  sooner 
made,  power  shall  be  given  either  to  the 
titheowner,  or  to  the  tithepayer,  to  demand 
a  settlement  upon  certain  terms,  as  that 
the  titheowner  shall  not  receive  more,  nor 
the  tithepayer  pay  less,  than  a  certain 
proportion  of  that  which  is  paid  at  present, 
the  question  then  in  the  mind  of  the 
parties,  would  be  simply  whether  the 
terms  of  the  voluntary  or  the  compulsory 
commutation  were  the  most  advantageous, 
and  the  commutation  would  be  either 
made  at  once,  or  postponed  accordingly. 
If  the  Bill  were  so  framed  as  to  meet  the 
cases  of  most  ordinary  occurrence,  the 
effect  will  be  that  the  parties  would  not 
consider  it  worth  their  while  to  wait  any 
eonsideraUe  time  for  a  settlement  equally 
desirable  to  each  of  them,  to  be  effected 
under  the  command  of  the  Legislature, 
and  which  they  might  enter  into  of  their 
own  accord,  and  without  a  moment's 
delay.  He  thought,  therefore,  if  at  the 
time  of  passing  the  Act  for  voluntary  com- 
mutation the  principle  weie  stated  upon 
which  the  future  compulsory  commutation 
was  to  be  effected,  it  was  more  likely  that 
a  general  voluntary  commutation  would 
take  place,  than  under  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  consequence 
pf  leaving  all  parties  at  liberty  to  enter 


into  a  voluntary  commutation,  without 
providing  for  an  ultimate  compulsory 
commutation,  would  be,  in  his  opinion, 
as  he  had  before  mentioned,  and  he  had 
not  heard  any  argument  to  induce  him  to 
alter  his  opinion,  that  everything  short  of 
forcible  resistance  would  be  resorted  to  by 
the  tithepayers  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
the  tithes  to  the  lowest  possible  farthing. 
He  might  mention  in  proof  of  this,  that 
he  was  not  long  since  discussing  this 
matter  with  a  farmer  with  whom  he  was 
well  acquainted,  who  told  him  that  his 
tithes  amounted  to  2s.  9d.  per  acre.  He 
then  said  to  the  farmer,  *'  This  is  certainly 
less  than  I  supposed  you  to  pay,  and  I 
must  confess  that  you  will  pay  more  under 
this  Bill ;  how  is  it  that  you  pay  no  more 
than  2s,  9d,  per  acre,  when  the  average 
value  of  the  tithe  is  not  less  than  6s, 
per  acre?*^  The  farmer  said,  in  answer, 
'*The  fact  is,  that  in  our  part  of  the 
country,  we  thought  the  Church  got  too 
much,  we  therefore  battled  the  matter 
with  them,  until  we  thought  they  would 
reduce  the  tithe  no  lower,  and  then  we 
came  to  a  determination  among  ourselves 
to  pay  them  no  more  than  we  do.''  This 
was  the  sort  of  conflict  which  would  be 
carried  on  throughout  the  country,  and 
the  clergy  it  was  to  be  feared,  as  in  this 
instance  would  lose  by  the  contest.  Some 
persons  said,  that  to  give  the  clergy  sixty 
per  cent  of  the  gross  produce,  by  way  of 
commutation,  was  too  much,  because  the 
cost  of  collection,  when  taken  in  kind, 
amounted  sometimes  to  fifty  per  cent* 
He  had  also  heard  it  declared,  on  the  part 
of  the  lay  impropriators,  that  in  some 
cases  the  cost  of  that  collection  was 
not  more  than  ten  per  cent,  and,  there- 
fore, to  reduce  them  to  seventy-five  per 
cent,  under  ar  compulsory  commutation, 
would  be  the  greatest  robbery  imaginable. 
It  was  plain,  and  it  was  perhaps  one  of  the 
greatest  evils  attendant  upon  the  present 
tithing  system,  that,  whilst  the  lay  impro- 
priator might  demand  and  receive  his 
ninety  per  cent  of  the  gross  produce,  the 
clergyman  was  prevented  from  making  a 
Claim  to  the  amount  of  sixty,  on  the  ground 
that  what  he  might  gain  by  it  in  point  of 
income,  he  would  lose  in  that  moral  and 
religious  influence  which  he  must  en- 
deavour to  maintain  among  those  from 
whom  his  tithe  was  to  be  collected.  That 
was  one  of  those  grounds,  on  which, — as 
well  for  the  sake  of  justice  as  for  the 
interest  of  the  country  at  large,  involved  a9 
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most  satisfactory.  That  principle  was  to  ject,  and  so  much  clearness  of  expression 
ascertain,  as  far  as  could  be,  the  existing  as  to  render  its  subtleties  perfectly  intelii- 
agreements,  and  when  those  agreements  gible  to  those  less  conversant  witn  iti  de- 
presented  any  difficulty,  that  a  power  tails,  he  was  not  surprised  that  the  noble 
should  be  given  to  ascertain  the  amount  Lord  had  thought  it  necessary  to  vindicate 
that  ought  to  be  paid.  He  was  aware,  the  leading  principles  of  the  Bill ;  and,  in 
that  in  these  arrangements  many  great  |  the  outset,  he  must  say,  he  entirely  con* 
difficulties  might  arise;  but  he  thought  curred  in  the  justice  of  one  observation 
that  •  \'  I';  a  crieat  advantage  that,  in  any  '  made  by  the  noble  Lord — that  even  with 
fir.  •  »^:  :ht  take  place,  they  ;  respect  to  a  voluntary  commutation,  and 

•  "p  fixed  perma-    much  more  in  attempting  to  carry  into 
'  niter-  j  effect  a  compulsory  principle,  it  was  infi- 
nitely more  easy  to  suggest  difficulties  than 
■    Gorily  to  obviate  them ;   and   he, 
'  ^    therefore,  be  the  last  to 
'  '^''tion  against  any 
'"^^.n  honest 
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gainer  or  a  loser  by  the  outlay,  the  tithd 
would  be  increased  in  proportion  to  the 
increase  of  the  produce;  but  the  commu- 
tation being  once  permanently  settled,  the 
owner  of  the  land  might  lay  out  his  5,000/., 
or  his  10,000/.  upon  it*  increasing  its 
general  value  and  fertility,  without  being 
subject  to  any  additional  charge.  The 
measure  which  effected  such  a  .commuta- 
tion, removing  that  which  was  at  present  a 
penalty  upon  improvement,  became  a  bonus 
and  an  encouragement  to  those  who  were 
disposed  toemploy  their  capital  in  fertilizing 
ana  improving  their  land.  But,  notwith- 
standing that  fact, it  had  this  disadvantage, 
that  a  person  who  bad  overworked  and 
overplougbed  bit  land  during  the  last 
aaveoy  ten,  or  twenty  years,  would  have 
to  pay  according  to  an  amount  of  produce, 
'*'hich  the  land  would  not  afterwards  yield, 
i  this  would  be,  to  him,  a  very  burden- 
nc  tax.  If  the  House  should  think  proper 
remedy  this  defect,  perhaps  it  might  be 
lie  by  a  plan  suggested  by  Lord  Spencer 
.  .e  other  evening,  when  he  was  mentioning 
U)  bim  the  heads  of  this  Bill-^that  of 
charging  the  land,  according  to  the  orite*- 
rion  of  every  five  years*  produce,  the  owner 
of  the  land  having  the  power  to  demand  a 
fresh  award ;  but  this  also  was  attended 
with  its  disadvanta;ie :  because  it  could 
not  well  bt  done  without  empowering  the 
tithe*owner  to  require  a  change  also,  and 
to  say  to  one  farmer,  "  You,  during  the 
last  five  years,  have  changed  your  land 
from  grass  to  arable,  and  as  I  am  losing 
by  your  neighbour,  who  has  changed  his 
land  from  arable  to  grass,  1  must  have  an 
equivalent  from  you."  Such  a  measure, 
instead  of  making  a  permanent  settlement 
of  the  question,  would  cause  it  to  be 
agitated  from  time  to  time ;  the  improve- 
ment of  the  land  would  be  equally  impeded 
by  the  power  aiven  to  the  landowner,  of 
increasing  or  diminishing  the  tithe  accotrd- 
iog  to  the  tithe  payer's  manner  of  culti- 
▼ating  the  land.  Then  there  was  the  plan 
of  parochial  commutation,  proposed  by  his 
bon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Cumberland, 
which,  he  said,  would  be  found  in  practice 
to  work  well ;  but  he  was  inclined  to  doubt 
it«  I  should  think,  if  the  various  tithe- 
owners  and  payers  in  a  parish  were 
brought  together  to  decide  upon  a  mode 
of  settlement  as  against  themselves,  they 
would  be  more  likely  to  fall  into  dispute, 
and  quarrel,  than  to  come  to  any  agree- 
ment.  Bat  he  believed  that  the  plan 
might  be  modified  ia  tbii  way ;  thut  wbere 


no  satisfactory  applOtmetit  eould  be  tnade 
between  the  parties  in  ^  parish,  the  Tithe 
Commissioners  shbiild  be  appointed  as 
arbitrators  to  settle  the  matter,  and  that 
their  decision  should  be  conclusive. — 
Whatever  might  be  the  determination  of 
the  House  upon  these  matters,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  if  we  were  disposed  to 
adopt  any  measure  for  the  commutation 
of  tithe,  it  must  proceed  upon  the  prin- 
ciple, that  the  agricultural  produce  of  the 
country,  under  proper  cultivation,  was 
likely  much  to  increase  in  quantity.  If  it 
were  said,  indeed,  that  it  had  been  greater 
for  the  last  seven  years  than  it  was  likely 
to  be  in  the  seven  to  come,  a  measure  for 
the  commutation  might  be  altogether  io« 
expedient;  but,  he  Said,  agricultural 
knowledge  and  skill  had  for  many  years 
past,  greatly  increased,  and  no  prospect 
of  its  declining.  He  did  not  ktiow  why 
the  art  of  cultivation  should  not  increase 
with  ihe  increasing  demand  caused  by  the 
increase  of  people,  and  the  prosperity  which 
atteud^d  our  manufactures  and  trade.-^ 
It  Was  very  certain  that^  owing  to  the 
improved  agricultural  processes  of  modem 
years,  some  parts  of  the  country  were 
cultivated  with  much  greater  skill,  and 
much  greater  productiveness,  than  others ; 
and  consequently  there  must  be  large 
portions  of  land  which  had  yet  to  be 
brought  up  to  this  improved  standard  of 
cultivation.  It  would  undoubtedly  be  a 
great  advantage  to  all  who  were  employing 
their  capital  and  their  skill  in  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  soil,  taken  as  a  body,  to  be 
subject  to  the  payment  of  a  nzed  and 
certain  amount,  which  could  not  be  en* 
hauced  by  the  tithe-owner,  instead  of  one 
liable  to  augmentation.  At  the  same  time, 
however,  he  must  observe,  that  he  despaired 
of  being  able  to  frame  any  measure  for  this 
purpose,  from  which  some  individual  cases  of 
hardship  might  not  result.  Me  should,  there* 
fore,  go  into  Committee  prepared  to  listen  to 
every  su^estion,  with  a  view  of  obviating 
all  such  objections  of  detail  as  far  as  it  was 
possible.  As  to  the  general  principles  of  this 
Bill,  however,  he  must  say,  that  he  consi- 
dered them  to  be  such  as  would  do  Justice 
to  both  parties.  He  had  not  heard  that  the 
clergymen  throughout  the  country  had 
complained  of  the  measure,  though  in  some 
cases  it  took  away  forty  per  cent  from 
their  tithes ;  on  tne  contianr,  he  believed 
it  was  a  settlement  whicb  they  were  in« 
dined  to  accept  At  the  aame  time  he  be« 
lieved  that  the  measure  Would  not  be  a 
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that  certainly  wai  in  a  satisfactory  settle- 
inent  of  the  tithe  question,  he  was  most 
tnxioas  that  a  Bill  should  be  passed  pro- 
Tiding  for  a  compulsory  settlement  of  the 
question.  With  respect  to  the  terms  on 
which  the  Bill  proposed  to  make  the 
settlement,  he  had  certainly  heard  many 
objections,  but  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cumberland,  that  it  was  more 
easy  to  make  objections  than  to  devise 
remedies,  to  point  out  the  difficultiesattend- 
ant  upon  a  plan  of  this  nature,  than  to 
Indicate  a  course  exempt  from  them ;  and 
with  the  exception  of  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  himself,  for  which 
both  the  House  and  the  Government  were 
much  indebted  to  him,  he  must  say,  that 
he  had  not  yet  heard  any  practical  sub- 
stitute for  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
before  the  House  proposed  by  any  hon. 
Member.  The  plan  he  had  most  fre- 
quently heard  proposed  out  of  the  House, 
had  been,  that  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
rent  should  be  taken  in  lieu  of  the  tithe  of 
the  produce ;  but  that  was  a  plan  which 
could  not  justly  be  adopted.  It  had  been 
proposed  by  some  one,  that  that  propor- 
tion of  the  rent  should  be  one-sixth.  In 
examining  a  witness  the  other  day  before 
the  Agricultural  Committee,  he  had  asked 
h'm  what  rent  he  paid,  he  said  I  As,  per 
acre,  and,  in  answer  to  another  question, 
be  said  that  the  tithe  was  6s,  6d>  per  acre 
over  the  whole  of  his  farm.  Stronger 
instances  than  this  might  be  mentioned, 
but  he  would  ask  the  House  whether  it 
would  be  consistent  with  justice  to  reduce, 
as  in  this  case,  the  tithe  fh>m  5i.  6d.  to 
Ss.  4d.  per  acre,  in  order  to  make  it 
square  with  this  compulsory  proposition 
or  taking  the  tithe  at  one-sixth  of  the 
rent?  and  there  were  hundreds  of  in- 
stances in  which  the  injustice  would 
appear  still  more  glaring.  It  had  been 
mentioned  to  him  that,  in  many  instances, 
tithes  had  been  commuted  into  a  portion 
of  the  rent,  or  a  portion  of  the  land  ;  but 
if  such  instances  were  more  numerous 
than  they  are,  they  could  afford  no  data 
upon  which  to  proceed  in  establishing  one 
general  compulsory  principle.  It  was  one 
thing  for  two  parties  to  agree  upon  such  a 
commutation  as  that,  and  another  for  the 
House  to  sanction  it,  and  adopt  it  as  a 
general  principle,  by  which  all  parties 
should  be  bound.  Suppose  one  man 
owed  another  100/.,  and  the  debtor  said 
to  the  creditor,  *'  I  am  not  able  to  pay 
you  the  1001.  in  money,  bat  I  have  a 


horse  and  gig,  which  you  may  tak6  io 
discharge  of  wnat  I  owe  vou,"  this  migbt 
be  a  fair  equivalent^  and  one  which  thd 
creditor  would  be  willing  to  accept  under 
the  circumstances ;  but  it  would  be  a  very 
different  thing,  if  he  were  Compelled  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  to  waive  his  right  to 
the  100/.,  and  take  the  horse  and  gig  In 
lieu  of  it ;  and  that  would  be  precisely  the 
injustice  the    House  would   commit,    if 
they  were  to  sanction  a  particular  com<* 
mutation  of  tithe  entered  into  voluntarily 
by  both  parties,  and  lay  down  a  principle 
from  it  to  which  every  titheowner  and 
payer  in  the  kingdom  should  be  bound 
to  adhere.    If,  then,  they  set  aside  any 
such  modes  of  determining  the  question 
as  these,  they  must  come,  he  thought,  to 
something  like  the  principle  of  this  Bill. 
He  did  not  say  that  they  were  to  agree  to  tt 
in  all  its  details,  but  that  they  must  adhere 
to  its  principle ;  because  the  produce  of 
the  land  was  that  in  which  the  right  of  the 
tithe-owner  was  vested ;  and  when  he  was 
told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cumberland, 
that  the  produce  for  the  last  few  years 
might  be  so  great  as  to  afford  no  fair  cri- 
terion of  the  average  produce,  he  answered, 
that  the  matter  with  which  they  had  to  deal 
was  tithe  or  produce;  and  the  time  at 
which  they  had  to  deal  with  it  was  the 
present  time ;    therefore,   if  they  wanted 
to  determine  upon  an  equivalent  for  it,  they 
could  have  no  other  criterion  than  its  value 
for  a  certain  number  of  years  recently  past, 
which  being  ascertained,  they  could  only 
determine  upon  a  certain  portion  of  that 
value,  50,   60,    or  80  per  cent,  as  the 
amount  of  the  compulsory  commutation 
His  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Cumber- 
land,  had  observed,  that  if  this  principle 
were  laid  down,  there  were  many  cases  in 
which  it  would  bear  very  hard  upon  either 
the  tithe-owner  or  the  tithe-payer.    Har 
did  not  deny  the  fact ;  he  acknowledged 
it  to  be  one  of  those  objections  to  the  Bill 
which  it  was  easier  to  make  than  to  obviate 
— the  difficulty  which  attached  itself  to  the 
very  nature  of  tithe  commutation;   bat 
they  must  look  at  the  general  advantages 
to  be  derived  from  the  commutation.—- 
What  was  the  testimony  of  men  of  science 
and  intelligence  upon  the  subject  of  tithe? 
It  acted  as  a  bar  to  improvement,  which 
one  general  and  uniform  principle  of  con- 
mutation  would  effectually  remove.    At 
present,  if  a  man  laid  out  his  capital  upon 
land,  and  increased  the  produce  of  it  by 
that  meanti  whether  he  biiiMwlf  were  a 
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gainer  or  a  loser  by  the  outlay,  the  tithe 
would  be  increased  in  proportion  to  the 
increase  of  the  produce;  but  the  commu- 
tation being  once  permanently  settled,  the 
owner  of  the  land  might  lay  out  his  5,000/., 
or  his  10,000/.  upon  it)  increasing  its 
general  value  and  fertility,  without  being 
subject  to  any  additional  charge.  The 
measure  which  effected  such  a.commuta- 
tion,  removing  that  which  was  at  present  a 
penalty  upon  improvement,  became  a  bonus 
and  an  encouragement  to  those  who  were 
disposed  to  employ  their  capital  in  fertilizing 
ana  improving  their  land.  But,  notwith- 
standing that  fact,  it  had  this  disadvantage, 
that  a  person  who  had  overworked  and 
overploughed  his  land  during  the  last 
atveoy  ten,  or  twenty  years,  would  have 
to  pay  according  to  an  amount  of  produce, 
which  the  land  would  not  afterwards  yield, 
and  this  would  be,  to  him,  a  very  burden- 
some tax.  If  the  House  should  think  proper 
to  remedy  this  defect,  perhaps  it  might  be 
done  by  a  plan  suggested  by  Lord  Spencer 
the  other  evening,  when  he  was  mentioning 
to  him  the  beads  of  this  Bill— that  of 
charging  the  land,  according  to  the  crite- 
rion of  every  five  years*  produce,  the  owner 
of  the  land  having  the  power  to  demand  a 
fresh  award ;  but  this  also  was  attended 
with  its  disadvantage:  because  it  could 
not  well  be  done  without  empowering  the 
tithe-owner  to  require  a  change  also,  and 
to  say  to  one  farmer,  '*  You,  during  the 
kst  five  years,  have  changed  your  land 
from  grass  to  arable,  and  as  I  am  losing 
by  your  neighbour,  who  has  changed  his 
lana  from  arable  to  grass,  I  must  have  an 
equivalent  from  you.*'  Such  a  measure, 
instead  of  making  a  permanent  settlement 
of  the  question,  would  cause  it  to  be 
agitated  from  time  to  time ;  the  improve- 
nent  of  the  land  would  be  equally  impeded 
by  the  power  atven  to  the  landowner,  of 
increasing  or  diminishing  the  tithe  accord- 
ing to  the  tithe  payer's  manner  of  culti- 
vating the  land.  Then  there  was  the  plan 
of  parochial  commutation,  proposed  by  his 
bon*  Friend,  the  Member  for  Cumberland, 
which,  he  said,  would  be  found  in  practice 
to  work  well ;  but  he  was  inclined  to  doubt 
iU  I  should  think,  if  the  varioua  tithe- 
owners  and  payers  in  a  parish  were 
brought  together  to  decide  upon  a  mode 
of  settlement  as  against  themselves,  they 
woold  be  more  likely  to  fall  into  dispute, 
and  quarrel,  than  to  come  to  any  agree- 
ment.    Bot  he  believed  that  the  plan 
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no  satisfactory  applotm^bt  COUld  be  tnade 
between  the  parties  in  h  parish,  the  Tithe 
Commissioners  should  be  appointed  as 
arbitrators  to  settle  the  matter,  and  that 
their  decision  should  be  conclusive. — 
Whatever  might  be  the  determination  of 
the  House  upon  these  matters,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  if  we  were  disposed  to 
adopt  any  measure  for  the  commutation 
of  tithe,  it  must  proceed  upon  the  prin- 
ciple, that  the  agricultural  produce  of  the 
country,  under  proper  cultivation,  was 
likely  much  to  increase  in  quantity.  If  it 
were  said|  indeed,  that  it  had  been  greater 
for  the  last  seven  years  than  it  was  likely 
to  be  in  the  seven  to  come,  a  measure  for 
the  commutation  might  be  altogether  io* 
expedient;  but,  he  aaidi  agricultural 
knowledge  and  skill  had  for  many  years 
past,  greatly  increased,  and  no  prospect 
of  its  declining.  He  did  not  ktiow  why 
the  art  of  cultivation  should  not  increase 
with  ihe  increasing  demand  caused  by  the 
increase  of  people,  and  the  prosperity  which 
attended  our  msnufactures  and  trade.--* 
It  Was  very  certain  that,  owing  to  the 
improved  agricultural  processes  of  modem 
years,  some  parts  of  the  country  were 
cultivated  with  much  greater  skill,  and 
much  greater  productiveness,  than  o^ers; 
and  consequently  there  must  be  large 
portions  of  land  which  had  yet  to  be 
brought  up  to  this  improved  standard  of 
cultivation.  It  would  undoubtedly  be  a 
great  advantage  to  all  who  were  employing 
their  capital  and  th^  skill  in  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  soil,  taken  as  a  body,  to  be 
subject  to  the  payment  of  a  fixed  and 
certain  amount,  whicb  could  not  be  en* 
hauced  by  the  tithe-owner,  instead  of  one 
liable  to  augmentation.  At  the  same  time« 
however,  he  must  observe,  that  he  despaired 
of  being  able  to  frame  any  measure  for  this 
purpose,  from  which  some  individual  cases  of 
hardship  might  not  result.  Me  should,  thera. 
fore,  go  into  Committee  prepared  to  listen  to 
every  su^estion,  with  a  view  of  obviating 
all  such  objections  of  detail  as  far  aS  it  was 
possible.  As  to  the  general  principles  of  tliis 
Bill,  however,  he  must  say,  that  he  consi- 
dered them  to  be  such  as  would  do  Justice 
to  both  parties.  He  had  not  heard  that  the 
clergymen  throughout  the  country  had 
complained  of  the  measure,  though  in  some 
cases  it  took  awav  forty  per  cent  from 
their  tithes ;  on  the  contiarv,  he  believed 
it  was  a  settlement  which  tney  were  in« 
clined  to  accept  At  the  same  time  he  be« 
lieved  that  tne  measure  Would  not  be  a 
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the  contrary^  looking  at  the  general  reduc- 
tion it  would  give,  and  at  the  advantage  of 
limiting  the  payments,  the  tithe-payer 
ought  to  regard  it  as  a  very  great  hoon.-— 
He  had  certainly  heard  some  complaints 
made^  hut  to  an  extent  that  he  hardly 
gave  credit  to>  as  to  the  amount  of  de- 
duction which  should  he  made.  He  was 
inclined  to  think,  that  if  the  Bill^  on  its 
present  principles^  were  adopted,  it  would 
be  found  to  confer  a  great  benefit  upon  the 
landowner,  the  titheowner,  the  cultivator, 
and  the  country  at  large.  That  being  his 
opinion,  it  was  undoubtedly  his  intention 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill.  He  did  not  in- 
tend to  hurry  it ;  he  would  have  the  details 
of  it  amply  discussed,  and  the  opinion  of 
the  House  most  fully  expressed — convinced 
as  he  was,  that  the  Government  had  done  its 
duty  in  bringing  forward  a  measure  specific, 
just,  and  beneficial  to  all  parties. 

Sir  Edward  Knatchbull  thought  there 
would  be  more  cases  of  hardship  than  the 
noble  Lord  had  anticipated.  If  the  noble 
Lord  meant  when  he  said  that  agriculture 
was  likely  to  advance  that  the  more  highly 
cultivated  lands  in  England,  and  those 
lands  in  Ireland  which  would  doubtless 
speedily  be  brought  into  cultivation, 
would  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  demands 
of  our  population  to  whatever  extent  it 
might  increase,  he  fully  agreed  with  him. 
But  what  then  was  to  become  of  the  in- 
ferior soils  under  such  competition  ? 
They  would  be  thrown  out  of  cultivation, 
and  how  would  it  be  possible  for  them  to 
pay  the  amount  of  tithe  permanently  fixed 
upon  them  by  this  Bill,  on  an  average 
taken  on  the  basis  of  their  present  value  ? 
There  were  many  other  points  to  which  he 
would  refer  at  the  proper  time.  At  present 
he  would  only  say,  that  whatever  the  re- 
sult of  this  Bill,  and  whatever  the  result 
of  the  Bill  of  his  right  boo.  Friend  might 
be,  nothing  could  be  more  gratifying  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country  than  that  this 
important  question  should  have  been 
brought  forward  and  discussed  as  it  had 
been,  so  wholly  free  from  political  or  party 
bias.  His  noble  Friend,  (Lord  John 
Russell)  bad  failed,  in  rebutting  the  ob- 
jections which  were  urged  against  his 
Bill  at  an  early  stage  of  the  debate,  by  the 
bon.  Member  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Bla- 
mire)  in  the  able  and  lucid  speech  for 
which  the  House  was  so  much  indebted 
to  him.  In  the  views  of  the  greater  part 
of  that  speech  he  cordially  concurred.  It 
was  true,  that  a  commutation  on  compul- 

fOTj  pripcipl^  wsis  s^bstnictedly  the  best , 


and  he  was  in  favour  of  it, — because  it 
would  at  once  and  for  ever  put  an  end  to 
the  jealousies  and  heartburnings  respecting 
tithes ;  but  if,  by  any  erroneous  calcula- 
tions or  false  notions  of  right,  the  lithe- 
payer,  were  saddled  in  perpetuity  with  a 
charge  that  might  absorb  all  the  profits  of 
production  ;  if  the  probable  result  of  a 
compulsory  Bill,  were  to  lead  to  great 
and  glaring;  injustice  ;  then,  indeed,  how- 
ever, anxious  for  a  compulsory  commuta- 
tion, he  would  rather  bear  the  present 
ills  of  the  system,  than  run  headlong  into 
a  change  that  might  increase  them  tea-> 
fold. 

Mr.  Cay^^ approached  the  present  mea- 
sure, or  any  measure  of  a  similar  nature — 
unless  it  were  voluntary  in  its  principle,with 
the  deepest  distrust  and  apprehension  of 
the  result.  He  was  not  only  diffident  of 
his  own  powers  to  decide  this  question 
equitably  for  both  parties,  but  he  was 
doubtful  of  the  data  on  which  others 
proposed  to  decide  it.  There  could  be  no 
dissentient  voice  as  to  the  principle  of 
commutation  of  tithe ;  its  object  was  to 
relieve  the  tithe  receiver,  especially  if  be 
was  a  clergyman,  of  an  obnoxious  and 
invidious  and  most  unpopular  mode  of 
collecting  an  ecclesiastical  revenue.  It 
released  capital  to  be  hereafter  invested  in 
the  soil  from  being  taxed  in  the  ratio  of 
one-tenth  of  its  gross  returns.  The  diffi- 
culty in  the  question  was,  how  to  arrive 
at  correct  data  upon  which  to  ground  a 
just  arrangement.  He  was  averse  to  any 
plan  of  reduction  which  amounted  virtually 
to  a  release  from  the  payment  of  tithe  ; 
he  was  equally  averse  to  enhancing  a  cus- 
tomary payment,  or  perpetuating  a  charge 
on  a  temporary  system  of  cultivation,  to 
such  an  extent  as  involved  confiscation. 
There  were  various  opinions  as  to  the 
origin  and  real  legal  claim  of  tithe.  Au- 
thorities of  equal  weight  differed  in  opin- 
ion. One  said  that  the  claim  was  one- 
tenth  of  the  produce,  another  that  it  was 
one-tenth  of  the  land ;  and  he  believed 
that  Justice  Wray  had  laid  it  down  that 
every  tenth  laid  in  a  field  should  be  for  the 
tithe-owner,  and  that  the  farmer  might 
cultivate  it  as  badly  as  he  pleased.  Into 
this  question  he  should  not  enter.  They 
could  not  go  so  far  back.  Latterly,  de- 
cisions of  Judges,  he  believed,  had  been 
more  in  favour  of  the  tithe*owner  than 
the  tithe-payer.  Whatever  might  be  con- 
sidered the  law  upon  the  subject,  commoa 
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nine  cases  out  of  a  hundred,  protested 
against  one-tenth  of  the  produce  being  ex- 
acted of  .the  latter,  especially  when,  per- 
haps, three-fourths  of  the  produce  might 
have  been  the  offspring  of  the  capital  of 
the  occupier,  and  only  one-fourth  the  pro- 
duce of  the  natural  fertility  of  the  soil. 
He  believed  in  no  other  country  in  the 
world  was  one-tenth  of  the  produce  taken 
as  the  test  of  the  tithe.  It  could  never 
have  been  the  intention  of  the  original 
devisors  or  imposers  of  tithes  that  they 
should  tax  labour-*the  most  sacred  of  all 
kinds  of  property.  However,  a  middle 
course  had  been  for  the  most  part  pursued; 
agreements,  real  or  implied,  had  been 
made  between  the  tithe-payer  and  the 
tithe-receiver  generally,  on  the  basis,  al- 
though the  terms  were  various,  of  a  com- 
Eosition  at  a  certain  rate.  The  cultivator, 
efore  he  invested  his  capital,  stipulated 
that  only  a  limited  increase  should  be 
made  in  his  tithe,  otherwise  he  refused 
to  improve  the  land.  Whatever  increase 
there  was,  would  be  an  advantage  to  the 
tithe-owner ;  and  so,  rather  than  lose  this 
advantage^  he  would  consent  to  abridge 
his  claim  of  tithe ;  and  on  the  faith  of  this, 
the  capital  was  invested.  The  tithe  on  a 
farm  which  at  its  full  value  was  only  worth 
30/.  a-year,  might  thus  be  raised  to  40/. 
tlie  composition  ;  although  the  full  value, 
from  double  produce,  would  be  60/.  Would 
it  be  fair  to  raise  this  ?  He  contended, 
it  would  be  the  grossest  injustice.  Where 
agreements  had  not  been  made  in  limita- 
tion of  the  full  tithe,  and  the  system  of 
improved  tillage  was  only  temporary,  it 
ought  not  to  be  liable  to  a  permanent 
charge.  The  only  fair  basis  of  commuta* 
lion  was  customary  payment,  and  custo- 
mary tillage,  or  customary  arrangement. 
.There  might  be  instances  where  customary 
payments  were  very  high  ;  that  arose 
from  the  tithe*payers  not  being  aware 
of  the  power  in  their  own  hands  to  thwart 
the  tithe-owner.  There  were  powers  on 
both  sides,  which,  in  districts  where  the 
question  had  been  agitated,  were  well 
known  to  both  parties.  The  tithe  man 
could  take  in  kind,  the  cultivator  could 
change  his  crops,  and  grow  such  as  were 
of  less  titiieable  value.  A  clergyman  in 
the  county  of  Durham  demanded  increase 
of  tithe  from  a  large  coal-owner  ;  he  met 
his  demand  by  shutting  up  the  coal  mine 
y  in  that  clergyman's  parish,  and  opening 
one  in  another ;  so  that  the  tithes  were 
all  gone.    He  did  not  advocate  such  a 


principle,  but  gave  it  as  an  illustration  of 
the  power  which  was  possessed  on  the  one 
side  as  well  as  on  the  other.  It  was  on  ac* 
count  of  this  power  on  each  side,  by  the 
exercise  of  which  both,  probably,  would 
be  losers,  that  an  amicaole  arrangement 
was  entered  into.  With  such  arrange- 
ments or  compositions,  Parliament  ought 
not  to  interfere,  unless  to  sanction  them, 
or  to  afford  means  of  arbitration  where, 
with  low  prices,  they  absorbed  all  profit. 
The  fault,  the  crying  fault  of  his  noble 
Friend's  Bill  was,  that  it  went  to  disturb 
the  proportions  of  those  compositions. 
He,  therefore,  feared  he  could  not  give 
the  Bill — for  the  whole  Bill  was  contained 
in  the  provisions  of  the  Clauses  twenty- 
eight  and  twenty-nine — ^his  support,  un- 
less the  limit  or  minimum  of  composition 
was  taken  away.  The  noble  Lord  might 
say,  that  the  tithe-owner  could  claim  in 
full,  and  that  it  was  unjust  to  him  to  al- 
low of  more  than  forty  per  cent,  reduc- 
tion. His  answer  was,  that  the  reduction 
to  forty  per  cent,  was  a  concession  to  the 
habit  of  the  country  and  to  customary 
payment,  and  that  he  had  forsaken  his 
general  principle  in  reducing  the  tithe  at 
all,  except  for  mere  charges.  And  glad 
he  was,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  forsaken 
the  general  principle,  for  it  was  the  worst 
of  all  legislation  to  stand  out  for  abstract 
rights  and  general  principles  in  defiance  of 
vested  interests  and  common  usage.  Lord 
Althorp's  second  Bill  went  to  ascertain 
the  proportion  between  rent  and  tithe; 
and  henceforward  tithe  was  to  fluctuate 
with  rent,  but  retain  the  old  proportion. 
That  was  much  simpler  than  the  present 
princijple,  and  much  more  just,  inasmuch 
as  it  laid  down  no  limit  to  adjustment  on 
customary  payment.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  faulty  to  a  certain  extent  in  prin* 
ciple,  as  continuing  the  tax  on  capital. 
He  had  given  his  noble  Friend's  Bill  his 
best  attention,  but  he  could  not  sanction 
the  limit  on  the  minimum  of  composition. 
It  would  operate  as  confiscation  ;  and  we 
had  had  enough  of  confiscation  of  landed 
property  in  one  generation.  It  would  be 
with  the  greatest  pain  that  he  should  /eel 
himself  compelled  to  go  against  his  noble 
Friend's  plan;  he  trusted  he  would  see 
reason  to  alter  it  in  Committee ;  for  sure 
he  was,  the  country,  when  it  became  fully 
aware  of  it,  which  at  present  it  was  not, 
would  revolt  against  it.  The  Morning 
Chronicle  had  already  sent  out  a  very  able 
article  on  its  injustice.     A  certain  bonus 
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WM  held  out,  that  all  compoaitiont  over 
•erenty-  five  per  cent,  ahould  be  reduced 
to  that  extent.  This  waa,  in  his  opinion, 
k  mere  nominal  advantage  in  the  Bill,  for 
few  he  believed  were  so  high  as  that.  He 
eould  not  understand  either,  why  the 
Clause  twenty-eight  should  not  be  on  the 
same  principle  as  twenty-nine : — twenty-^ 
nine  related  to  composition,  and  was  to  be 
reduced  to  seventy-five  per  cent ;  twenty* 
eight  related  to  collecting  in  kind,  and 
was  to  have  no  reduction,  but  the  ordi- 
nary charges.  We  must  not  forget  that 
much  land  at  present  prices  could  not  be 
tilled,  and  roust  either  go  to  grass  or  to 
waste,  in  which  cases  the  value  of  tithe 
would  be  reduced.  Then  the  CornJaws 
might  be  altered.  He  repeated,  that  the 
only  equitable  mode  of  adjusting    this 

Suestton  was,  by  taking  at  least  not  more 
lan  the  customary  payments  and  custo- 
mary tillage  as  the  basis,  so  far  as  propor- 
tion was  concerned.  The  actual  money 
payment  would,  of  course,  vary  with  the 
price  of  agncultural  produce.  fierS  again 
he  objected  to  the  last  seven  years  being 
taken  as  a  test  of  prices,  as  well  as  a  test 
of  arrangement.  It  was  only  about  two 
years  ago  that  they  had  reached  the 
bottom  of  a  level  which  they  must  pre- 
serve, in  consequence  of  the  change  in 
the  value  of  money.  The  next  five 
years,  added  lo  the  last  two,  might  be  a 
fair  basis;  but  certainly  not  the  last  seven. 
It  was  but  fair  to  look,  in  some  respects, 
favourably  on  the  case  of  the  tithe-paver. 
The  increased  expenses  of  cultivation, 
since  the  war,  fell  upon  him ;  the  tithe- 
owner,  in  the  main,  was  free  from  these. 
There  was  a  case  given  before  the  Agricul- 
tural Committee,  when,  prices  being  about 
the  same  as  in  1790,  the  surplus  for  rent 
and  profit  on  a  large  farm,  in  1834,  was 
Only  330/.  per  annum,  whereas  in  1790, 
it  was  851/.  Now,  supposing  the  tithe 
was  at  each  period  150/. — and  it  would 
be  about  the  mark — in  the  former  time, 
it  would  be  less  than  one-fifth  of  the  profit 
and  rent;  and  in  1834,  it  would  be  one-* 
half.  This  showed  how  heavily  tithe  now 
pressed;  indeed  it  might  absorb  all  the 
rent  in  extreme  cases.  Even  his  noble 
Friend  himself,  in  the  Committee  of  1833, 
he  remembered  very  well,  had  contended 
that,  according  to  the  evidence,  the  usual 
payments  for  tithe  had  varied  from  fifteen 
lo  fifty  per  cent,  reduction  of  the  tithe  in 
kind ;  and  he  contended  that  it  wor<!d  be 

(onflKstion  to  rniM  it  flrot»  fifty  per  cent* 


If  he  remembered  rightly,  his  noble  Prieod 
was    Member  for    Devonshire  then — ^be 
wished  be  had  remained  so ;  he  must  ac- 
knowledge, however,  that,  in  introduein^ 
the  present  measure,  the  noble  Loid  bad 
been  perfectly  candid  in  stating  the  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  a  satisfactory  adjust* 
ment  of  the  question,  and  even  threw  out 
a  doubt  whether  the  voluntary  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  might  not  be  more  ac- 
ceptable.    It  had  appeared  to  him,  tbat 
the  most  legitimate  way  of  arriving  at  a 
sound  conclusion  as  to  the  data  on  wbich 
to  proceed  with  a  commutation  was,  to  as- 
certain  what  proportion  was  allotted  in 
private  Inclosure  and  other  Acts  in  lieu  of 
tithe  for  a  length  of  time  back.  Since  1757 
up  to  1830,  he  found  that  two  thousand 
private  Acts  of  this  nature  had  passed. 
Here  was  an  extended  basis  for  legislatioo. 
He  had,  therefore,  moved  for  the  followiog 
return,  which  had  been  ordered,  ^z*  :— 
"Return  from  the  Inclosure  and  other 
private  Acts,  in  which  provisions  are   in- 
cluded for  the  Commutation  of  Tithes,  of 
the    proportion    in  land,  yearly  money 
payment,  or  corn  rent,  allotted  in  lien  of 
tithe,  distinguishing   the  oM  ittcIoaoi«s, 
the  open  field  land,  and  the  Commons,  and 
the  proportion  for  tithe  allotted  in  the 
case  of  each  of  such  description  of  lands/' 
These  returns  would  show  what  wss  the 
customary  value  of  the  tithe  in  the  esti- 
mation of  both  the  payer  and  the  receiver. 
Latterly,  he  believed,  the  proportion  had 
increased  ;  whereas,  in  justice,  it  ought  to 
have  decreased,  considering  the  increased 
expenses  of  cultivation.    The  fairest  wsy 
would  be  to  take  an  average  of  the  whole 
period  with  respect  to  proportion.    Thh 
would  be  found  to  be,  if  his  informstion 
were  correct,  about  one-fifth  of  the  land 
in  open  field,  one-seventh  in  the  old  ia- 
elosure,    where  the    cultivator    had    the 
power  in  his  possession  of  changing  from 
tillage  to  grass,    and  one-ninth  of  the 
commons.     But  a  proportion  of  the  land 
was  not  so  valuable  as  a  proportion  of  the 
rent,  because  the  latter  was  clear  of  «ll 
repairs  and  other  such   expenses.      He 
hoped  this  return  would  soon  be  on  the 
table.    Some  such  knowledge  would  be 
the  best  basis  to  go  upon.    Each  party 
had  had  the  power  to  resist  and  refuse 
assent,  and.  therefore,  it  might  be  fairly 
argued  that  a  just  compromise  had  been 
come  to  between  the  parties.    If  the  noble 
Lord  persisted  in  his  Bill  and  carried  it, 
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raiced  by  it  from  3s.  6d.  to  7s.  or  8s.  per 
acre ;  and  this  where  the  composition  had 
been  last  made,  even  under  the  high  prices 
of  1810.    If  the  Bill  was  not  altered,  he 
saw  no  alternative  but    for  the  landed 
interest  to  take  shelter  under  the  permissive 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Tamwortb.    He  could  not  be  said  to 
be   attached  to  Bills  generally  wearing 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman's  name ;  but  as 
far  as  he  had  been  able  to  see  into  the 
operations  of  his  Bill,  only  a  few  days 
ago,  he  most  say  that  it  appeared  to  give 
great  facilities  for  a  voluntary  commuta- 
tion.    He  wished  he  would  reserve  the 
second  reading  of  it  until  they  could  as- 
certain how  far  the  present  Bill  could  be 
modified;    and  then,    under  disappoinc- 
ment,  they  might  claim  protection  under 
hn  voluntary  Bill,  which  could,  at  least, 
work  no  injustice.      If  there  had  been  the 
permissive   Bill  before,  instead  of  2,000 
parishes  commuting,  we  should  have  had 
probably  10,000  out  of  the  whole  16,000» 
olr  some  such  number  of  parishes,  already 
commuted.    They  had  been  prevented  by 
the  expense  of  a  separate  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment.   The  best  he  expected  from  a  mea- 
sure of   this   kind — whatever  advantage 
nfght  accrue  to  new  capitalists— would  be 
to    protect   the  old  possessors  from  an 
enhanced  rate  of  payment.    He  sought  no 
undue    advantage  over  the    tithe-owner. 
The  agriculturists  were  deeply  distressed ; 
they  were  sitting  up  stairs  with  the  avowed 
object  of  discovering  some  mode  of  relief; 
it  would  be  insanity  to  pass  a  measure 
which,  in  its  unjust  effects^  might  more 
than  counterbalance  any  relief  that  could 
be  afforded.      He  only  feared  that  the 
expectations   of  the  tithe-owners  might 
have  been  so  raised  by  the  benefits  which 
#ould  accrue    to   them  from  his  noble 
Friend's  Bill,  that  they  would  no  longer 
listen  to  reason  and  fair  terms,  even  under 
fl   voluntary    Commutation    Bill.       The 
landed  interest,  as  a  body,  were  better 
without  any  Bill  at  all  than  with  the  noble 
Lord's,  as  it  at  present  stood.     It  was  no 
advantage  to  the  country  generally,  merely 
to  release  new  capital  from  the  tax  of  tithe, 
if  the  old  capital  invested  in  the  soil  were 
to  be  offeree  up  a  sacrifice  to  it.    The 
case  was  full  of  difficulties;  it  was  with 
ibe    utmost    diffidence    he    offered   .any 
opinion  upon  it.    At  present,  he  confessed 
he  saw  no  equitable  and  safe  way  out  of 
the  dlfllculties  but  the  voluntary  principle, 

«t  Itnst  ts  t  preparatipo  fo?  ulterior  mea- 


sures, although  his  mind  was  open  to  any 
suggestion  that  might  offer  itself. 

Mr.  Benett  said,  his  hon.  Friend  wa^ 
mistaken  in  what  he  said  respecting  the 
average  of  the  last  seven  years,  as  the 
payment,  though  fixed,  would  bear  a  re- 
lative proportion  to  the  current  produce 
and  value.  As  to  what  he  said  about 
customary  payments,  nothin^^  could  afford 
a  more  uncertain  test.  He  knew  one 
instance,  in  Wiltshire,  where  a  man  paid  a 
composition,  for  forty -five  years,  of  300/. 
per  annum ;  and,  on  the  death  of  the 
incumbent,  the  tithes  were  again  valued, 
and  were  only  valued  at  180/.  per  annum. 
And  be  knew  another  ease,  in  Dorsetshire, 
where  a  farmer  had  paid  only  120/.  for 
tithe  undera  voluntary  agreement,  and  when 
that  was  terminated  they  were  valued  at 
246/.  Thus  it  would  be  seen  that  the  volun* 
tary  agreements  between  parties,  in  this 
way,  would  afford  anything  but  accurate 
data  on  which  to  found  a  general  com- 
pulsory enactment. 

Mr.  Hodges  was  understood  to  say, 
that,  while  he  was  anxious  for  an  equitable 
adjustment  and  final  settlement  of  the 
tithe  question,  he  could  not  but  admit 
that  there  were  strong  objections  enter- 
tained against  the  present  measure.  The 
injury  resulting  from  the  project  of  taking 
the  estimate  from  the  last  seven  years, 
would  extend  over  a  larger  share  of  Eng- 
land than  the  noble  Lord  imagined,  and 
the  discontent  would  be  in  proportion. 
Against  the  plan  of  taking  the  estimates 
from  the  last  seven  years  he  begged  to 
enter  his  protest;  and  he  hoped  there 
would  be  introduced  some  modifications  in 
the  Bill,  to  render  it  palatable  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  Wrightson  thought  that  the  expe- 
rience derived  from  Inclosure  Acts  was 
fully  sufficient  to  found  at  once  a  com- 
pulsory system  on .  At  the  same  time  he  did 
not  think  that  the  present  measures  had 
not  the  proper  medium.  To  the  twenty- 
ninth  clause,  which  contained  the  princi- 
ple on  which  the  commutation  was  to  be 
effected,  he  strongly  objected,  and  he 
should  prefer  the  voluntary  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  to 
the  present  measure,  if  that  clause  were 
retained  unaltered. 

Mr.  Pryme  said,  the  principle  of  volun- 
tary commutation  was  adopted  in  many 
cases,  and  was  found  not  to  have  worked 
well.    He  thought  the  principle  of  com- 
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one.  Most  of  the  objections  urged  against 
the  Bill  were  only  applicable  to  the  details, 
and  therefore  he  would  not,  at  that  stage 
of  the  Bill,  enter  into  them.  He  thought 
the  present  an  improvement  on  the  former 
plan. 

Viscount  Ebrington  said,  that  his 
opinions  on  this  question  had  been 
strengthened  by  what  he  had  heard. 
Whatever  might  be  the  fate  of  this  or  any 
other  measure  brought  forward  on  the 
subject,  the  country  would  at  least  see 
that  the  question  was  fully  discussed,  and 
that  there  was  a  desire  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  to  do  something  effectual  in 
the  matter.  He  felt  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  what  he  said,  and  he 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  no 
measure  founded  on  the  voluntary  princi- 
ple would  be  attended  with  any  great 
bene6t.  Indeed,  it  appeared  to  him  to 
be  almost  impossible  to  frame  a  measure 
on  any  one  principle,  which  should  be 
applicable  to  the  wnole  of  the  kingdom. 
All  the  measures  which  had  been  brought 
forward  in  this  House  for  the  commuta- 
tion of  tithes  had  hitherto  proved  unsatis- 
factory ;  but  of  all  the  measures  which 
had  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
Parliament  on  this  question,  that  which 
appeared  best  calculated  to  effect  a  prac- 
tical compulsory  commutation  was  the 
Bill  introduced  by  Lord  Althorp  in  1834. 
Now,  there  was  a  very  great  objection  to 
the  principle  of  that  Bill,  and  being  aware 
of  the  objections  urged  against  it  from 
many  quarters,  he  was  convinced  that  ft 
was  quite  impossible  for  Government  to 
carry  such  a  Bill  through  this  House.  He 
trusted  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell) would  endeavour  to  effect  a  compul- 
sory  commutation  upon  fair  grounds  ;  but 
he  was  afraid  it  would  be  found  impossi- 
ble to  frame  a  measure  upon  certain  fixed 
principles,  so  as  to  make  it  generally  ap- 
plicable. For  instance,  the  minimum  of 
sixty  per  cent,  which  this  Bill  proposed  to 
give  to  the  tithe-owner,  might  be  just  as 
respected  other  counties  in  England ;  but 
with  regard  to  the  county  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent,  it  would  raise 
the  value  of  tithes,  which,  partly  from  for- 
bearance on  the  part  of  the  clergy,  and 
partly  from  local  circumstances,  was  lower 
there  than  in  the  other  counties  in  England. 
There  were  other  circumstances  which  oper- 
ated in  Devonshire  against  the  tithe-payer. 
A  large  quantity  of  pasture  land  had  been 
brought  under  the    plough.     This  had 


increased  the  burdens  on  the  tithe-payer* 
and,  when  taken  in  connexion  with  the 
recent  depression  of  prices,  had  tended 
greatly  to  increase  the  difficulties  under 
which  the  agriculturists  of  Devonshire 
had  been  labouring.  It  had  happened, 
too,  that  the  amount  of  tithe  had  in- 
creased, in  many  instances,  just  as  the 
means  of  payment  had  diminished.  The 
great  pressure  of  the  tithe  in  some  places, 
caused  the  strong  desire  which  generally 
prevailed  in  that  county  for  some  com- 
mutation. If  any  plan  could  be  devised, 
by  which  tithes  could  be  commuted  on 
fair  and  just  principles,  no  man  would  be 
more  desirous  than  he  should  be  to  see 
it  carried  into  effect ;  for  there  was  nothing 
which  would  give  greater  satisfaction  to 
the  country  at  large.  He  was  aware,  that 
it  was  a  subject  attended  with  great  diffi. 
culties,  and  he  should  be  willing  to  exert 
himself  in  order  to  overcome  them  and 
settle  the  question. 

Mr.  Lennard's  Amendment  was  with- 
drawn, and  the  House  went  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill. 

On  the  1st  Clause- 
Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  party 
who  drew  up  the  Bill  seemed  to  have  paid 
very  little  attention  to  accuracy.  In  one 
clause  it  was  stated  to  be  a  Bill  for 
England,  and  in  another  a  Bill  for  England 
and  Wales.  He  should  like  to  know  from 
the  noble  Lord,  or  from  the  Attorney- 
General,  to  what  section  of  the  empire, 
England  alone,  or  England  and  Wales, 
did  the  Bill  apply  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  Bill  was  to 
apply  to  England  and  Wales;  and  the 
word  England  alone  was  used,  as  he 
understood  that  England  included  Wales. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  inquired  whether 
the  two  Commissioners  who  were  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  would 
be  members  of  the  Church  of  England  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
say,  that  as  the  appointments  emanated 
from  the  Crown,  that  was  a  sufficient 
guarantee  that  they  would  be  properly 
bestowed. 

Mr.  Cay  ley  wished  to  ask  from  what 
class  of  persons  these  Commissioners  were 
to  be  selected  ?  Were  they  to  be  of  the 
same  sort  as  the  Poor- Law  Commisaionert? 
He  thought  they  should  be  acquainted, 
not  only  with  law,  but  also  with  the 
nature  and  value  of  cultivated  land. 

Sir  Robert  H.  Inglis  hoped  that  the 
interests  of  the  Church  would  be  attended 
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to .  in  tbese  appointments.  He  wished 
that  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Bassell)  to  his  bon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Durham,  bad  been  different.  It  was 
but  fair  to  ask,  that  where  the  property 
belonging  to  the  Church  was  so  much 
concerned,  its  interests  should  be  carefully 
attended  to  in  the  appointment*  of  those 
who  were  to  arbitrate  to  so  great  an  extent 
as  to  that  property. 

Colonel  Thompson  said,  the  principle 
which  claimed  that  the  Commissioners 
should  be  of  the  Established  Church 
because  the  Church  was  one  party  to  the 
contract,  would  go  to  prove  there  should 
be  one  Commissioner  a  Catholic,  and 
another  a  Unitarian,  because  both  these 
opinions  existed  among  the  parties  on  the 
other  side. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  meant  it  for  wisdom  or 
fot  wit,  there  was  little  to  surprise  in  the 
fact  of  such  a  suggestion  originating  in 
such  a  quarter. 

Colonel  Thxmvpson  meant  it  for  nothing 
but  the  wisdom  of  justice. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  2nd — 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  said,  from  the 
reply  his  question  had  received  from  the 
noble  Lord,  he  felt  it  imperative  upon  him 
to  press  on  the  House  the  amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  notice  upon  this  clause. 
It  was  evident,  as  the  Bill  stood,  that  the 
two  Commissioners  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  might  be  of  any 
sect — Unitarian,  Roman  Catholic,  or,  in 
short,  any  person  whatever.  Now,  though, 
in  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
this  discretion  might  be  deemed  a  fitting 
discretion,  he  and  other  friends  of  the 
Established  Church  looked  upon  it  with 
fear  and  apprehension.  The  remedy  he 
proposed  was  this:  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  was  to  have  the  appointment 
of  one  Commissioner ;  and,  as  there  was 
no  reason  to  apprehend  that  he  would 
not  appoint  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
England,  it  would  be  well  to  provide  that, 
in  every  case  in  which  the  interest  of  the 
Church  was  affected,  a  casting  vote  should 
be  given  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury's 
Commissioner.  The  effect  of  this  precau- 
tion would  be,  that  no  decision  could  be 
come  to  unless  it  had  the  sanction  of  the 
Archbishop's  Commissioner  [laughter. "]  He 
was  not  surprised  his  proposition  excited 
laughter  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
Unfortunately,  it  was  in  the  present  day  a 
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bold  deed  to  stand  forward  as  the  advocate 
of  the  Church  of  England ;  but,  despite  of 
taunts  or  ridicule,  he  was  determined  to 
do  his  duty  towards  that  Church  by  sup- 
porting its  interests.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  that  after  the  words 
''  No  Report  of  the  Commissioners  shall 
be  of  any  force,"  there  be  inserted  the 
words  ''unless  it  be  sanctioned  by  the 
Commissioner  of  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury. 

Mr.  Richards  said,  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
was  sure,  would  give  him  credit  for  being 
favourable  to  the  Established  Church,  but 
he  could  not  support  the  amendment  his 
hon.  Friend  had  introduced.  In  his 
opinion,  it  would  not  even  bear  discussion ; 
he  earnestly  entreated  him,  therefore,  to 
withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Edward  Buller  i  The  hon.  Member 
had  professed  to  bring  forward  the  amend- 
ment from  a  regard  for  the  Church.  In 
his  opinion,  it  would  be  considered  only 
as  an  expression  of  suspicion  and  distrust 
against  the  Dissenting  portion  of  the 
community.  The  House  must  remember 
this  Bill  involved  a  question  of  property ; 
and  he  put  it  to  the  House  to  say  whether 
an  honourable  Dissenter  of  that  rank  in 
which  it  was  likely  those  persons  would 
be  who  would  be  selected  for  this  purpose, 
would  not  deal  quite  as  fairly  with  that 
question  of  property  as  any  Churchman  ? 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  12,  ''  Owner  of  land  and 
tithe  may  contract  for  a  commutaion  "— 

Mr.  Greene  rose  to  move  an  amendment. 
He  objected  to  the  principle  of  allowing 
individual  commutation.  He  thought  it 
would  lead  to  great  inconvenience  and 
great  inequality ;  and,  in  some  cases,  to 
the  grossest  injustice.  The  substance  of 
his  amendment  would  be  this:  that  an 
individual  should  not  have  the  power  of 
commuting  his  own  particular  tithes,  but 
that  the  consent  of  the  whole  parish  should 
be  required. 

The  Chairman  required  a  more  specific 
amendment. 

Mr.  Edtoard  Buller  considered  that  this 
clause  involved  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  which  the  House  would  have  to 
decide.  It  involved  the  question  of 
individual  and  parochial  commutation. 
The  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  proceeded  rather, 
upon  the  principle  of  parochial  ;  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for    the    Home    Department,    favoured 
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^he  principle  of  individtial  commuta- 
tion. He  himielf  believed  immense  ad- 
vantaged were  on  the  side  of  the  former. 
The  Brst  object  of  course  under  thia  Bill 
would  be  to  ascertain  the  right  of  the 
tithe-owner ;  this  right  he  believed  would 
be  far  easier  ascertained  by  allowing  the 
tithe-owner  to  state  the  average  receipts 
in  gross  on  a  whole  parish,  than  to  prove 
his  right  in  many  individual  cases ;  par- 
ticularly when,  as  might  and  would  indeed 
certainly  oHen  happen,  there  had  oc- 
curred a  change  of  occupancy,  or  when 
a  person  held  under  two  landlords.  Again  : 
where  the  rights  of  the  tithe-owner  were 
brought  forward  in  gross  before  the  whole 
of  the  parishioners,  there  would  be  more 
likelihood  of  their  agreeing  to  any  reason- 
able proposal,  the  majority  binding  the 
rest,  their  decisions  would  not  be  ob- 
structed by  the  obstinacy  of  individuals ; 
and  there  would  be  less  personal  collision 
00  desirable  to  be  avoided  between  the 
clergyman  and  bis  flock,  on  the  other 
hand  he  believed  there  could  not  but  be 
great  difficulties  in  the  other  mode  of  com- 
mutation :  and  the  Commissioners  in 
London  would  have  all  the  trouble,  and 
the  same  time  and  labour  and  expence 
would  be  incurred  in  sending  down  Assist- 
ant Commissioners  to  inquire  into  the 
tithe  of  a  particular  individual  as  if  of  a 
whole  parish.  He  felt  inclined  therefore 
for  these  reasons  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster. 

Mr.  Pember ton  observed  that  it  appear- 
ed to  him  as  this  Clause  and  the  follow- 
kig  then  stood  that  occupying  tenants, 
for  instance  under  a  lease  for  seven  years, 
which  must  be  nearly  expired,  would  have 
the  right  of  binding  the  inheritance  for 
ever,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Commissi- 
oners without  the  consent  of  those  really 
interested  in  the  land.  That  surely  could 
not  he  the  intention  of  Government. 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  such  un- 
doubtedly was  not  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment. It  was  their  intention  only  to  give 
the  power  to  those  who  were  really  the 
owners  of  some  portion  of  the  inheritance : 
either  the  owner  of  the  estate  or  the  tenants, 
under  church  leases,  leases  for  renewals,  or 
for  lives,  who,  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
•was  aware  were  considered  in  the  Courts 
of  Equity  as  having  a  permanent  interest 
in  the  soil. 

Lord  Slanleif:  Sir,  it  appears  to  me, 
that  on  this  clause  there  are  two  important 
tnd  disUoct  queations :  first,  nrhat  li  the 


class  of  persons  to  whom  eertain  powena 
shall     be     intrusted?      Next,    whether, 
having  agreed  as  to  the  persons, it  is  fit  chat 
those  powers  should  be  intrusted  to  thetti  T 
With  regard  to  the  first,  I  agree  with  my 
hon.    and  learned  Friend  near  me  (Mr. 
Pemberton),    that    under    this    clause, 
coupled  'with  the    interpretation    clatise, 
occupiers,  for  whatever  term,  paying  less 
than  a  rack-rent ;  t.  e.,  as  interpreted  by 
the  next  clause,  occupiers  for  less  than 
three- fourths  of  the  improved  value  of  the 
land  will  be  competent,  as  being  inetoded 
in  the  term  "  as  owner,"*  to  make  a  bar- 
gain; which,  with  regard  to  its  permaneiicj, 
ought  only  to  be  made  by  a  person  hiving 
a  permanent  interest  in  the  soil.     If  we 
are  agreed  upon  this  point,  (as  I  believe 
we  are),  it  wilt  not  be  difficult  to  come  to 
some  terms  which  will  convey  our  mean- 
ing; which  is,  if  I  understand,  the  opinion 
on  both  sides  of  the  Committee,  that  only 
persons  having  a  permanent  interest  in 
the  soil  should  have  the  right  of  binding 
themselves  and  their  successors.     Now, 
we  come  then  to  the  next  point.    I  am  of 
opinion  that  it  is  desirable,  more  especially 
if  we  desire  to  encourage  voluntary  com* 
mutation  of  tithes,  that  we  should   not 
limit  too  strictly  mutual  agreements,  in 
the  first  instance^  to  parochial  agreements. 
Under  the  first  part  of  the  clause,  as  it 
now  stands,  any  gentleman  having  a  per. 
manent  interest  in  the  land  is  to  nave  the 
power  of  agreeing  with  the  incumbent  for 
the  amount  to  be  paid  by  him  in  con* 
sideration   of  tiihe  during  the  period  of 
that  incumbency.     Then,  under  the  latter 
part  of  the  clause,  persons  having  a  certain 
power  of  inheritance  in  the  land,  shall  be 
entitled  to  make  that  agreement  binding, 
not  only  upon  him,  but   upon  his  suc- 
cessors; in   the  case  of   the  incumbent, 
not  without  the  consent  of  the  patron  or 
ordinary--in  the  case  of  persons  not  having 
a  certain  estate  in  the  land,  not  without 
the  consent  of  the  Commissioners.     Now, 
I  am  rather  doubtful  whether,  even  with 
the  consent  of  the  Commissioners,  parties 
not  having  a  certain  interest  in  the  land, 
a  permanent  interest,  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  make  an  agreement  binding  their  sue* 
cessors.     But,  again,  there  was  a  question 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Lancaster,  whether  in*the  case  of  a  single 
individual  having  an  interest  in  the  land, 
though    an    interest    less    than    three- 
fourths  of  the  whole  value  of  the  tithe^ 
land  in  the  parish,  should  be  empowered 
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toagiM  for  himtelf  and  sueceuon  with 
the  inoumbenty  with  the  consent  of  the 
patien  or  ordinary.  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  in  this  case,  the  case  of  persons 
having:  a  fee-simple  estate,  it  would  be 
beneBeial  to  depart  from  the  principle  of 
parochial  agreement,  and  to  allow  that  in- 
dividual, on  bis  own  behalf,  to  make  his 
commutation  without  the  consent  of  the 
parish  generally ;  for  I  cannot  understand 
why  an  individual  should  be  bound  down 
by  the  deoision  of  a  majority  in  his  parish, 
•o  as  to  be  prevented  from  entering  into 
an  agreement,  which  Parliament  is  de- 
sirous of  sanctioning.  At  the  same  time, 
it  IS  my  opinion  that  it  will  not  prevent 
parochial  agreements  being  afterwards 
Altered  into ;  on  the  contrary,  if  all  the 
landowners  in  a  parish  were  to  see  the 
beneficial  effect  produced  in  the  case  of  an 
individual  commutation,  its  tendency  would 
be,  not  to  discourage  but  to  encourage  it; 
every  otl^er  landowner  being  impelled  to 
it  by  the  example  of  his  enterprising  and 
sucoessful  neighbour.  Now,  Sir,  some 
hon.  Qentlemen  say,  **  don't  encourage 
individual  commutation;  if  you  do,  look  at 
the  want  of  uniformity  you  will  produce<-« 
one  individual  in  a  parish  commuting,  and 
another  not.*'  Why,  Sir,  the  very  same 
argument  will  apply  to  counties.  **  Look, 
what  an  unequal,  what  a  cheequered  sys- 
tem you  introduce.  In  one  parish  the 
tithes  are  commuted,  in  another  the  old 
system  prevails.  In  one  hundred  the 
tithes  are  commuted,  in  another  not." 
Seeing,  therefore,  that  this  argument  may 
be  as  justly  carried  out  in  respect  to 
counties  as  with  respect  to  parishes,  I  am, 
oa  ttll  considerations,  disposed  to  agree  to 
this  clause,  so  far  as  it  enables  a  person 
having  a  real  interest  in  the  parish  to  com* 
mute  on  his  own  account  with  the  tithe- 
owner,  having  the  sanction  of  the  patron 
,  and  ordinary,  or  of  the  Commissioners. 
But  I  am  not  disposed  to  extend  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  word  **  owner,"  as  it  is 
proposed  to  be  extended,  so  as  to  allow 
any  person,  not  having  a  permanent  in- 
terest in  the  inheritance,  to  make  a  com- 
mutation binding  upon  his  successors, 
even  though  made  with  the  consent  of  the 
Commissioners* 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusion  deprecated  the 
injustice  of  preventing  an  individual  will- 
ing to  commute  from  commuting,  without 
the  consent  of  the  majority  of  the  parish. 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  with  regard 
to  tha  objection  against  allowing  commu- 


tation by  any  except  the  absolute  owneia 
of  the  estate,  it  should  be  recollected  how 
impossible  and  unjust  it  would  be  to 
throw  upon  the  tithe  owner  the  burden  of 
finding  whether  the  person  with  whom  he 
was  treating  was  possessed  of  the  absolute 
fee-simple.  That  was  only  one  of  the  in- 
conveniences which  would  result  from 
such  a  restriction.  He  admitted  the 
Clause  was  somewhat  erroneously  framed ; 
and  that  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Ripon  had  pointed  out, 
it  might  include  more  than  was  intended 
by  the  Qovemment  to  be  included.  At 
the  same  time  he  could  not  consent  to 
make  the  clause  nugatory,  by  requiring  an 
absolute  ownership. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  the  Clause  under 
consideration  allows  any  owner  of  land, 
and  any  owner  of  tithe,  to  contract  with 
each  other.  It  would  therefore  appear 
that  the  owner  of  land,  part  of  which  is 
subject  to  rectorial  and  part  of  it  to  vica- 
rial tithes,  might,  if  the  owner  of  the 
former  consented,  contract  with  him,  and 
that  with  the  consent  of  the  patron  or 
ordinary,  that  contract  might  be  made  a 
permanent  one.  In  the  17th  Clause^ 
it  is  enacted,  that  ''  to  every  agreement 
that  shall  be  entered  into  for  the  commu- 
tation of  tithes,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  there  shall  be  parties  the 
owner  of  the  land  whereof  the  tithe  is 
proposed  to  be  commuted,  as  also  every 
owner  of  any  tithe  arising  from,  or  out  of, 
any  such  lands  ?*'  Now  I  ask,  is  it  intend- 
ed that  a  party  holding  land  subject  to 
two  descriptions  of  tithe,  may  contract 
with  the  owner  of  one  description  of  tithe  ? 
[The  Solicitor  OenereJ,  Certainly  not.] 
Then  what  is  the  meaning  of  the  words 
in  Clause  12,  *<  the  owners  of  any  land 
and  the  owner  of  any  tithe  may  con- 
tract with  each  other  ?"  How  is  it  possible 
to  reconcile  the  '17th  Clause  to  the  V2ih 
Clause.  It  appears  to  me  that  individual 
commutation  of  tithe  by  voluntary  agree* 
ment,  will  open  the  door  to  great  abuse : 
it  will  produce,  first  a  greater  want  of 
uniformity  than  at  present  exists.  *  In  the 
same  parish  you  may  have  tithe-free 
land,  tne  tithes  of  which  are  commuted 
under  the  system  of  individual  voluntary 
commutation,  and  land  subject  to  the 
payment  of  tithe  in  kind ;  thus  not  at- 
taining that  object  so  essential  to  the 
settlement  of  this  g^eat  question,  uniform- 
ity. You  will  have  every  variety  of  tithe, 
and  consequently  every  mode  of  recovery 
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adapted  to  the  difTerent  descriptions  of 
tithe  to  be  recovered.    Then,  as  to  indi- 
'vidual  award,  which  should  be  connected 
•with  the  consideration  of  individual  com- 
'mutation   by   agreement.     I    think    you 
ought  not  to  give  an  individual  the  power 
-of  inflicting  the  inconvenience  and   the 
'expense  of  the  complex   machinery  in- 
troduced by  this  Act  for  the  settlement  of 
his  particular  tithe.     But  the  most  im- 
portant question  under  this  Act  will  be 
the  question  of  jurisdiction  ;  how  will  you 
provide  for  the  recovery  of  the  different 
portions  of  the  rent-charge  to  be  paid  by 
-each  individual  landowner;  how  will  you 
'for  instance,  in  the  case  I  have  just  put, 
provide  for  the  recovery  by  the   rector 
'and  the  vicar  of  the  different  portions  of 
tithe  ? 

The  Solicitor    General: — The  parties 
agree:  say  the  Rector  for  30/.  the  Vicar 
for  15/.;  well,  then  each  of  them  will  have 
-their  rent-charge  to  those  distinct  amounts. 
Sir  Robert  Feel:     But  there  is  no  dis- 
'tinct  provision  for  the  mode  of  recovery 
'of  their   tithe    or  that  such    agreement 
shall  be  necessary ;    and  I  see  great  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  settling  that  point  as 
the  Bill  stands. 

Mr.  OoiUbum:  With  respect  to  indi- 
vidual commutation  by  agreement,  I  con- 
fess I  do  not  see  so  much  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  general  parochial  agreement,  yet, 
as  the  consent  of  each  party  is  necessary, 
if  you  combine  the  consent  of  the  rector 
•and  vicar,  I  am  not  disposed  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  clause  at  this  period. 

Sir  Robert  H.  Inylis  concurred  with  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley),  that  volun- 
tary individual  commutation  would  lead 
to  general  commutation  through  the 
parish,  and  that  the  clause  as  it  now 
stood,  limited  by  the  word  "  owner," 
would  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case. 

Lord  John  RusselL  I  think  that  as  to 
the  mode  of  recovery  :  there  will  be  no 
difficulty,  and  that  justice  will  be  done  by 
this  clause :  when  the  owner  of  the  land 
and  the  owner  of  the  tithe  agree.  I  can 
see  no  danger  whatever  in  individual  vo- 
luntary commutation.  With  respect  to 
individual  or  compulsory  award,  I  will 
not  now  touch  upon  that. 

Lord  Stanley  suggested  that   the  last 

•  line  and   ahalf  of  the  clause  in  question 

(unless  the  same  should  have  been  con- 

.  firmed   under  the  hands  and  seal  of  the 

Commissioners)  should   be   omitted;   the 

effect  of  which  would  be,  that  while  pre- 


venting an  incumbent  from  entering  into 
an  agreement  for  a  longer  period  than  bis 
own  incumbency,  without  the  consent   of 
the  patron  and  ordinary,  as    the  persons 
permanently  interested  in    the   revenues 
arising  from  that  particular   parish.      It 
would  at  the  same  time  prevent  any  owner 
having  an  estate  less  than  a  fee-aimple 
or  fee-tail  from  entering  into  any  agree. 
ment  for  a  longer  period  than  the  period 
of   his  estate.     The  present  clause   gave 
to  the  Commissioners  the  right  of  super- 
seding the  rights  of  all  successors  and  in- 
heritors, and  he  suggested  that  they  should 
take  away  that  power  from  the  Commis- 
sioners of  sanctioning  an  agreement  with 
a  person  having  only  a  limited  fee. 

The  Attorney  General  (Sir  John  Cantp^ 
bell)  considered    the  rector  and  the  vicar, 
in  the  case  put  by  the  right  hon.  Baron- 
et, the  Member  for  Tamworth,  as  joint 
owners  of  the  tithe,    and   therefore   the 
consent  of  both  was   necessary.      With 
regard  to  what  the  noble  Lord,  .who  had 
just  sat  down,  had  said,  as  to  limiting  the 
power  of  agreement  binding  successors 
and  inheritors  to  owners  of  fee-simple  or 
fee-tail,  he  entirely  protested  against  that 
opinion.  There wasaBill  nowuponthe  table 
which  he  had  had  the  honour  of  introducing 
into  the  House,  the  great  object  of  which 
was  to  give  to  the  owners  of  particular 
estates  the  power  of  enfranchising  copy- 
holds;   at   present  the   liberty   to   agree 
with  the  landlord    for    enfranchisement 
being  limited  to  owners  in  fee-simple  or 
fee-tail.     The  principle  of  that  Bill  had 
been  sanctioned  by   the   House,   and  it 
was  upon  that  very   principle   that  this 
clause  had   been     framed.       Indeed,    if 
that  principle  was  not  admitted,  they  had 
better  strike  out    the  clause  altogether: 
for  it  was  well  known  that  all  the  great 
landed  estates  of  the  country  were  pre- 
served in  the  family  by  their  being  limited, 
with  remainders  in  tail;  almost  all  the 
nobility  in  the  country  held  their  estates 
only  for  life,  with  remainder  in  tail  to  first 
and  other  sons,  &c.,  and  the  effect  of  such 
a  limitation  as  that  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord,    would  be  to    render  the  clause, 
nearly,  if  not  wholly,  ineffectual  by  im- 
posing   a    most   widely-operating  check 
upon  the  power  of  commutation. 

Mr.  Peniberton  had  never  conceived  it 
possible,  as  the  Bill  was  framed,  that  ihe 
consent  of  both  rector  and  vicar  should 
be  required  in  the  case  put  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.Peel).  He  was  surprised 
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to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  say,  that  the  rector  and  vicar 
were  joint  owners  of  the  tithe.  Nobody 
ever  heard  of  sach  a  thing  I  And  he  could 
not  conceive  that  Government  intended  to 
prevent  the  possibility  of  an  arrangement 
with  the  vicar  without  the  consent  of 
the  rector ;  and  vice  versd. 

The  Solicitor  General :  There  appears 
to  me.  Sir,  to  be  two  points  raised  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ripon.  First:  whether  the  rector  and 
vicar  should  be  allowed  to  commute  dis- 
tinct from  each  other;  and  secondly, 
whether  the  Clause,  as  it  stands,  gives 
them  the  power  of  doing  so.  Now  to 
advert  to  the  latter  point,  in  the  first  place : 
at  the  beginning  of  the  12th  Clause,  it  is 
enacted  that  the  '*  owner  of  any  land, 
and  the  owner  of  any  tithe,  may  contract'' 
together  in  manner  hereinafter  mentioned. 
In  the  17th  Clause  we  find  a  provision,  that 
"  in  every  agreement  which  shall  be  en- 
tered into  for  the  commutation  of  tithe, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act ; 
that  there  shall  be  parties,  the  owner  of 
the  land  whereof  the  tithe  is  proposed  to 
be  commuted,  as  also  every  owner  of  any 
tithe  arising  from  or  out  of  any  such  land.'' 
Now  although,  undoubtedly  I  admit 
there  may  be  some  apparent  obscurity  in 
the  first  of  these  clauses,  yet  the  words 
**  in  manner  hereinafter  mentioned,'*  plainlv 
couple  it  with  the  second,  and  therefore  it 
is  clear  what  meaning  is  meant  to  be  con- 
veyed by  the  two  together.  Now,  to  look 
at  the  question  in  the  light  of  principle  ; 
is  it  or  is  it  not  advisable  to  require  the 
concurrence  of  the  rector  and  the  vicar 
in  any  agreement  for  commutation  of 
tithe.  I  do  assure  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
this  was  matter  of  very  serious  consider- 
ation to  Lord  AI thorp,  and  I  admit  that 
it  is  fair  matter  for  discussion.  But  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  advi- 
sable to  prevent  the  possibility  of  jobbing 
between  the  owner  of  the  land  and  the 
tithe  owner,  or  of  one  of  those  persons,  to 
the  prejudice  of  the  other. 

Mr.Ooulburn  agreed  in  the  necessity 
of  preventing  that  species  of  jobbing,  but 
was  of  opinion  that  in  the  succeeding  part 
of  the  Bill  that  danger  was  not  sufficiently 
provided  against,  inasmuch  as  any  land- 
owner might  compel  any  tithe-owner  to 
commute  his  particular  tithe. 

The  Clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed;  the  Committee 
\Q  lit  again* 


t>Uty  on  Coffee. 


6^6 


Chairmak  of  Select  Committees.] 
Sir  James   Graham  said,    that  in  order  ' 
to  fix  the   practice    of  Parliament   with 
respect  to  the  power  of  the  Chairman  of  a 
Select  Committee  to  vote,  he  thought  an  • 
uniform   rule  should  be  laid  down,  and 
established  by  a  declaratory  resolution  of 
the  House.   It  was  not  necessary  to  argue 
the   point,    because   it  must  rest  on  the 
analogy  to  the   practice  of   the   House 
itself,  and  the  equity  and  justice  of  the  * 
case  demanded,  that  in  a  Select  Committee, 
where   the  numbers   were  so  small,  the 
Chairman  should  not  exercise  so  very  pre-  ' 
ponderating  an  influence  as  the  power  of ' 
voting,  except  where  the  votes  on  each 
side  were  equal.    He  should  therefore  now 
move,    according  to  the  notice   he    had 
given,   the  following  resolution: — "  That, 
according  to  the  established  rules  of  Par- 
liament, the  Chairman  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee  can  only  vote  when   there  is  an  - 
equality  of  voices." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 

Monday^  March  98,  1836. 

MnnrritB.]    Bills.  Read  a  seoond  time: — CorawaU  Astixet  t 
Maceleafleld  SmaU  DebU. 

peticimia  praented.  By  Uae  Duke  of  Yfrnvuvvton,  from 
Staflbrd.  ooinplainiDg  of  Agricultural  DUtrew,  and  for 
Relief.— By  Lord  Rathbrtok,  from  Stoke-upon-Trentf  • 
— for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  od  NewwpapeTt.— By  the 
Earl  of  WcsTiiouLAMD,  and  Loid  de  Liblb,  from 
Tarious  Placet,  for  Alterationa  in  the  Ecdcaiastical  Couzta 
ComoUdating  Bill. 

HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  March  28,    1836. 

MiMOTsa.]   Bills.   Read  a  seoond  time : ^Slavery  Abolition  ' 
(Jamaica). — Read  a  first  time: — Alien  Registration;  Stamp 
Duties  I  Steam  Vessels  (Thames)*  Rq^Uons  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (Ireland). 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Atsbford  Saivfobd,  firom" 
GLAsroiTBURTt  foT  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath. . 
—By  Mr.  Gsora,  from  Henley-upon-Thamcs,  that  that 
Place  may  be  included  in  the  Municipal  Corporationif  Act| 
and  from  the  Manufacturers  of  Tobacco  and  Snuff  of  Loo* 
don,  for  the  Repal  or  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting 
thdr  Tradcb— By  Colonel  Bnunr,  from  Carlow,  for  a  mora 
Equitable  AsieHmcnt  for  Gnnd  Juries. — By  Mr.  OawAU>, 
from  the  Wine  and  Spirit  Merdiants  of  Glasgow,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Law  respecting  their  Trade;  and  from  the 
Bookadlcn.  Statkmers,  and  Printers  of  the  same  Town» 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newspapers. 

Duty  ok  Coffee.]  Mr.  Crawford 
said,  he  had  to  present  a  petition  which  he 
was  sorry  to  say  had  been  in  his  hands  for 
the  last  month.  He  roust  also  express  his 
regret  that  none  of  the  Ministers  were  pre- 
sent in  their  places  who  might  naturally 
be  supposed  to  feel  an  interest  in  the  peti- 
tioP|   especially  the  Chancellor   of  tha 
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Exchequer  and  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  He  regretted  their  absence  the 
more,  because,  oo  presenting  this  petition, 
he  was  going  to  make  a  statement  which 
more  immediately  referred  to  the  depart- 
ments of  both  these  right  hon.  Gentlemen. 
The  statement  he  was  about  to  make  ma- 
terially concerned  the  commerqe  of  the 
country.  The  parties  whose  names  were 
signed  to  this  petition  were  the  proprietors 
and  consignees  of  coffee  to  this  country, 
being  the  growth  of  the  island  of  Ceylon 
and  of  the  territory  subject  to  the  Madras 
Government.  They  prayed  for  relief,  and 
the  prayer  of  their  petition  was  founded  on 
an  Act  which  passed  that  House  towards 
the  close  of  last  Session.  The  object  of 
that  Act  was  to  relieve  the  grower  of  coffee 
In  Ceylon,  and  the  territory  of  Madras, 
from  the  additional  duty  previously  charged 
oji  East-India  coffee,  and  to  place  them, 
in  respect  of  duty,  on  the  same  footing  as 
the  growers  of  coffee  in  the  West-India 
colonies.  They  prayed  that  the  East-India 
coffee  now  in  bond  in  this  country,  or  on 
its  way  here,  might  be  entered  at  a  duty 
of  sixpence  per  pound.  Last  Session  of 
Parliament  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer announced,  that  the  duty  on  coffee, 
the  produce  of  the  East  and  West  Indies, 
would  be  equalised,  and  for  this  purpose  a 
short  fi ill  was  brought  in  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  present  pe- 
titioners were  quite  satisfied  with  that  Bill, 
but  there  were  other  parties,  who,  it  was 
bruited  at  the  time,  were  not  so  well 
pleased— he  meant  the  West-India  inter- 
est. The  Bill  was  reported,  without  any 
amendment,  and  in  that  shape  was  satisfac- 
tory to  the  petitioners.  On  the  third  read- 
ing, however,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer introduced  a  clause  which  required 
the  production  of  a  certiBcate  of  origin, 
which  could  be  had  only  in  the  East  In- 
dies, before  the  East-India  coffee  in  bond 
in  the  country  could  be  introduced  at  the 
diminished  rate  of  duty.  The  effect  of 
that  clause  was,  to  continue  on  all  the  coffee 
already  imported  the  disadvantage  under 
which  the  East-India  growers  laboured. 
Upon  finding  that  this  was  the  case  the 
petitioners  memorialized  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury.  The  Lords  of  the  Treasury  re- 
ferred this  memorial  to  the  proper  revenue 
o£5cers,  for  the  purpose  of  being  informed 
by  them  whether  there  would  be  any  difH- 
culty  in  distinguishing  between  coffee  the 
growth  of  Ceylon  and  the  Madras  territory, 
imd  coffee  the  produce  of  other  placee« 
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The  answer  was,  that  there  wontd  b«  tio 
difficulty  whatever.    In  point  of  fact»  too» 
the  quantity  which  could  be  imported  at 
this  time  from  the  East,  and  particolarl  j 
the  quantity  which  was  ready  to  brin^  into 
the  market,  was  so  small  that  it  could  not 
possibly  affect  the  price  of  coffee,  or  injure 
the  West-India  interest.     Still  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  alleged  want  of  power  to 
grant  the  memorialists'  prayer,  and  refuaed 
to  act  on  the  report  of  the  officers  of  the 
Customs.    This  doctrine  was  new  to  him 
and  to  them,  and  the  result  ultimately  was, 
that  as  this  coffee  could  not  be  bought  in 
if  a  higher  duty  than  sixpence  a  pound  was 
required,  the  whole  of  it  was  forced  into 
exportation  to  compete   with  coffee  the 
growth  of  other  countries,  to  the  injury  of 
the  consumer  here,  and  also  of  the  revenue. 
It  was  his  impression,  certainly,  that  the 
Treasury,  under  such  circumstances,  al- 
ways granted  fiscal  relief,  but  here  it  was 
refused.     In  fact,  at  the  very  time  when 
the  East-India  merchants  were  refused  any 
relief,  and  on  the  very  same  article  relief 
wasgranted,  and  granted  inopposition  to  the 
spiritof  the  Actof  Parliament  to  the  import- 
ers of  coffee  from  Africa  :  it  was  provided  in 
the  Act,  that  coffee,  the  growth  of  Sierra 
Leone,  should  be  introduced  at  a  duty  of 
sixpence  the  pound.     But  that  was  strictly 
con6ned  to  the  territory  of  Sierra  Leone, 
and  yet  he  found  that  coffee  which  had 
been  grown  600  miles  to  the  east  of  Sierra 
Leone,  and  was  by  the  Act  as  mi|ch  ex- 
cluded as  Madras  coffee,  was  introduced 
here  upon  the  very  same  terms  as  if  it  had 
been  grown  at  Leone  itself.    If  there  was 
want  of  legal  authority  in  one  case  there 
was  in  the  other,  and  if  Ministers  wanted 
indemnification  in  one  case,   it  would  be 
equally  necessary  in  the  other.    The  Lord 
William  Bentinck  had  recently  brought  a 
cargo  of  coffee  of  150  tons  from  Madras. 
It  was  produced  by  the  enterprise  of  a  set 
of  gentlemen  there,  who  certainly  dki  not 
deserve  to  be  treated  as  if  they  were  fo« 
reigners.    But  though  the  origin  of  the 
coffee  was  undeniable,  it  was  not  accom- 
panied by  the  proper  certificates  of  growth, 
and  it  was  obliged  to  be  sold  for  exporta- 
tion.   In  this  single  instance  the  revenue 
suffered  a  loss  of  9,520/.,  and  the  con* 
sumers  were  injured  by  a  short  supply.  A 
different  course,  a  course  more  just  to  all 
the  parties  concerned,  would  have  added 
to  the  revenue,  benefited  the  consumer, 
and  promoted  the  advantage  of  the  Briris h 
merchant  and  the  grower  of  coffl9  in  our 
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SssI  Indian  posietsiont.  If  th«  ChanceU 
lor  of  the  .Exchequer,  or  the  PreBident  of 
tbo  Board  of  Trade  were  present,  they 
isould  not  contradict  these  statements, 

Mr.  Lahoiuckert  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  oould  fairly  impute  blame  to 
Ministers,  as  he  had  not  given  any  notice 
of  his  intention  to  present  this  petition. 
liVere  his  right  hon.  Friends  present,  he 
l)elieved  they  would  have  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  giving  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  recollected  the  discussion  which  took 
plaoe  last  Session  upon  this  subject.  The 
Government  then  expressed  their  desire 
and  readiness  to  equalise  the  duties  on 
East  and  West  India  coffee,  but  they  were 
bound  at  the  same  time  to  take  care  that 
it  was  a  bonajide  equalization.  A  certifi- 
cate was  required  as  to  West  India,  and  it 
was  but  just  that  the  same  security  should 
be  had  with  respect  to  Ceylon  and  Madras 
oofiee.  The  smallness  of  the  quantity  did 
not  alter  the  case.  It  was  the  duty  of 
Government  to  see  that  th^re  was  no  un- 
fairness in  the  transaction,  and  that  coffee 
from  Singapore,  or  any  other  place> should 
not  be  brought  in  under  the  name  of  Ceylon 
or  Madras  coffee.  Government,  in  acting 
as  they  did,  had  done  no  more  than  what 
they  had  distinctly  announced  to  Parlia- 
ment they  would  do. 

Mr.  Patrick  Stewart  fully  concurred  in 
what  U\l  from  his  hon.  Friend  who  spoke 
last.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  of  last 
Session  was  as  he  had  represented  it.  The 
principle  of  equality  of  duty  was  that  laid 
down  by  the  Ubaocellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  he  was  friendly  to  that  principle. 
Duty,  however,  was  not  the  only  thing  to 
be  equalized.  There  were  other  burthens 
to  which  the  West  India  growers  were  sub- 
ject, that  ought  to  be  taken  into  the 
acooant*  For  his  part,  he  was  not  a 
grower,  but  a  consumer;  but  yet  he 
thought  Government  could  not,  in  justice, 
dispense  with  the  test  of  bonajide  produc- 
tion. 
.  Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

« 

.  MuKiciFAL  Reform  (Ireland).] 
Lord  John  Ruisell  moved  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Municipal  Reform  (Ireland) 

Dill. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  that  considering  his 
oponeRioB  with  the  most  important  be- 
yond all  comparison  of  the  Irish  Corpora- 
tions, and  that  he  had  not  before  troubled 
t)it  Homo  with  any  obaeryationa'on^  the 


principle  of  the  Bill,  he  hoped  the^  would 
not  deem  him  presumptuous  in  takmg  thai 
early  part  in  the  night's  debate.  He 
did  not  desire  to  use  the  language  of  cr- 
aggeration,  when  he  said  that  a  more  im- 
portant question  than  that  before  them 
never,  perhaps,  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  House.  Whether  they  regarded  the 
time  at  which  it  was  introduced,  the 
peculiar  and  anomalous  condition  of  So* 
ciety,  and  the  circumstances  of  the  country 
to  which  it  related,  the  difference  between 
the  professed  and,  perhaps,  sincere  object 
of  many  of  its  supporters,  and  the  hidden 
motive  of  its  real  promoters,  still  more  the 
tendency  of  its  enactments,  he  did  not 
believe  it  possible  to  qver-rate  its  import- 
ance, or  to  magnify  the  vital  consequences 
which  might  flow  from  the  measure,  as 
affecting  all  theessential  interests  of  Ireland 
«-its  political  tranquillity,  its  social  condi- 
tion, the  cause  of  true  religion  there,  and 
the  permanent  peace,  prosperity  and  hap- 
piness of  that  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  It  was  very  material  that  the 
real  question  in  dispute  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House  should  be  fairly  consi- 
dered and  rightly  understood ;  with  that 
view  he  would  caution  the  House  against 
two  errors  equally  great,  though  extremely 
opposite — the  one  involved  a  charge 
against  those  who,  under  the  circum« 
stances  already  explained  to  the  House, 
dissent  from  the  Bill  --that  they  were  the 
enemies  of  all  Reform,  the  bigotted 
sticklers  for  every  corporate  abuse,  and 
that  they  set  themselves  against  all  change 
or  improvement ;  the  other  of  the  opposite 
character — that  they  were  in  this  case  ultra« 
destructives,  more  anxious  to  destroy  than 
to  reform — while  some,  amongst  whom 
was  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War 
(Lord  Howick),  declared  that  they  were 
fighting  for  a  shadow,  and  factiously  con- 
tending for  that  which  was  a  distinction 
without  a  difference.  If  the  House  would 
indulge  him  for  a  few  minutes,  he 
thought  he  could  show  that  all  these  re- 
presentations of  the  position  of  those 
with  whom  he  acted  were  equally  re- 
moved from  truth.  He  would  endeavour 
in  a  very  few  words  to  state,  and  very 
shortly  to  adduce  his  proof,  what  was  the 
real  point  at  issue.  With  regard  to  the 
abolition  of  existing  Corporations,  his  side 
of  the  House  adopted  the  very  words  of 
the  Bill  introduced  by  the  other.  The 
Government  had  conceded  to  the  oppo* 
nenU  9f  the  Bill  t|)e  appQintment  of  the 
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officers  of  Justice,  and  placed  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  Crown,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  the  election  of  the  mayors. 
Respecting  the  management  of  the  trifling 
property  which  belonged  to  the  Cor- 
porations of  Ireland,  there  was  no  substan- 
tial disagreement  between  them.  But 
then  he  came  to  what  did  form  the  real 
and  essential  difference,  and  it  was  this — 
the  establishment  of  fifty  popular  assem- 
blies or  debating  societies,  under  the  name 
of  town-councils,  which  the  Government 
said  were  for  the  peaceable  and  good  Go- 
yernment  of  the  towns,  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr« 
0*Connell)  would  describe  as  normal 
schools  for  teaching  the  science  of  peace- 
ful agitation ;  but  which  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
and  his  friends  at  once  and  openly  de- 
nounced as  so  many  political  engines  to 
be  transferred  from  the  hands  of  one  of 
the  great  contending  parties  in  Ireland 
to  the  other,  to  be  worked  by  an  irrespon- 
sible power,  hostile  to  the  peace  of  that 
country,  and  the  interests  of  this,  and 
which  wielded  at  its  arbitrary  will,  as  by  a 
single  arm,  the  passions  and  the  physical 
force  of  an  ignorant  and  too  often  de- 
luded multitude.  Let  them  for  a  moment 
compare  the  two  propositions.  That  ori- 
ginally sketched  out  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  SirR.  Peel,  and  afterwards  reduced 
to  form  by  his  noble  Friend,  Lord  Francis 
Egerton,  had  for  its  object  the  extinction 
of  existing  Corporations,  the  efficient  and 
impartial  administration  of  justice,  and 
the  internal  peace  and  good  Government 
of  the  cities  and  towns  of  Ireland.  It 
proposed  to  remove  all  just  causes  of 
complaint ;  to  put  an  end  to  sectarian 
distinction ;  and  to  surrender  the  exclu- 
siveness  of  political  influence.  The  means 
suggested  to  attain  that  end  were,  to 
place  the  administration  of  justice  on  the 
same  footing  as  in  counties  at  large— to 
rest  the  property  in  a  temporary  Commis- 
sion, to  be  appointed  by  the  present  Go- 
Ternment,  with  powers  to  institute  a 
searching  inquiry  after,  and  to  recover  by 
process  of  law  any  property  that  may 
nave,  if  any,  had  been  improperly  alienated 
— to  pay  off  incumbrances  —  to  make 
compensation  to  the  parties  entitled  to  it 
— as  far  as  practicable  to  abolish  tolls — 
to  make  over  all  charitable  funds  to  Com- 
missioners specially  appointed;  and  then, 
instead  of  applying  what  remained  to  the 
maintenance  of  mayors,  town-councils, 
aod  corporate  officerS|  to  apply  it  to  the 


public  benefit  of  all  the  inhabitantf 
each  city  or  town  to  which  it  might  be- 
long.   The  police  to  be  governed  by  ooe 
uniform  system,  applicable  to  the  whole 
country,  according  to  the  Bills  introdoeed 
by   the    Government    for    Ireland    this 
session ;  and  the  ordinary  corporate  fane* 
tions  of  paving,  lighting,  and  cleansiDg^, 
&c.,  to  be  discharged  in  Dublin,  aa  at 
present,    by  the   Boards    now    ezistiog^ 
which  are  uncontrolled  by  the  present 
Corporation,  and  over  which  the  Bill  gives 
no  power  to  the  new  Corporation.     By 
the  local  Acts  now  in  operation  in  almoet 
all  the  principal  towns  in  Ireland —and  leav- 
ing the  9th  George  4th,  c.  82,  so  mach 
praised  by  the  Commissioners  and  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Loghleo), 
to  be  adopted  in  all  other  towns  that 
desired  it,  he  contended    that,  indepen- 
dently of  the  great  and  paramount  politi- 
cal objection  to  the  establishment  of  fifty 
popular  assemblies   in    Ireland,  by  the 
means  proposed  by  those  with  whom  he 
acted,  the  towns    would  be   better  go- 
verned,  the  peace  better  preserved,  and 
all  strictly  municipal  duties  much  better 
performed,  than  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.    As  to  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment, his  side  of  the  House   agreed  in 
abolition.    The  Government  had,  bit  by 
bit,  yielded   up  the  appointment  of  the 
officers  of  justice — first  the  Sheriffs,  then 
the  clerks  of  the  peace,  the  qualification 
of  jurors,  the  discretion  of  the  town>coan* 
cil  as  to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace,  the 
salary  of  the  Recorder,  and,  in  short,  all 
but  the  mayors ;  though,  no  doubt,  npon 
their  own  principle,  they  would  prefer 
these  should  have  no  magisterial  power, 
in  decency  to  the  pretence  that  they  must 
be  kept  up,  they  could  hardly  strip  them 
of  all  authority.     But  their  great  point 
was,  town-councils,  popular  control,  and 
assimilation  to  England.     He  would  then 
examine  their  Bill,  and  see  how  they  acted 
upon  those  principles ;  first,  for  example, 
take    Dublin,    in    property,   popHlation, 
and  importance,  equal  to  nearly  half  of  all 
the  Corporations  in  Ireland;  there  the 
Government,  suspicious  of  their  own  prin« 
ciple,  did  not  venture  to  apply  it.    Tiie 
Bill  did  not  invest  the  new  town-council 
in  Dublin  with  control  over  the  Ballast 
Board,  the  Wide-street  Commissioners,  or 
the  Paving  Board, but  expressly  excepts 
them  from  its  operation,  and,  by  the  way, 
the  Commissioners  state  in  their  Report, 
that,  with  the  addition  of  a  fewderkSi  thf 
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PttYiag  Boftrd  woold  be  quite  adequate  | 
to 'regulate  the  afifairs  of  all  the  local 
taxation  of  Dublin.  With  respect  to  the 
police  ^-^  the.  {>opolar  control  to  which 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
would  subject  it  was  described  in  a  Bill 
delivered  last  Saturday,  the  preamble  of 
which  is,  "  whereas  it  is  expedient  to  sub- 
stitute a  new  and  more  efficient  system  of 
police  within  the  Dublin  metropolis,  and 
to  constitute  an  office  of  police,  which, 
acting  under  the  immediate  authority  of 
the  chief  secretary  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant, 
shall  direct  and  control  the  whole  of 
such  new  system  of  police."  As  to  the 
ten  other  places  of  importance,  they  were 
at  present,  and  were  to  continue  to  be, 
almost  entirely  governed  by  local  Acts 
DOW  in  force — and  any  other  town  that 
pleased  might  adopt  the  provisions  of  the 
9th  George  4tb,  c.  82.  He  would  now 
pass  td  Uie  thirty -nine  boroughs  in  sche- 
dule C. ;  it  would  amuse  the  House  to 
learn  something  of  the  nature  and  charac- 
ter of  these  thirty*nine  mighty  munici- 
palities— for  which  alone  this  Bill  seems, 
in  respect  of  really  corporate  objects,  to 
provide  a  new  constitution.  Population, 
property,  and  having  existing  Corpora- 
tions, are  alleged  to  be  the  ground  on 
which  they  are  selected.  Would  the  House 
believe  that  the  whole  of  these  Corpora- 
tions put .  together  have  a  population  of 
little  more  than  200,000,  and  that  their 
entire  property  is  about  13,000/.  a  year— • 
that  is,  thev  (the  thirty-nine  taken  alto- 
gether) fall  short  of  the  population  of 
Dublin  alone  by  more  than  30,000? 
They  have  not  half  the  property,  and  yet 
for  Dublin  the  Bill  provides  a  mayor,  six- 
teen aldermen,  and  forty-eight  Councillors, 
while  for  the  management  of  half  the  pro- 
perty, and  30,000  fewer  inhabitants,  it 
gives  thirty  mayors,  180  aldermen,  and 
440  •  town  councillors.  He  defied  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  to  show  any  one 
principle  upon  which  it  was  founded.  He 
denied  that  it  was  either  population, 
property,  existing  Corporations,  or  any 
combination  of  these  three ;  it  set  all  cal- 
culation at  defiance.  He  challenged  a 
single  reason  why  Belturbet  and  Bangor, 
with  their  2,000  population,  were  retained, 
while  Newry  and  Dungarvon,  with  their 
population  of  13,000  and  10,000,  were 
friected  from  the  Bill  as  it  stood  last  year. 
If  it  was  said  that  the  Bill  kept  all  that 
were  reported  as ''  effectively  subsisting," 
))e  coula  show  ten  that  were  omitted  from  | 


the  list  specified  under  that  head.  If  it 
was  alleged  to  be  population,  he  could 
show  seventeen  borougns  included  in  the 
Bill  of  last  year  and  now  omitted,  which 
contained  a  population  of  80,000 ;  while 
they  had  retained  seventeen,  whose 
populations  together  only  amounted  to 
58,000.  If  they  were  driven  to  pro- 
perty, then  they  were  met  by  the  fact 
that  the  whole  thirty-nine  boroughs 
in  schedule  C.  had  but  13,000/.,  a  year 
among  them ;  and  that  thirteen  of 
the  number  were  without  any  property 
at  all ;  and  ring  the  changes  as  they 
pleased  upon  population,  property,  and 
existing  corporations,  the  Government 
could  not  produce  the  shadow  of  a  cause 
why  they  struck  out  Thomastown  and 
Midleton,  while  they  kept  Bangor,  Wick« 
low,  and  Belturbet.  The  truth  was,  they 
had  been  labouring  against  their  own  con* 
viction.  At  every  step  of  the  Bill  they 
betrayed  a  consciousness  that  they  had  no 
sound  principle  to  sustain  them,  and  each 
concession  that  they  had  been  forced  to 
make  to  reason  and  common  sense,  served 
but  to  prove  that  they  were  endeavouring 
to  give  colour  to  the  pretext  of  a  general 
corporate  system,  which  a  hard  neces- 
sity imposed  upon  them  as  the  price  of 
the  support  of  those  whose  only  object  was 
to  have  fifty  legalized  debating  clubs  or  po- 
litical associations  scattered  throughout  the 
country  under  the  assumed  and  fraudulent 
titles  of  ancient  corporate  assemblies.  Ail 
he  (Mr.  Shaw)  could  say  was,  that  if  such 
were  established  in  Ireland,  with  their  ac- 
companiments of  daily  canvassing  and 
yearly  registrations,  constant  elections, 
and  interminable  excitement,  the  per- 
petual trial  of  party  strength  and  exhibi- 
tions of  party  triumph,  to  expect,  under 
such  circumstances,  peaceable  govern- 
ment  of  the  towns,  and  a  calm,  efficient 
administration  of  the  laws,  reason  must 
have  lost  her  influence,  and  the  lessons  of 
experience  have  been  learned  in  vain,  the 
whole  course  of  nature  changed,  or  what 
would  be  as  extraordinary,  Ireland  sud- 
denly transformed  into  a  sort  of  paradise, 
where  passion  and  prejudice  could  not 
exist,  and  political  strife  or  religious  ani- 
mosity had  never  found  an  entrance.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  had, 
on  a  former  occasion,  done  him  the  honour 
to  quote  some  observations  he  had  made 
in  the  noble  Lord's  presence,  upon  the 
swearing  in  of  the  present  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin)  with  a  view,  he  presumed,  to  e](« 
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kibit  Bomt  iaconakttdcybetweieaibeopiB* 
loot  he  tbeo  held  and  the  course  he  wai 
now  taking.  He  considered  they  were 
perfectly  consistent.  He  believed  the  sub* 
eteoee  of  the  passage  quoted  was^  that  he 
was  ready  to  admit,  that  when  any  great 
organic  change  was  nade  in  the  constitu** 
tion  of  a  state,  there  should  be  an  har- 
monious and  gradual  adaptation  of  all  its 
parts  and  members  to  its  altered  and  ac- 
tually subsisting  condition;  and  it  was 
entirely  in  the  spirit  of  that  sentiment, 
that  looking  to  the  present  condition  and 
circumstances  of  Ireland,  seeing  that  the 
Emancipation  Bill  had  passed,  the  great 
alteration  made  by  the  Reform  Act,  and 
considering  that  it  would  be  childish  to 
legislate  at  the  present  day  as  if  the  last 
ten  years  had  not  elapsed,  he  was  ready 
to  act  upon  the  principle  that  civil  quali- 
fication was  to  be  the  test  for  civil  office, 
and  to  advise  the  experiment,  for  experi- 
ment it  must  be  called,  of  that  which  he 
Vould  for  convenience  call  the  Protestant 
party,  although  the  party  existed  for  cen- 
turies before  the  name  of  Protestant, 
making  a  voluntary  surrender  of  their  ex- 
elusiveness  or  ascendancy,  or  whatever 
other  style  it  was  pleased  to  give  to  those 
means  which,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
the  English  nation  for  the  last  seven  cen- 
turies had  thought  necessary  for  the  se- 
curity of  those  who  represented  their  feel- 
ings and  maintained  their  interests  in 
Ireland*  He  had  certainly  desired,  if  it 
were  possible^  to  build  upon  the  ancient 
foundations,  and  to  retain  somewhat  of  the 
eharacter  of  the  original  building;  but 
npon  the  most  anxious  consideratioui  and 
having  regard  to  the  origin  and  essence  of 
the  Irish  Corporations,  he  found  it  to  be 
absolutely  impossible  consistently  with  the 
object  he  bad  just  professed.  He  thanked 
the  noble  Lord  for  having  reminded  him 
of  another  expression  of  his,  used  at  the 
same  timci  namely,  that  he  deprecated 
subversion  under  the  specious  guise  of 
reformation.  He  disliked  all  false  pre- 
tences, and  he  must  say,  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  were  liable  to  that  charge 
when  thev  maintained  that  the  Bill,  as 
affecting  the  ancient  and  existing  Corpora- 
tions of  Ireland,  was  not  a  measure  of 
entire  and  unqualified  annihilation*  Aye, 
but  its -supporters  would  fain  go  further, 
and  raise  up  a  rival  party  in  their  name 
and  on  their  ruins,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
they  endeavoured  to  throw  dust  in  the 
eyes  c^  the  publiOi  charging  those  wbA*f0* 


fased  to  take  that  fuKker  stipt  with 
posing  a  more  sweeping  and  destmciivi 
substitute*    The  history  of  the  Corporm^^ 
tions,  the  experience  of  every  man   wlio 
knew  Ireland^  every  line  of  the  CoiDmis^ 
sinners'  Report,   demonstrated  that   ihm 
Irish  Corporations  never  were  inteniied 
for,  and  never  answered  the  purposes  immt 
pretended.    Dublin  was  granted,  in   the 
12th  century,  by  Henry  2d.,  to  his  mMi  of 
Bristol,  as  an  English  fortress  s  and  for  • 
long  succession  of  ages  were  to  be  foisod 
recorded  in  Charters  and  Statutes  tfa^ 
repeated  acknowledgments  of  almost  evafy 
successive  Sovereign  of  the  faithful  aep* 
vices  of  that  Corporation-^not  in  paviaf^ 
and  lighting  and  cleansing,  or  any  other 
corporate  purposes^  but  in  raising  armies 
and  expending  their  blood  and  treasure  in 
defence  of  the  British  Crown  and  Govern* 
ment,  and  in  upholding  the  British  eon* 
nexion  in  that  country.    In  Dublioi  the 
functions  of  the  Corporation  had  alwiq^a 
been  more  political  than  corporate,  and 
the  present  Bill,    while  it  proposed  to 
transfer  the  political  power  to  new  hands^ 
alarmed  at  its  own  principle,  did  not  vee» 
ture  to  grant  the  corporate  functions,  but 
left  them  in  the  hands  of  the  existing 
Boards  that  now  managed  them*    If  he 
(Mr.  Shaw)  were  asked  for  proof  that  in 
Dublin  the  transfer  of  power  would  bt 
made  from  one  party  to  another,  he  gave  it 
in  this  fact,  that  although  since  the  pasi* 
ing  of  the  Reform  Act  one-fourth  of  the 
registered  electors  were  freemen  of  the  okl 
Corporation,  yet  the  influence  of  the  IQL 
householders  had  uniformly  prepoodeiatsd 
against  them,  and  returned  the  Memheii 
to  Parliament ;  throw  out  these  1,900  who 
would  have'  no  votes  in  the  corporate  con* 
stituency,  and  it  was  plain  that  the  whole 
power  would  be  in  the  hands  of  the  ex* 
treme  party  on  the  other  aide*    Then  if 
the  House  desired  to  know  the  opinion  of 
the  citixens  of  Dublin  on  this  sut^jeot,  he 
would  just  quote  a  passage  from  the  pio* 
ceedings  of  a  club  there,  calling  themssliBS 
'<  The  Central  Independent  Club  of  the 
Citizens  of  Dublin,"  but  who  were  under 
the   complete  control  of  the  bon*  sad 
learned  Member  for  Dublin*— ^They  stated 
the  object  to  be  "  to  secure  the  indepso* 
deuce  of  the  city,  and  to  give  them  their 
legitimate   influence,'^    by  which  msaas 
they  suted  that  "  the  dub  would  be  aUs 
to  wield  such  a  corporate  oonsUtueucy  sa 
to  secure  the  wards,  the  oommon  oouacslt 
the  board  of  eldertten»  and  tveiy  ethic 
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office  of  ddigbt  and  influtncii"—- lorn  to 
the  original  purpose  of  the  Irish  Corpora* 
tiom,  the  Commissioners  report  that  James 
1st  gaTe  charters  to  fifty.five  Corporations 
in  Ireland,  and  they  say,  *'  that  these  were 
in  fact  close  Corporations,  exclusively 
Protastant/'  With  respect  to  Belturbet, 
which  was  retained  with  ils  two  thousand 
inhabitants,  the  Commissioners  report,  that 
*'  originally  created  for  Protestant  pur- 
poses, it  always  continued  an  exclusively 
Protestant  Corporation/'  And  so  late  as 
within  the  last  century  an  Act  was  passed 
raiative  to  the  Corporation  of  Kilkenny, 
which  in  its  very  title,  purported  to 
be  ''  An  Act  for  strengthening  the  Pro- 
testant interest  in  the  Corporation/' 
But,  as  be  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  stated 
idready,  before  the  distinction  of  Pro- 
testant and  Roman  Catholic  was  known, 
party  spirit  was  almost  as  rife  in  Ire- 
land as  it  bad  been  since.  The  same 
parties,  under  the  names  of  English  and 
anti*>Bo^ish,  of  the  original  inhabitants 
and  the  settlers,  one  possessing  the  pro- 
perty, the  other  representing  numbers,  one 
set  contending  for  the  possession  of  the 
country,  the  other  to  expel  them,  main- 
tained a  constant  warfare.  At  the  Re- 
formation, the  English  partv  adopted  the 
religion  of  this  country^the  Irish  kept 
their  own,  and  no  doubt  the  difference  of 
religion  has  since  served  not  only  to  mark 
more  plainly  the  division,  but  had  naturally 
oontributed  to  embitter  the  still  more  an- 
cient strife  between  them..  Let  it  not^ 
however,  be  said  that  this  was  a  matter  of 
religious  inequality,  for  all  the  Protestants 
now  asked,  with  respect  to  the  measure 
before  the  House,  was  equal  terms.  And 
Was  there  a  man  in  that  House  that  would 
venture  to  get  up  in  his  place,  and  se- 
riously assert  that,  in  the  present  state  and 
circumstances  of  Ireland,  any  sane  legis- 
lature would  attempt,  not  only  to  apply 
similar  principles  of  legislation,  but  iden- 
tical enactments,  to  that  country  and  to 
tbisf  The  present  Bill  itself  belied  the 
supposition,  for  it  was  totally  different, 
especially  as  regards  the  administration  of. 
justice  firom  the  English  Act  on  the  same 
subject.  And  what  were  the  Police  and 
Constabulary  Bills  broueht  in  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  this  session,  but  continua- 
tions of  the  Whiteboy  Code,  the  Insur- 
xeetion  Acts,  the  Peace  Preservation,  the 
Suppression  of  Association,  and  the  Co- 
evoion  Acts,  while  this  Bill  would  establish 

Mgf  itt9b  asiociations  that  no  law  could 


reach,  and  various  shifts  and  devices 
which  those  Acts  recited  and  provided 
against,  as  having  been  resorted  to  for  the 
evasion  of  the  law,which  would  be  no  longer 
necessary.  But  surely,  whatever  others 
did,  his  Majesty's  fiiiinisters  could  not 
forget  their  own  speeches  and  acts  upon 
that  subject,  much  less  the  speeches  which 
within  the  last  few  vears  they  had  pnt 
into  the  mouth  of  his  Majesty,  and  the 
Acts  which,  upon  the  ground  of  a  strong 
necessity,  they  had  called  upon  that 
House  to  pass  ?  It  was  not  long  since 
his  Majesty  had  been  advised  by  his  pre- 
sent Bifinisters  to  tell  that  House,  that  in- 
subordination and  violence  were  raging  in 
Ireland,  the  law  set  at  defiance,  and  life 
and  property  insecure.  Did  Ministers 
forget  the  despatches  of  Lord  Wellesley, 
their  own  Lord-Lieutenant,  describing  law- 
less combination  as  in  full  force,  and  a 
complete  system  of  savage  legislation  es- 
tablished almost  in  every  district  of  three 
provinces  in  Ireland  ?  He  would  not  now 
refer  to  the  causes  so  clearly  and  forcibly 
traced  out  in  these  despatches.  Could 
Englishmen  forget  the  remarkable  ex- 
pression there  applied  to  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  that,  in  many  parts  of  it,  it  was 
safer  to  violate  the  law  than  obey  it? 
Need  he  refer  to  the  observations  of  Lord 
Al  thorp  to  the  same  effect,  when  ridi- 
culing the  notion  of  assimilating  the  two 
countries  in  legislation,  while  one  en- 
joyed the  blessings  of  a  well-regulated 
liberty,  and  the  other  was  labouring 
under  the  double  curse  of  terrorism  ana 
slavery?  Would  to  God  that  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  could  say  with  truth,  that  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  country  was  mate- 
rially improved ;  but  let  any  unprejudiced 
man  compare  the  reports  of  the  proceed- 
ings at  the  Irish,  compared  with  those  at 
the  English  assizes,  and  say,  could  he 
justly  come  to  that  conclusion  ?  Did 
they  hear  in  England  of  sixty-eight  per- 
sons charged  at  one  assise  town  for  mur- 
der of  men,  the  witnesses  of  murder, 
declaring,  that,  from  fear  of  their  own 
lives,  they  had  to  keep  the  secret  for 
months,  and  forcing  the  Judge  to  exclaim, 
that,  diank  God,  there  were  happier 
regions  where  such  fear  did  not  exist,  and 
so  dreadful  a  secret  could  not  have  slept 
so  long?— another  Judge,  witnessing  the 
total  rrustration  of  the  ends  of  justice  in  a 
case  of  the  foulest  murder,  having  to 
declare  aloud,  that  if  such  a  state  of 
society  wara  allowed  to  cootiune  in  that 


tm         Mufiidpia  R$Jbm         {COMMOMS} 


(ItHand.) 


othflfs  by  himMlf  when  they  made  a 
itatefflent  of  a  fact  i  but  be  repeated,  that 
he  did  Dot  join  in  the  cry  of  **  No  Popery/* 
in  any  spirit  of  political  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  would  reltgiouBly  conjure  the 
people  of  Englaud  not  to  suffer  the  prin- 
ciple of  no  Protestantiim  to  be  acted  on 
in  Ireland.  He  would  tell  them,  in  all 
•incerity  and  truth,  that  if  additional 
power  was  given  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood  and  agitators  in  Ireland,  that 
oeiog  the  sole  object  of  the  present  Bill, 
there  would  be  no  security  for  the  religion, 
the  property,  the  liberties,  or  the  lives  of 
the  Protestants  in  that  country ;  and  he 
would  warn  the  English  people,  on  their 
own  account,  that  if  they  did  increase 
that  power,  they  would  be  laying  the 
foundation  either  of  the  final  dismember^ 
ment  of  the  British  empire,  or  of  a  neces* 
eity  to  reconquer  that  portion  of  it  which 
his  unhappy  country  constituted.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing, **  that  the  Bill  he  read  a  third  time 
that  day  sii  months/'  and  sat  down 
amidst  loud  cheers. 

Mr.  Blackstani :  In  rising  to  second  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
take  an  early  occasion  of  expressing  my 
satisfaction  at  having  an  opportunity 
afforded  me  of  giving  a  satisfactory  and 
honest  vote  in  opposition  to  the  principles 
of  the  Bill  introduced  by  his  Majesty's 
Government.  Having  been  one  of  the 
minority  who  recently  supported  the  reso- 
lution moved  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lancashire,  I  think  it  but  fair  and 
candid  to  state  to  this  House,  that  on  no 
occasion  did  I  come  to  a  vote  with  greater 
difficulty  and  uneasiness,  or  one  which 
since  has  given  me  a  greater  cause  for  re- 
gret. The  more  I  have  reflected  upon  that 
subject,  the  more  I  have  had  reason  to 
believe  that  the  principles  there  adopted, 
though  probably  less  felt  in  their  immediate 
results,  were  infinitely  more  subversive  of 
the  constitution,  and  dangerous  to  the 
liberties  of  the  subject,  than  those  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  upon  the  table.  I  object 
not  merely  to  the  principle  of  destroying 
all  vested"  rights,  but  to  the  unconstitu- 
tional powers  to  be  erected  in  their  stead, 
to  carry  out  the  principles  of  destruction. 
It  has  been  stated  that  these  Corporations 
are  exclusively  Protestant,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
has  argued,  that  in  carrying  out  the  mea- 
sure of  1829,  which  he  introduced  for  the 
relief  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  it  is  incon-  j 


sisteat  with  the  principles  of  that  BiU  to 
support  a  Protestant  ascendancy ;  but  he 
is  equally  averse  to  giving  the  ascendancy 
to  the  great  portion  of  the  nation  differing 
in  religious  views.  To  avoid  this  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  abolish  all  the 
institutions  together,  that  neither  party 
may  have  a  triumph.  Now,  Sir,  let  us 
apply  that  principle  to  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  ;  being  in  the  hands  of 
a  minority  in  that  country,  it  is  most  un- 
doubtedly a  species  of  Protestant  ascend«- 
ancy,  equally  militating  against  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill  of  1829.  Now,  aa  the 
Catholics  are  not  to  have  the  ascendancy, 
the  Church  must  share  the  same  fate  as  the 
Corporations,  and  be  totally  abolished  in 
carrying  out  the  principles  of  the  noble 
Lord's  resolution.  But,  Sir,  I  have  to 
condemn,  in  the  substitution  for  these  de- 
funct Corporations,  the  fresh  unconstitu- 
tional powers  to  be  vested  in  the  Crown, 
usurping  all  the  municipal  functions,  and 
centermg  in  it  all  the  privileges  hitherto 
possessed  by  the  people.  I  trost  I  shall 
always  be  found  to  support  the  just  prero- 
gatives of  the  Crown,  but  I  am  equally 
jealous  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the 
subject,  t  will  not  further  allude  to  the 
resolution  in  question,  but  again  declare 
that  I  conceive  the  present  opposition  to 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  introduced  by 
the  Government  to  be  the  most  manly  and 
straightforward  course  to  adopt.  I  agree 
most  perfectly  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  it  is  roost  dangerous  to  the 
poperties  and  liberties  of  the  Protestanu 
in  Ireland  to  throw  these  Corporations  into 
the  hands  of  a  priest-ridden  and  bigotted 
multitude;  and,  as  he  has  so  ably  depicted 
the  state  of  that  country,  I  shall  not  at- 
tempt to  follow  him ;  but  again  repeating 
my  gratification  at  being  able  to  give  a 
direct  vote  in  opposition  to  this  Bill,  and 
as  an  independent  Member,  determining 
to  oppose  every  principle  which  I  conceive 
to  be  dangerous  to  the  constitution,  come 
from  whatever  side  of  the  House  it  may,  I 
beg  leave  to  second  the  amendment,  that 
this  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  this  day  six 
months. 

Mr.  Ward  had  one  fault  to  find  with 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin.  It  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  speech,  not  on  the  motion  for 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  upon 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire.  The  proposition 
of  that  QoUe  Lord  had  reduced  the  ques- 
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tiobinto  very  narrow  limits.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  fcud  given  ap,  as  untenable, 
the  position  they  had  always  maintained 
in  every  previous  discussion.  They  had 
given  up  the  principle  of  the  inviolability 
of  corporation  property.  They  had  aban- 
doned the  ancient  and  wise  tnstituttons  of 
our  ancestors,  and  had  condescended  to 
adopt  that  plain  and  simple  rule  which 
taught  us  to  regard  those  institutions, 
rather  with  a  view  to  their  utility  than  to 
their  age,  and  to  retain  or  to  at>oh'sh  them 
as  we  found  them  suitable  or  not  to  our 
own  wishes  and  times.  He  should  like  to 
know,  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
what  had  induced  them  to  adopt  this 
course — He  should  wish  to  know  from  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  upon  what  possible 
principle  he  had  adopted  this  course.  He 
should  wish  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  why 
he  had  followed  it.  He  should  like  to 
know  from  another  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Bristol,  who  opposed  the 
third  reading  of  the  English  Municipal 
Reform  Bill,  why  he  had  adopted  this 
course  ?  He  should  wish  those  hon. 
Members,  each  and  all  of  them,  to  recon- 
cile, if  they  could,  the  votes  which  they 
were  going  to  give  this  night  with  the 
atrong  language  which  they  had  used  on 
former  occasions.  He  saw  no  principle 
on  which  they  could  defend  their  pro- 

f>osed  destruction  of  Corporations  in  Ire- 
and,  unless  it  be  that  which  leads  an 
army  to  spike  its  own  guns  lest  they 
should  be  turned  against  them  after  they 
had  fallen  into  the  possession  of  the 
enemy.  Now,  he  protested  against  their 
legislating  on  any  such  false  assumption. 
He  could  not  consider  the  corporate  sys- 
tem of  one  third  part  of  the  empire  as  a 
weapon  to  be  turned  by  the  Catholic 
against  the  Protestant  population  of  Ire- 
land. He  considered  this  Bill  for  the 
better  regulation  of  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions in  Ireland  as  an  engine  for  pro- 
moting good  local  government  in  that 
country.  He  was  certain  that  it  would  be 
found  a  powerful  engine  for  accomplish- 
ing that  object  when  left  to  the  natural 
operation  of  time  and  circumstances. 
Though  at  first  there  might  be,  as  there 
had  been  with  us,  elections  made  under 
the  influence  of  strong  reaction,  he  was 
convinced  that,  in  the  long-run,  no  man 
would  be  chosen  by  the  municipal  con- 
stituency who  was  not  prepared  to  exer- 


cise  his  municipal  functions  iiApartlallj^ 
for  the  benefit  of  the  communitv  at  large. 
He  wished  to  see  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions of  Ireland  purified  from  abuses, 
and  secured  against  the  return  of  the 
abuses  from  which  they  were  purified,  by 
the  vigilant  superintendence  of  popular 
control.  All  the  arguments  urged  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
resolved  themselves  into  this — that  the 
vigilant  superintendence  of  popular  t^on- 
trol,  and  tiie  impartial  administration  of 
justice  by  means  of  corporate  Magistrates, 
could  not  exist  together  in  a  country  so 
distracted  by  party  as  Ireland.  They 
seemed  inclined  to  contend  that  we  were 
bound  to  look  to  the  innpartial  adminis* 
tration  of  justice,  but  that  we  were  not 
bound  to  look  to  the  machinery  by  which 
that  impartial  administration  of' justice 
was  to  be  effected.  Now,  he  admitted, 
that  for  the  impartial  administration  of 

t'ustice  great  sacrifices  ought  to  be  made, 
mt  he  must  contend,  at  the  same  time, 
that  the  machinery  for  securing  it  was  by 
no  means  an  unimportant  consideration. 
Municipal  institutions  were,  in  his  opinion, 
the  first  step  to  liberty,  and  after  they 
were  established  the  best  and  firmest  gua- 
rantee for  its  continuance.  They  were 
the  best  schools  for  teaching  the  principles, 
and  the  most  constitutional  fortresses  for 
defending  and  preserving  the  privileges  of 
freemen.  To  use  the  words  of  an  elo* 
quent  foreigner,  De  Tocqueville,  **TheJ 
are  to  liberty  what  primary  schools  are  to 
science.  Tney  bring  it  within  the  peo- 
ple's reach.  They  teach  men  to  use  it, 
and  to  enjoy  it.  A  nation  may  establish 
a  system  of  free  Government  without 
municipal  institutions,  but  it  cannot  estab- 
lish the  spirit  of  freedom."  For  bis  own 
part  he  could  not  see  any  reason  why  the 
House  of  Commons  should  deprive  Ire- 
land of  the  rights  which  it  haa  secured 
to  the  people  of  England  and  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Scotland,  on  the  score  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  long  been  divided, 
and  still  continue  to  be  divided,  into  coo- 
flicting  parties  by  the  difference  of  religious 
opinions.  On  what  plea  was  it  that  they 
now  denied  to  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
possession  of  those  rights  of  which  the 
people  of  England  and  the  people  of  Scot- 
land were  now  in  the  calm  and  tranquil 
enjoyment  ?  They  were  denying  the  pos- 
session of  those  rights  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  on  this  solitary  ground,  that  it 

would  be  the  transfer  of  power  from  pne 
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exclusive  party — ^and  he  thaoked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  for  admitting  that  his  was  an 
exclasive  party — ^to  another  equally  exclu- 
sive. But  was  there,  he  would  ask,  no 
difference  between  these  two  parties,  ad- 
mitting them  to  be  equally  exclusive? 
Was  not  one  of  them  an  inconsiderable 
faction,  and  was  not  the  other  the  bulk  of 
the  population  of  Ireland?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Shaw) 
had  called  their  attention  to  the  wide 
distinction  which  existed  between  the  mi- 
nority and  the  majority  {of  that  popula- 
tion. He  had  stated  that  the  minority 
was  powerful  from  its  property  and  its 
intelligence,  and  that  on  that  account  the 
majority  ought  not  to  have  full  sway. 
Now,  to  that  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  he  should  oppose  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Tamworth,  who  had  admitted  that 
in  all  matters,  save  those  which  had 
reference  to  the  impartial  administration 
of  justice,  the  constitutional  rights  of  the 
majority  ought  not  to  be  set  aside.  ["  No^ 
no,  ]  He  did  not  intend  to  misrepresent  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
worth ;  but  he  certainly  understood  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  have  expressed  the  opin- 
ion to  which  he  had  just  alluded.  Would 
they  then  deny  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
the  rights  created  by  this  Bill?  and  why 
did  they  deny  them  ?  Because  the  majority 
of  them  were  Roman  Catholics.  There 
was  no  other  reason  in  the  world.  If  they 
had  been  Presbyterians,  or  Protestant 
Dissenters,  or  Unitarians,  or  Baptists,  or 
members  of  any  other  sect,  they  would 
not  have  endeavoured  to  withhold  from 
them  those  rights ;  but  because  they  were 
Catholics  they  were  determined  to  refuse 
them.     He  was  well  aware  that  for  many 

J  ears  past  it  had  been  the  policy — God 
new  that  it  never  had  been,  and  that  it 
never  would  be  the  interest  —  of  the 
British  Government  to  rule  Ireland  by 
and  through  that  minority  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  opposite  was  so 
distinguished  a  Member.  But  surely 
the  House  neither  had  forgotten,  nor 
would  forget,  that  ever  since  the  first 
concession  of  privileges  till  then  withheld, 
and  of  rights  till  then  denied,  had  been 
made  to  the  Roman  Catholics  in  1779, 
our  history  had  been  one  continued  his- 
tory of  concessions,  one  continued  relaxa- 
tion of  the  penal  code  forced  from  the 
Legislature  by  that  spirit  of  justice  and 


that  love  of  equal  rights  which,  even  ia 
the  worst  of  times,  had  always  been  tbe 
distinguishing  characteristics  of  the  British 
Constitution.  In  the  year  1829  the  fioal 
seal  was  set  to  those  concessions,  and 
every  barrier  was  removed  which  for  so 
many  years  had  distinguished  the  Catho- 
lic from  the  Protestant  subjects  of  bis 
Majesty.  He  did  not  wish  for  a  better 
or  a  more  comprehensive  definition  of  the 
object  of  the  Act  of  Emancipation,  which 
was  then  passed,  than  that  which  was 
given  a  few  evenings  since  by  the  right 
hon.  Statesman  who  prepared  it.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
had  fairly  told  the  House,  that  his  object 
in  bringing  in  that  Bill  was  to  establish  a 
perfect  equality  of  civil  rights  among  all 
sects  and  denominations  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects,  and  to  make  a  man's  civil  worth, 
not  his  religious  faith,  a  test  of  his  fitness 
and  qualification  for  office.  He  now 
called  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
work  out  his  own  principle  fully  and  fairly 
by  giving  his  assent  to  the  third  reading 
of  this  Bill,  without  casting  any  unjust 
imputations  upon  those  who  were  to  be 
benefited  by  it.  He  had  been  too  hasty. 
He  ought  not  to  have  attributed  any  such 
imputations  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet — 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  scorned  to  use 
them,  but  they  had  been  avowed  by  his 
party,  and  lavishly  fiung  around,  without 
any  regard  either  to  truth  or  to  justice. 
That  party  had  declared  over  and  over 
again,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  had  this  night 
declared  that  the  mere  fact  of  there  being 
such  persons  in  existence  as  Irish  priests 
and  Irish  agitators  was  a  sufficient  cause 
to  disqualify  the  people  of  Ireland  for  the 
enjoyment  of  municipal  rights— that  so 
overwhelming  was  the  influence  of  the 
priests  and  agitators,  so  calculated  was  it 
to  taint  every  social  and  political  relation 
in  Ireland  with  a  moral  pestilence,  that  ft 
was  neither  safe  nor  prudent  to  trust  the 
people  of  Ireland  with  those  rights,  which 
had  been  granted  in  full  perpetuity  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  other  portions  of  the 
empire.  The  same  tone  and  the  same 
argument  had  pervaded  the  discussion  of 
a  former  night.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bandon  had  alluded  to  cer-* 
tain  expressions  which  he  charged  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
with  having  used  respecting  the  Knight  of 
Kerry  during  all  the  heats  and  animosities 
of  a  contested  election,  and  had  contended 
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that  those  expressions  formed  a  sufficient 
excuse  for  denying  to  the  people  of  Ire^ 
land  the  rights  which   were    now  fully 
enjoyed  by  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland.     Another  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  had  formerly  been  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, rested  his  speech  and  his  argument 
entirely  upon  a  violent  speech  said  to  have 
been  delivered  by   Father  Kehoe  to  bis 
congregation  from  the  altar.     He  would 
not  enter  into  a  point  that  was  unques- 
tionably   open     to    discussion-^namely, 
whether  that  speech  had  been  correctly 
reported  or  not;    for  his  own   part   he 
was  inclined    to   think  it  was  correctly 
reported,    and  for    this    reason,   that  if 
Father  Kehoe  had  had  the  means  of  dis- 
claiming it,  he  would  certaitoly  have  avail- 
ed himself  of  them — which,  to  the  best  of 
his  knowledge,  the  rev.  Father  had  never 
vet  done.    [Mr.  G*Connell — Father  Kehoe 
nas  disclaimed  it.]     He  would  speak  out 
frankly  and  fearlessly « if  Father  Kehoe 
had  used  the  language  attributed  to  him, 
he  had  undoubtedly  abused  the  influence 
of  his  situation ;    for  a  clergyman  who 
mixed  himself  up  with  the  violence  of 
politics — no  matter  whether  he  were  a 
Catholic  or  a  Protestant  clergyman — de- 
secrated his  holy  functions,  and  injured, 
instead  of  served,  the  cause  of  religion. 
But  admitting,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  one  Irish  priest  had  abused  the  privi- 
leges of  his  station,  was  it  right  to  say 
that  every  other  Irish  priest  had  been 
equally  guilty  of  the  same  abuse,  and  to 
assert  that  that  was  a  sufficient  reason  for 
withholding  from  the   whole  people    of 
Ireland  rights  to  which  they  were  justly 
entitled.     There  was  no  man,  either  in 
that  House  or  out  of  that  House,  who  felt  a 
greater  respect  than  he  did  for  the  clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England.     He  believed  that 
they  were  men  of  liberal  education,  ex- 
cellent morals,  blameless  character,  unim- 
peachable conduct^  and,  in  general,  sin- 
gularly useful  members  of  the  community 
at  large.      But  had   the  country   never 
witnessed   any  acrimony  or  violence  of 
temper — ^had  it  never  heard  any  coarse 
language  —  among  the  ministers  of  the 
Church  of  England  ?     He  might  allude  to 
a  very  recent  occurrence,  and  might  say, 
"  We  have  had  some  specimens  within  the 
few  last  weeks  of  the  excess  to  which 
bigotry  and  fanaticism  can  carry  a  large 
parly  of  the  clergy   of  the  Established 
Church."    He  would  pass  that  over,  how- 
ever, without  further  notice,  and  would 
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allude  more  particularly  to  a  cose  which 
he  thought  ran  nearly  parallel  with  that 
of  Father  Kehoe.  He  held  at  that  moment 
in  his  hand  the  report  of  a  speech  de- 
livered on  a  very  grand  and  solemn  occa« 
sion,  at  a  great  Conservative  meeting, 
atten6ed  by  all  the  wealth  and  all  the 
respectability,  and,  to  borrow  the  phraseo- 
logy of  hon.  Members  opposite,  all  the 
property,  of  South  Cheshire.  At  that 
meeting  a  speech  was  delivered  by  a 
clergyman  of  the  Church  of  England, 
which  would  rank  with  the  speech  of 
Father  Kehoe,  and  which  ought  no  more 
to  be  taken  as  a  criterion  of  the  sentiments 
of  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  than 
Father  Kehoe's  speech  should  be  taken  as 
a  criterion  of  those  of  the  Catholic  clergy 
of  Ireland.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  speech 
of  the  reverend  Joshua  King,  delivered  at 
a  grand  Conservative  dinner  in  South 
Cheshire.  One  of  the  arguments  pointed 
against  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin,  on  a  former  night,  was,  that  in  an 
address  which  he  bad  made  to  the  electors 
of  Limerick,  he  had  called  all  those  per- 
sons who  had  intended  to  vote  against  the 
liberal  candidates  demons.  Would  the 
House  believe  it,  that  the  reverend  Joshua 
Kiug,  who  professed  to  be  a  minister  of 
charity  and  religion,  and  to  preach  peace 
and  good  will  among  men,  had  called  a 
measure  which  had  passed  that  House, 
and  had  been  deliberately  sanctioned  by 
one  branch  of  the  Legislature,  *'  diaboli* 
cal  ?"  He  was  not  willing  to  look  with  too 
great  nicety  at  these  expressions ;  but  if 
they  were  to  avail  themselves  of  every  un- 
guarded expression  which  fell  from  a  rash 
and  imprudent  individual  as  a  reason  for 
stripping  the  people  of  Ireland  of  their 
rights,  they  ought,  on  the  same  principle, 
to  have  denied  the  Reform  Bill  to  the 
people  of  England,  because  there  were 
some  individuals  who  urged  it  forward 
with  precipitate  violence,  and  because  the 
people  of  England  were  led  away  by  their 
influence.  Let  this  House  listen  to  the 
language  of  the  reverend  Joshua  King  :— 

The  grant  to  Maynooth  had  been  followed 
up  by  one  of  the  most  atrocious,  unprincipled, 
and  diabolical  measures  that  ever  disgraced  a 
Christian  legislature,  and  which  none  but  the 
very  refuse  of  the  Whig  faction,  impelled  on- 
wards in  the  mad  career  of  revolution  by 
Popish  agitators,  intriguing  fanatical  Ois* 
senters,  and  infidel  Republicans,  would  have 
ever  had  the  audacity  to  insult  the  public  by 
proposing. 
1  That  was  the  language  of  a  minister  of 
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the  Church  of  England,  who  had  the  cure 
of  62,666  loulf  in  two  diflVrent  and  di«- 
taut  parishes.  His  example  would  not 
contaminate  the  inhabitants  of  both  pa- 
rishes, for  one  of  them  he  intrusted  to  the 
care  of  hit  curates,  and  the  other,  which 
he  called  his  patrimonial  property,  he 
auperintended  himself.  That,  he  begged 
the  House  to  remark,  was  the  way  in  which 
a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  England 
had  deliberately  spoken  of  a  measure  which 
had  received  the  deliberate  sanction  of  one 
branch  of  the  Legislature.  That  same  in- 
dividual, on  the  same  occasion — and  he 
suspected  that  the  reverend  gentleman's 
sentiments  were  very  much  to  the  taste  of 
the  meeting,  for  the  Report  represented 
them  to  have  been  received  with  loud  cheer- 
ing— that  same  individual  had  thought  fit 
to  speak  in  the  following  terms  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  of  some  of  its 
members  :— 

M^benever  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  were  disparagingly  mentioned  fand 
they  were  never  alluded  to  by  certain  Memoers 
without  acrimony  and  the  bitterest  invective), 
such  discordant  yells  were  set  up  as  were  not 
surpassed  in  a  menagery  of  wild  beasts  at 
feeding-tiroe,  there  being  nothing  human  but 
their  forms,  and  he  was  told  that  the  two  Whig 
members  for  that  county,  and  the  shallow- 

Fated  Radical  for  the  city,  had  learned  the 
rish  yell  to  such  perfection,  that  they  would 
on  such  occasions,  astound  even  a  keeper  at 
Pidcock's  or  Worobwell's  menagery.  And  this 
was  the  conduct  of  Legislators  in  the  first  Re* 
formed  House  of  Commons.*' 
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He  would  put  it  to  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
whether  he  had  seen,  in  the  last  House  of 
Commons,  or  in  this,  the  second  Reformed 
House  of  Commons,  any  instance  of  the 
House  treating  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England  with  that  contumely  and  dis- 
respect of  which  the  reverend  Joshua  King 
so  bitterly  complained  ?  There  might  be 
different  views  entertained  by  different 
Members  as  to  the  best  mode  of  adminis- 
tering the  rights  and  property  of  that 
Church,  but  be  boldly  averred  that  there 
had  been  no  such  conduct  witnessed  in 
that  House  as  the  reverend  gentleman  had 
taken  upon  himself  the  hardihood  of  as* 
serting.  Just  as  well  might  the  speech  of 
the  reverend  Joshua  King  be  taken  as  a 
criterion  of  the  sentiments  of  his  reverend 
brethren  in  the  Church  of  England,  and 
be  urged  as  a  proof  that  the  people  of 
England,  over  whom  such  men  txercised 
spiritual  iufluancai  were  unworthy  to  ex- 
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ercise  nunicipftl  rig^hts^  as  the  apeechof 
Father  Kehoe  be  urg^  as  a  reasoo  for 
disqualifying  the  people  of  Ireland  for  the 
enjoyment  of  the  privileges  of  Monicipf 
Reform.    The  fact  was,  that  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Hard inge)  had  come 
down  to  the  Hotise  full  of  the  evidence 
contained  in  the   Report  of  the  Intimida- 
tion Committee.      It  was   a  singular  cir- 
cumstance that,  with  hisexcelletit  memory 
and  his  acute  powers  of  discrimination, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  never  seen  but 
half  the  evidence  taken  by  that  Committee. 
One  half  of  that  eTideoce  told  stroogly 
against  the  landlords,  and  the  other  half 
strongly  against  the    priests    of   IreJaod. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  brought  (he 
latter  half  prominently  forward,  and  bsd 
skipped,   with    singular    agility,    entireW 
over  the  former  half.     The  House  wodM 
suppose,  from  the  right   hon.  Baronets 
statement,  that  there  was   ooChing  like 
compulsion  on  the  part  of  the  landlordsi 
and  nothing  but  undue  influence  and  iff* 
timidation  on  the  part  of  the  priests.  The 
death's  head  and  cross-bones   bad  aiiO 
been  brought  forward  in  the  same  cause, 
and  for  the  same  purpose,  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.      In  this  very  dlstnci  of 
South  Cheshire,  however,  to  which  he  had 
just  been  adverting,  he  could  state  vpon 
the  authority  of  one  of  the  Members  for 
that  county,  that  a  Conservative  meelinj 
had  been  held,  to  which  the  parties  went 
in  procession,   preceded  by  flags,  which 
answered  exactly  to  the  description  p^f^ 
to  those  said  to  have  been  reared  b]f  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  save 
that  they  placed  the  word    •*  CaihoUt, 
where  the  non  and  learned  Member  was        , 
said  to  have  placed  the  word  *•  Protestant. 
At  that  meeting  there  were  poured  forljj        ; 
denunciations  fast  and  furious  against  ftll 
those  Members  of  Parliament  who  bafl 
the  courage  to  vote  for  the  extension  of 
equal  rights  and  privileges  to  our  Bow*"        I 
Catholic  brethren  in  Irdand.    There  wU        \ 
even  a  proscription  promulgated  against        / 
them.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for        1 
Dublin  was  represented  as  the  Devil  ^ 
proprid  pertond,  and  his  tail  was  figureo 
at  wondrous  length.    He  did  not  see  how 
violence  of  language  could  be  urged  on 
the  one  side  as  a  fair  argument  for  with- 
holding from  the  people  of  Ireland  rlghtt 
to  which  they  were  entitled,  and  yet  cooio 
be  laughed  at  on  the  other  as  a  mere  joktt 
not  worthy  a  moment's  thought  to  any  tntn 
of  common  tense  and  feeling.    The  ^^l^* 
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QMol*   however^   which    th»  fight   hoa. . 
Baronet  had  derived  from  the  violeot  Ian-  | 
guage  of  priests  and  agitators  was  nothing  | 
but  an  old  argument  revived ;  for  it  had  , 
been  urged  from  the  very  first  moment ; 
that  concession  was  demanded  us  an  ob-  \ 
jection  against  making  it.     He  knew  that : 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  had  scouted  that  argument,  as 
it  deserved  to  be  scouted  whenever  the  \ 
question  of  emancipation  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.      How  the 
right  hon.    Baronet,  who  had   formerly 
scouted  it,  could  attach  such  importance 
to  It  now,  when  it  was  applied  as  an  argu- 
ment for  refusing  Municipal  Reform  to  the 
Corporations  of  Ireland,  he  could  not  for 
bis  life  conceive.     In  a  former  debate,  in 
1825,  when  this  argument  was  urged  as 
an  objection  to  Catholic  Emancipation,  it 
was  splendidly  and  triumphantly  refuted 
by  that  illustrious  statesman,  Mr.  Can- 
nmg.  He  did  not  know  whether  the  House 
recollected  the  passage  to  which  he  was 
ftUttding;  if  they  did  not,  they  would  per- 
haps bear  with  him  whilst  he  refreshed 
their  memories  by  reading  it :  •— ''  It  is 
brought  forward,"  said  Mr.  Canning,  **  as 
another  objection  to  the  concession  of  any 
political  power  to  the  Catholics,  that  they 
are,  in  Ireland  especially,  under  the  ab- 
solute guidance  of  their  priests  and  of  their 
political  leaders — men  whom  they  regard 
with  a  veneration  bordering  on  idolatry  : 
Sir,  I  admit  the  fact ;  but  I  lay  the  blame 
on  another  quarter.     If  the  Roman  Ca« 
tholics  are  idolaters  in  religion  (as  we  swear 
at  this  table  that  they  are),  we  cannot  help 
it.      But  if  they  are  (as  is  now  alleged), 
idolaters  in  politics,  it  is  we  who  have  to 
answer  for  their  error.     If  we  withdraw 
from  them  the  more  legitimate  objects  of 
political  reverence — if  we  deny  to  them, 
as  it  were,  the  political  sacraments  of  the 
Constitution,  what  wonder  that  they  make 
to  themselves  false  gods  of  the  champions 
of  their  cause-— of  their  spiritual  and  poli- 
tical leaders?     But,  fortunately,  the  cure 
of  this  crime  (if  it  be  one)  is  in  our  hands. 
Let  us  open  to  them  the  sanctuary  of  the 
law-^let  us  lift  up  the  veil  which  shuts 
them  out  from  the  British  Constitution, 
and  show  them  the  spirit  of  freedom  which 
dwells  within  —  the  object  of  our  own 
veneration.     Let  us  call  them  to  partake 
in  the  same  rites  with  which  our  purer 
worship  is  celebrated.     Let  us  do  this, 
and  depend  upon  it  we  shall  speedily  wean 
tbem  from  their  present  political  idolatry ; 


and  leave  deserted  the  spurious  shrines  at 
which  they  now  bow  down  before  their 
Doyles  and  their  O'Connells.*'  He  mighty 
and  indeed  he  did,  dififer  from  some  of  the 
expressions  which  Mr.  Canning  had  used 
in  this  magnificent  passage.      He  could 
not  call  the  shrines  spurious  at  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  now  bowed  down  and 
worshipped.      He  thought  that  no  man 
who  was  ''  a  mere  Irishman  "  could  exist 
without  feeling  deep  gratitude  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  for  the  im- 
portant services  which  he  had  rendered  his 
country.    The  man  who  could  divest  him- 
self of  such  a  feeling  would  not  have  the 
ordinary  feelings  of  his  kind.     But  had 
the  advice  which  Mr.  Canning  gave  with 
so  much  statesmanlike  prudence  in  1825, 
been  followed  by  those  who  had  the  power 
of  carrying  it  into  execution— would  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  have 
been  in  possession  of  that  vast  and  com- 
manding influence  which  he  now  enjoyed  ? 
It  was  the  refusal  of  the  Government  of 
that  day  to  act  fairly  by  his  country  that 
had  ri vetted  the  influence  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  in  the  hearts 
of  his  countrymen — that  had  given  him  a 
power  which  might  be  dangerous  in  the 
hands  of  a  single  individual,  which  he 
would  not  say  was  undesirable  in  the  pre- 
sent circumstances  of  Ireland,  but  which 
ought  not,  and  which  would  not,  exist 
under  a  sound  state  of  policy.    It  was  be« 
cause  he  wished  to  see  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  brought  down  to  the 
level  of  his  fellow  countrymen,  thathe  would 
not  give  to  Ireland  any  new  cause  of  com- 
plaint by  rejecting  this  Bill.     That  was 
the    main   point    which   the   House  was 
now  called  upon  to  consider.     It  was  now 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  Irish  Cor- 
porations could  not  exist  any  longer  in 
their  present  condition.     Even  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  was  full  of  admissions 
to  that  effect.     He  admitted  that  there 
were  abuses  in  them  which  could'  neither 
be    defended    nor    palliated.    The    only 
question  then  left  for  the  House  was,  what 
they  ought  to  substitute  for  those  Corpo* 
rations?    The  only  question  was,  whether 
they  would  consent  to  the  destruction  of 
these  Corporations  altogether,  or  to  the 
substitution  of  a  system  of  popular  rights 
and  popular  control.    Would  they  hesitate 
as  to  what  they  would  do  were  the  case 
their  own?      Had   they  hesitated  when 
they  were  legislating  for  Scotland  ?  Why, 
Z2 
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then,  should  they  hesitate  when  they  were 
legislating  for  Ireland  ?  if  they  were 
to  adopt  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  and  to 
destroy  these  Corporations  without  raising 
fresh  ones  on  their  ruins,  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  become  as  nothing.  He 
might,  perhaps,  be  suspected  of  partiality 
in  bestowing  his  praise  upon  Lord  Mul- 
grave ;  but,  undeterred  by  that  suspicion, 
he  vyould  say,  that  that  noble  Lord,  in  one 
single  year  of  his  Administration,  had 
done  more  to  assuage  the  violence  of  party 
feeling,  to  conciliate  the  people  of  Ireland, 
to  obliterate  from  their  minds  the  memory 
of  past  grievances,  and  to  inspire  them 
with  hopes,  that  in  future  justice  would  be 
done  them,  than  all  his  predecessors  since 
the  Viceroyalty  of  Earl  Fitzwiliiam.  With 
a  population  placed  in  the  circumstances 
in  which  the  population  of  Ireland  was 
placed,  he  should  grieve  to  see  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  mixed  up  with  all  the  petty 
appointments  to  be  made  by  the  Crown 
in  the  towns  deprived  of  Corporations. 
But  if  that  were  a  dangerous  experiment 
even  with  a  popular  Government  in  Ire- 
land, what  would  be  the  result  of  it  with 
an  unpopular  Government — with  a  Go- 
vernment, he  would  not  say,  actually  in 
league,  but  only  suspected  to  be  in 
league  with  the  minority  of  the  inhabit- 
ants ?  Instead  of  tranquillity  there  would 
be  confusion — instead  of  the  orderly  ar- 
ransrements  of  justice,  they  would  have  a 
perfect  chaos  in  Ireland.  They  would  shut 
up  the  only  safety-valve,  and  they  would 
expose  society  in  Ireland  to  a  succession 
of  explosions  and  convulsions  which  would 
ultimately  shatter  it  to  pieces.  There  was 
every  reason,  therefore,  to  press  this  Bill 
upon  the  House,  and  to  sanction  it  by  a 
decisive  majority.  He  felt  no  doubt  as  to 
the  propriety  of  passing  it  into  law,  if  they 
did  not  wish  to  deceive  and  disappoint  the 
high- wrought  expectations  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  When  every  recent  change  had 
tended  to  increase  and  strengthen  the 
influence  '  of  the  democratic  principle 
among  us,  he  could  see  no  assignable 
ren-^on  for  the  House  withholding  from  a 
large  portion  of  the  empire  those  institu- 
tions which  would  teach  them  to  use  with 
discretion  the  power  which  the  Constitution 
gave  fhem.  Still  less  could  he  see  any 
dnnger  from  acceding  to  the  prayers  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  when  they  called  upon 
llie  House  with  one  voice  to  give  them 
t^qual    rights   and    privileges   with   those 


which  we  ourselves  possessed.  He  should, 
therefore,  vote  for  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill,  as  he  saw  no  danger  except  in  reject- 
ing it. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said^  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  personal  appeal  made  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Alban's, 
he  felt  it  necessary  to  explain  why  he  had 
not  voted  against  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  why  he  had  voted  for  the 
amendment  of  his  noble  Friend,  the  Menw 
ber  for  South  Lancashire.  By  the  admis- 
sion of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  the  Cor- 
porations at  present  existing  would  by  this 
measure  be  entirely  swept  away.  The 
House  of  Commons  had  already  sanctioned 
a  Bill  for  putting  an  end  to  the  existing 
Corporations  in  Ireland.  The  amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  assumed  that  those  Corpora- 
tions had  been  already  swept  away,  and 
proposed  to  substitute  a  different  system 
in  tneir  stead.  The  expression,  he  believed^ 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, was,  that  the  Bill  swept  away  that 
system  which  had  been  the  source  of  so 
much  mischief.  Presuming  then  that  the 
old  Corporations  were  to  be  put  an  end  to, 
it  became  their  duty  to  substitnte  in  the 
stead  of  those  Corporations  some  system 
in  which  they  could  place  confidence. 
They  did  not  wish  to  see  erected  on  the 
ruins  of  those  institutions  a  structure  of 
democracy,  which  would  be  the  source  of 
great  political  evil.  They  wished  that 
those  institutions  should  be  succeeded  by 
a  Monarchical  institution,  instead  of  by  a 
democratic  system.  They,of  course,  would 
have  been  anxious  to  preserve  the  existing 
institutions,  but  that  was  not  the  question 
they  were  now  called  on  to  discuss.  He 
had  supported  the  amendment  that  had 
been  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  but  he 
would  much  rather  have  opposed  the  Bill 
altogether.  He  for  one  would  have  been 
anxious  to  maintain  institutions  which  bad 
for  their  object  the  establishment  and 
support  of  a  Protestant  ascendancy.  He 
would  have  preferred  to  maintain  those 
institutions  in  the  spirit  in  which  they  were 
established  by  their  founders,  namely,  for 
the  support  of  Protestant  interests  and  of 
Protestant  ascendancy.  But  if  he  was 
forced  to  decide  upon  a  different  system, 
he  would  prefer  the  nomination  by  the 
responsible  advisers  of  the  Crown  rather 
than  a  nomination  directed  and  influenced 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin.     He  would  prefer  the  legitimate 
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iofluence  of  Monarchy  to  the  illegitimate 
iDHueoceof  democracy.  He^  wished  that 
the  present  system  should  be  succeeded  by 
a  system  in  which  they  could  place  con- 
fidence. In  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
present  Bill  he  had  no  confidence.  The 
ground  on  which  he  and  those  who  acted 
with  him  had  supported  the  motion  of  the 
kon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  was  as 
&  choice  of  evils.  He  would  have  much 
preferred  the  course  of  resisting  the  mea- 
sure altogether.  He  would  have  been 
pleased  that  the  motion  for  rejecting  the 
measure  altogether  had  been  made  upon 
the  second  reading.  He  would  appeal  to 
bon.  Members  who  sat  near  him  at  the 
time,  that  when  the  question,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  was  put,  he  distinctly 
cried  "  No."  Perhaps,  they  might  not  be 
successful  in  their  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure then,  but  if  they  were  fated  to  be  in  a 
minority  he  should  have  the  satisfaction  of 
going  into  (he  lobby  with  as  large  a  mi- 
nority as  any  that  that  House  had  yet  seen. 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Alban's,  who  had  last  addressed  the  House, 
eonsisted,  to  a  great  extent,  of  quotations 
from  speeches  and  arguments  that  had  been 
used  on  a  former  debate.  It  had,  however, 
happened  that  the  memory  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  supplied  him  correctly 
with  these  extracts  and  arguments  of  which 
he  had  so  fully  availed  himself.  [Mr,  0*Con- 
nell  yawned.]  He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin's  yawns 
were  not  so  audible  as  they  were  at  present 
whilst  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  addressing 
the  House.  The  manner  which  that  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  adopted  during 
the  Session  in  his  interruptions  of  those 
in  whose  views  he  differed  was  as  little 
orderly  as  any  of  those  interruptions  that 
were  described  in  the  speech  of  the  rev. 
Gentleman  in  South  Cheshire,  from  whom 
such  large  quotations  had  been  made. 
He  did  not  know  exactly  what  animal  the 
hon.  Gentleman  might  imitate  in  his  con- 
duct, but  he  certainly  was  not  very  decorous 
in  his  mode  of  interrupting  those  hon. 
Members  who  did  not  concur  with  him  in 
opinion.  The  hon.  Member  for  St.  Alban's 
had  quoted  largely  from  the  speech  of  the 
re?.  Mr.  King  of  Cheshire,  and  had  used  it 
as  a  set-off  against  the  speech  of  Father 
Kehoe ;  but  he  asked,  was  there  no  differ- 
ence between  a  speech  delivered  after 
dinner,  under  the  excitement  of  political 
feeling,  in  the  presence  of  persons  before 

whom  the  speaker  stood  merely  in  a  ciyil 


and  social  relation,  and  a  speech  delivered 
under   circumstances  in    which    spiritual 
influence   was  powerfully  superadded   to 
personal  and  political  influence  ?     There 
was  much  difference  between  the  circum- 
stances of  a  clergyman  standing  up  amongst 
his  equals  and  speaking  with  warmth  strong 
political  sentiments,  and  a  priest  standing 
upon  the  altar,  arrayed  in  his  surplice  and 
invested    with    every   circumstance    that 
could    impart    importance    to    what    he 
uttered,  addressing  an  assemblage  of  per- 
sons over  whom  he  exercised  under  such 
circumstances    unlimited    control.       The 
difference  was  striking  and  evident.     But 
whilst  they  had  been  able  to  quote  obser- 
vations which  they  were  anxious  to  hold 
up  as  being  excessively  intemperate  from 
the  speech  of  only  Catholic  clergymen,  he 
would   ask  any  one   who  had   read    the 
evidence    taken    before    the    Committee, 
whether  the  speech  of  Father  Kehoe  was 
not  only  one  out  of  many  similar  ?  Father 
Walsh,  at  Borris  chapel,  told  the  congre- 
gation, that  any  one  who  voted  for  Bruen 
and .  Cavanagh,    would    be    refused    all 
religious  rights,  and  would  thus  incur  the 
risk  of  everlasting  punishment.     Let  them 
compare  that  declaration,  delivered  under 
such  solemn  circumstances,  with  the  speech 
delivered  after  dinner — without  consider- 
ation, and  under  circumstances  essentially 
different.     In  the  county  of  Kerry,  Father 
John  0*Sullivan  declared,   that  any  one 
who  would  vote  for  the  Knight  of  Kerry, 
he  would  let  him  die  like  a  beast,  neither 
would    he   baptise    his    children.      [Mr. 
O'Connell:     Mr.  0*Sullivan   has   denied 
that.]     That  was  perfectly  fair  interrup- 
tion,  for  he  was  not  aware  o  i  the  contra- 
diction. [Mr.  O'Connell:  He  contradicted 
the  statement  in  two  letters  he  published  in 
the  Morning  ChronicieJ]     He  felt  bound 
to  admit  the  contradiction,  and  as  it  had 
been  given   was  willing  to   suppose  that 
the  statement  had  not  been  made.     But 
they  had  many  other  instances.     In  Kerry 
all   the   Catholic   priests   in    the  county 
except  three  used  their  most  active  exer- 
tions over  their  flocks  to  effect  the  defeat 
of  the  Knight  of  Kerry.     Could  any  one 
attempt  to  deny  that  the  Catholic  priest- 
hood possessed  the  most  unbounded  in- 
fluence over  the  great  mass  of  the  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland?     Would  any  one 
deny  that  they  would  use  that  influence  in 
the  Corporations,  and  effect  the  total  ex- 
clusion  of   the    Protestant    inhabitants? 
The  original  institution  of  these  Corpoca^ 
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tiooi  was  for  the  mftintenance  of  the  Pro- 
testant interest.  The  6rst  object  of  both 
combined,  was  the  maintenance  of  English 
interests  in  that  country.  This  some  per- 
sons might  call  an  abase,  but  he  called  it 
a  great  blessing.  He  indeed  regretted 
most  sincerely  that  any  portion  of  those 
interests  had  ever  been  compromised. 
Would  any  one  deny  the  fact  that  the 
influence  of  the  Catholic  clergy  in  Ireland 
was  hostile  to  the  connexion  with  England  ? 
[Mr.  O'Cbiwtf/;— "  No,  no."]  He  had 
heard  that  denial,  but  he  believed  that  it 
was  made  because  the  Catholic  Clergy  in 
supporting  the  repeal  of  the  Union  de- 
clared that  they  were  not  adverse  to  Bri- 
tish connection.  He  felt  that  that  ques- 
tion had  for  its  object  the  severance  of 
British  connection.  It  was  not  then  be- 
fore the  House,  but  if  it  should  ever  again 
be  brought  before  Parliament  he  would  be 
prepared  to  resist  it  as  he  had  already 
done.  After  some  further  observations 
the  hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  stating, 
that  he  feared  this  measure  would  be  dan* 
gerous  to  the  connection  between  the  two 
countries,  as  he  knew  it  would  be  sub* 
versive  of  the  Protestant  interest  in  Ire- 
land. Without,  at  that  time,  wishing  to 
raise  the  **  No  Popery*'  cry  on  a  religious 
ground — for  were  he  so  disposed  that  was 
BOt  the  place  to  do  so — he  would  never 
shrink  from  raising  the  *'  No  Popery"  cry 
in  a  political  sense.  He  felt  that  the  pre- 
sent measure  would  be  destructive  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  empire,  and  he  for 
one  would  to  the  last  most  strenaously 
resist  it. 

Mr.  William  Roche  said,  that  connected 
as  he  was  with  the  city  of  Limerick,  which 
had  been  so  often  referred  to  in  the  de- 
bate on  this  question,  than  which  none 
bad  figured  more  or  had  suffered  more, 
heretofore,  in  the  annals  of  municipal  mis* 
government,  and  he  was  sorry  to  add,  of 
political  perfidy  also,  he  could  not  permit 
the  Bill  to  leave  this  House  without  ex- 
pressing his  warm  approval  of  it,  ooosider- 
ing  it,  as  he  did,  a  measure  so  much  in 
accordance  with  the  local  rights  and  liber- 
ties of  a  free  people ^-so  congenial  with 
our  other  institutions,  and  so  characteristic 
of  the  representative  principles  and  spirit 
of  the  constitution  at  large.  He,  thei«- 
fore,  hailed  this  measure  as  one  impera- 
tively called  for  and  importantly  useful — 
useful  not  only  locally,  but  nationally-^ 
not  only  civilly  and  socially,  but  morally 
an^  religiously ;  nationally  as  well  as  lg« 


cally,  because,  as  nations  are  composed  of 
localities,  the  more  we  dtfltise  cooteotmeot 
among  those  localities  we  necessarily  in- 
crease the  aggregate  aiDOODt  of  that  hap* 
piness«-* morally  and  religioasly,  he  pro- 
ceeded, as  well    as   civilly  and  sociitly, 
because  whatever  brings  tncn  togcrber  to 
consult  upon  atfairs  of  comnaon  cooceni* 
ment,  it  powerfully  tends  to  wear  dom 
political  antipathies,  and  to  obliterate  tbos 
still  more  unworthy  and  unhallowed  sec. 
tarian   prejudices   and   animosities  whkk 
desecrate  the  very  name  of  religion,  aod 
bring  a  blush  upon  the  cheek  of  ChmiM 
charity.     He  was  convinced  this  memn 
would  prove  as  truly  gratifying  to  the  im- 
mense majority  of  the  Irish  people,  as  he 
knew  it  was  anxiously  expected  by  them, 
and  he  was  equally  convinced  it  woirW 
inspire  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  witfc 
the  pleasing  impression  that  au  Impemi 
Pariiament  not  only  can,    but  viU,  /^ 
late  for  Ireland  in  the  same  spirit  of  jo$- 
tice,  equality,  and  freedom  enjoyed  bjt^ 
other  divisions  of  the  empiie;  an  i»pre»- 
sion,  the  contrary  of  which,  both  in  f»ml 
of  assertion  and  practice,  had  so  meteriijlj 
hindered  the  legislative  Union  from  beis^; 
a  national  and  natural  one,  as  well  at  a 
mere   political  or   parch  meat  one.    He, 
therefore,  deemed  it  a  measure  second  to 
none    in    importance,    scarcely  erea  to 
tithes,  coosidering  Municipal  Reform  to 
move,    as  regards  cities    and   towns,  '' 
parallel  lines  with  tithes  as  regards  raral 
districts.     He  deemed  these  measures  of 
Municipal  Reform  for  the  three  kingdofss 
so  important,  that  if  his  Majesty's  preacnt 
Ministry  had  accomplished  nothing bejo^ 
them  for  the  protection  and  contentment 
of  the  people,  they  would  well  requite  the 
exertions  made  by  the  people  to  piece  eed 
replace  them  in  power,  and  where  toe      | 
people  would  assuredly  keep  them  if  ^      ( 
continued  to  do  as  they  have  done  sua 
promise  to  do.    He  considered  this  ines- 
sure  alike  valuable  to  all  dasses^^^'  ^ 
rich  as  well  as  to  the  poor ;  for  that  etery 
class  was  interested  in  being  in  a  conditiso 
to  procure  good  government  for  the  pitoe 
where  he  resided,  where  his  family  residedt 
and   perhaps  his  property  was  sitss^^; 
where,  too,  a  coosklerable  portioa  of  ^^ 
political  franchises  were  called  intoexetciif/ 
and  where  eiperience  showed  that  th^ 
franchises  might  be  protected  or  obitrscted 
according  to  the  conduct  of  the  miinicipti 
authorities,  or,  in  other  words,  accordiog 
10  their  responsibility  or  irrpspoasibiliij/ 
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but,  however  valuable  to  the  rett,  it  was 
the  very  palladium  of  the  rights  aud  pro- 
tection of  the  poor  man.     Of  our  higher 
institutioDS  the  poor  roan  knew  little  or 
nothing;  but  with  municipal  institutions 
he  came  into  contact  every  day«  and  every 
hour  of  the  day,  which  rendered  municipal 
government,  as  regarded  him,  either  the 
greatest  blessing  or  the  greatest  curse,  ac- 
cording as  it  was  well  or  ill  administered. 
If  this  and  similar  measures  of  improve- 
ment did  not  emanate  from  '*  representa- 
tive*' reform,  it  were  better  that  measure 
never  had  passed  ;  because  it  would  only 
add    the    bitterness    of    disappointment 
to  pre-existing  evils:  it  would  be  like  a 
tree  pleasing  and  promising  to  view,  but 
quite  defective  of  fruit.  At  the  commence- 
ment of  his-observations  resperting  corpo- 
rate misgovernment  in  Limerick,  he  used 
the  epithet  "  heretofore,'*  because  he  was 
ready  and  glad  to  admit  that  things  have 
changed  much  for  the  better — partly,  no 
doubt,  owing  to  the  progressive  improve- 
ment in  human  affairs,  partly  owing  to 
the  increased  control  of  Parliament  and  to 
the  publicity  afforded  by  the  newspaper 
pressi  but  most  materially,  also,  to  the 
exertions  of  his  right  hon.  predecessor  and 
Friend  below  him,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who,  about  twelve  years  ago, 
carried  a  Bill  through  Parliament  for  the 
improvement  of  municipal  government  in 
Limerick,  but  with  the  greatest  opposition 
and  difficulty  then  interposed  by  Gentle* 
men  now  at  the  other  side,  who  would 
scarcely  allow  (if  he  might  use  the  ex- 
pression) a  single  hair  of  the  head  of  these 
institutions  to  be  touched,  whereas  now 
they  were  ready  and  eager  to  cut  off"  that 
head  altogether.     Certainly,  if  those  in- 
stitutions were  to  remain  in  their  present 
condition,  they  might  be  as  well  dead  and 
gone,  but  he  considered  the  vital  spirit  of 
good  government  still  existed  in  them,  and 
that  the  tree,  when  divested  of  the  para- 
sitic plants  which  robbed  it  of  its  nourish- 
ment and  support,  would  assuredly  flourish 
again.     The  whole  force,  however,  of  vi- 
tuperation was  concentrated  for  the  alle- 
gation that  this  measure  would  only  trans- 
fer ascendancy  from  Protestant  to  Catholic 
bands — an  assertion  the  most  fallacious-— 
disproved  by  facts,  and  by  a  knowledge  of 
the  human  mind;    for  that  equality  of 
rights  always  gave  the  death  blow  to  as- 
cendancy, while  inequality  and  partiality 
were  its  very  source  and  essence.  For  nearly 
thirty  years  the  good  results  of  justice 


and  impartiality  were  experienced  and  tU 
lustrated  in  the  principal  parish  of  the  ci(y 
of  Limerick,  that  of  St.  Michael,  which 
had  been  thus  long  governed  by  a  local 
Act,  freed  from  sectarian  distinctions  ;  the 
consequence  of  which  was,  that  any  idea 
of  sectarian  feeling  never  entered  into  the 
minds  or  dreams  of  the  Catholic  voter, 
and  more  Protestants  than  Catholics  had 
always  composed  this  parochial  *'  repre- 
sentation."   So  it  would  be  as  regarded 
the  whole  of  Limerick,  and  every  other 
city,  when  political  justice  and  non-sec- 
tarian principles  were  adopted  as  the  basis 
of  their  institutions.   In  the  Parliamentary 
representation  of  Ireland  the  same  fact 
was  established,  and  had  been  equally 
indicated  in  Limerick,  where  they  elected 
his  hon.  Colleague  a  Protestant,  and  him- 
self, a  Catholic;  and  where  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  were  just  as  zealous  for 
his  Colleague  as  for  himself,  a  fact  also 
that  refuted  the  charge  brought  against  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dublin,  who  eagerly  exerted  himself  for 
his  (Mr.  Roche's)  colleague.     'I'he  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
(the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford) 
said  that  Corporations  were  instituted,  or 
rather  subsequently  converted  into,  instru- 
ments for  the  support  of  Protestant  ascen- 
dancy.    However  correct  or  not  that  pro- 
position might  be,  things  were  now  en* 
tirely  altered,  for  Catholics  were  put  upon 
a  footing  with  Protestants,  and  such  ex- 
clusion of  them  was  a  manifest  violation 
of  the  Emancipation  Act.     Amongst  the 
corporate  body  in  Limerick,  he  knew  many 
very  estimable  individuals;  but,  surely,  it 
would  be  open  to  their  fellow  citizens  to 
again  elect  those  they  may  thus  deem 
worthy — a  compliment  he  (Mr.  Roche)  at 
least  should  consider  more  gratifying  than 
any  other  species   of  appointment.     He 
felt  that  he  had  occupied  a  considerable 
share  of  the  House's  attention,  and  knew 
that  others  at  both  sides  were  anxious  to 
deliver  their  sentiments ;    but  before  he 
sat  down  he  begged  to  say  he  had  re- 
ceived a  petition,  signed  by  several  hun- 
dreds of  his  fellow  citizens,  who  concurred 
in  the  purpose  and  provisions  of  this  Bill, 
with  the  exception  of  the  qualification  for 
mayors,  which  they  deemed  too  high,  and 
therefore  calculated  to  exclude  many  very 
eligible  persons  from  attaining  that  office ; 
and  the  number  of  councillors  they  con* 
sider  also  rather  too  limited,  but  on  the 
whole  express  their  warm  hope  that  the 
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Bill  may  pass.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
doded  by  quoting  a  saying  of  Loais  14th 
of  France  to  King  James  2nd,  when  leaving 
the  shores  of  that  country  with  a  view  to 
regain  the  throne  of  these  realms,  when  the 
French  king  said  the  best  wish  he  could 
offer  him  (King  James)  was,  that  he 
might  never  see  him  again.  He  was  cer- 
tainly glad  that  wish  was  not  realized,  for 
that  monarch  was  unworthy  to  reign  over 
a  free  people ;  but  with  a  different  result 
he  ( Mr.  Roche)  applied  the  same  wish  in 
reference  to  this  Bill— namely,  that  when 
it  left  these  walls  they  might  never  see  it 
again,  until  at  least  it  received  the  royal 
assent. 

Mr.  Ewart :  Sir,  I  cannot  but  consider 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford,  has  not  answered 
satisfactorily  the  hon.   Member  for  St. 
Alban*8.    The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that 
the  question  proposed  was  not  upon  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  whether  or  not 
the  Irish  Corporations  should  be  altogether 
abolished.     Now,  I  ask,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman objected  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  why  did  he  not  take  the  opportunity  of 
opposing  the  second  readingoftheBill?  The 
proper  course  would  have  been  not  for  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  have  contented  himself 
merely  with  saying  "  No !"  but  to  have 
divided  the  House  upon  the  second  read- 
ing, he  would  thus  have  vindicated  himself 
from  the  charge  of  inconsistency,  which,  I 
mast  say,  he  has  not  refuted  satisfactorily. 
Sir,  the  hon.  Baronet,  referring  to  the  case 
of  the  reverend  Joshua  King,  said  that 
was  only  an  isolated  instance.     I  would 
recall  to  the  recollection  of  my  hon.  Friend 
those  scenes  which  have  recently  occurred 
in  the  most  learned  University ;  scenes,  I 
think,  not  entirely  characterized  by  that 
charitable  spirit  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
seemed  inclined  to  impute  to  all  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  of  England.     Sir,  a  great 
deal  has  been  said  about  the  voluntary 
renunciation  of  power  by  the  minority  over 
the  majority  in  Ireland.     Why,  Sir,  has 
it  been  a  voluntary  renunciation  ?  to  come 
forward  now  that  that  power  is  receding 
from  their  grasp,  and   claim   credit    for 
relinquishing  that  which  they  were  unable 
to    retain,    exhibits,    I  think,    a   degree 
of    confidence     almost     unprecedented 
in  political  iiistory.    The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  has  gone  back  into 
old  charters,  and  told  us  what  Ireland 

was  under  the  old  system,   Sir,  the  abuses 


of  former  times  are  no.  arguments  for 
government  in  modern ;  and  theargoment 
that  because  Ireland  was  denied  justice  of 
old,  that,  therefore,  she  is  to  be.denied  it 
now,  is  one  which,  however  cooclaaive  it 
may  be  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  wiM^ 
I  am  sure,  be  indignantly  rejected  by  tbe 
people  of  this  country.    The  right   hon. 
Member  had  declaimed  at  great  length 
against  the  ascendancy  of  a  majority  in  lie* 
land.     In  what  country,  I  would  ask,  that 
claims  the  semblance  of  possessing  popular 
rights,  does  not  the  majority  govern  the 
minority  ?    I  never  heard,  even  in  declama- 
tions upon  monarchical  institutions,  that 
they  were  not  fundamentally  based  npon 
the  wishes  of  the  majority  of  a  nation* 
I  cannot  conceive  that  in  this  free  country 
we  can  have  any  other  mode  of  governing 
satisfactorily.       I    am    quite    convinced 
there    is    no   other    mode    of  governing 
either  England  or  Ireland  with  snccess. 
One    circumstance    connected    with  the 
government  of  the  majority  ought  not  to 
be  forgotten,   that  the  government  of  a 
majority  is  much  less  likely  to  be  tyranni* 
cal  than  the  government  of  a  mmority. 
The    government   of    a    minority    must 
always  be  a  government  of  weakness ;  and 
a  government  of  weakness  partakes  of  all 
the  danger  and  distrust  of  tyranny ;   and 
must  have  recourse  to  tyrannical  modes  of 
supporting  its  power.     But  the  govern- 
ment  of  a  majority  requires  no  such  violent 
means  of  support,  and,  therefore,  tranqnil- 
lity  and  liberty  are  much  more  likely  to 
prevail  under  the  government  of  a  majority 
than  that  of  a  minority.     I  regret  that  I 
do  not  see  present  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  considering 
that  he  was,  if  I  may  so  say,  the  original 
sponsor  of  this  measure.      He  originated 
Catholic  Emancipation,  which  has  been 
the  forerunner  of  all  that  has  subsequently 
occurred ;  and  I  should  have  liked  to  ask 
him  how,    having   himself  carried  that 
measure,  he  is  determined  to  oppose  the 
effect  naturally  consequent  upon  it  ?  how, 
having  granted  Ireland  religious  and  po« 
litical  liberty,  he  can  refuse  to  give  her 
municipal  liberty  ?  how,  in  short,  having 
granted  the  beginning,  he  can  refuse  her 
the  consummation  of  freedom  ?     Sir,  I 
cannot,  I  must  say,  imagine  how  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  are,    they  tell  us,    for 
holding  fast  to  the  genuine  spirit  of  the 
British  Constitution,  are  for  doing  that 
which  is  contrary  to  its  very  genius,  to 
I  abolish    the    municipal    institutiona    p( 
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Iretend;  for  removing  those  institutions 
which  dated  from  the  very  earliest  dawn 
of  that  Constitution ;    for  deserting  it  in 
the  very  moment  of  its  extreme  distress. 
The  genius  of  the  Goyernment  of  this 
country  is  municipal  as  well  as  political. 
The  opinion  of  Mr.  Burke  was  quoted 
upon  the  Spanish  question  by  an  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  That  opinion  was  to 
tbeeflfect)  that  *'  if  you  destroy  in  any  coun- 
try its  local  institutions,  you  have  in  central- 
ization the  most  convenient    instrument 
for  arbitrary  power.*'     Now,  all  the  oppo- 
nents of  Irish  Corporation  Reform  are  the 
friends  of  that  centralization  which  Mr. 
Burke  so  strongly  denounced.     How  can 
they  possibly  expect  tranquillity  in  Ireland 
if  they  do  her  the  injustice  of  refusing  her 
Municipal    Reform  ? — those    institutions 
which  should  become  not  only  "  normal 
schools'*  for  peaceful  agitation,  but  schools 
in  which   her  citizens  should   learn  the 
exercise  of  their   rights    peaceably  but 
iinnly.     If  you  give  them  religious  free- 
dom, if  you  grant  them  political  liberty, 
and  refuse  them  Municipal  Reform,  what 
is  it  but  conceding  to  them  the  object  for 
which  they  contend,  and  denying  them 
the  means  of  learning  the   proper  and 
legitimate  use  of   the    instruments   you 
have  thus  put  into  their  hands.    This 
measure  will  become,  as  it  were,  a  safety- 
valve  to  the  Constitution.     By  the  dis- 
cussion of  home  and  local  concerns,  the 
vehemence  of  general  political  discussion 
will  be  lessened;  and,  by  allowing  the 
people  of  Ireland  free  representation  in 
their  municipalities,  you   will  be  giving 
them  that  political  education  which  will 
enable  them    to   exercise    properly  and 
peaceably  those  rights  which  you  have 
already  granted  them.    With  what  object 
do  we  legislate  for  Ireland  ?    Is  it  not  for 
its  peace  ? — and  how  else  is  that  object  to 
be  obtained  but  by  the  contentment  of  the 
people?    The  rejection  of  this  measure 
will  increase  ten-fold  the  excitement  there. 
First  of  all,  il  will  give  cause  for  disturb- 
ance;   and,    secondly,    it   will  offer  an 
apology  for  every  outrage  committed  until 
the  measure  is  conceded.    Sir,  I  rejoice 
that  upon  this  occasion  the  English  Mem- 
bers have  an  opportunity  of  proving  how 
deeply  they  feel  the  debt  of  gratitude  due 
to  the  Irish  Members  of  this  House.  Most 
warmly,  fully,  freely,  and  generously  have 
the  Irish  Members  supported  us  in  all 
the  great  measures  that  have  passed  this 
{lottse  of  late  years,    Ever  since  I  have 


had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House,  I 
have  ever  seen  our  Irish  friends  the  most 
strenuous  supporters  of  freedom,  never 
hesitating  when  we  wanted  their  assistance ; 
and  I,  for  one,  should  feel  myself  guilty 
of  the  blackest  ingratitude  if  I  was  not 
most  ready  to  aid  them  in  the  hour  when 
they  need  my  co-operation.  I  trust,  and 
I  believe,  that  the  English  people  will 
contribute  their  support  to  their  Irish 
fellow-citizens,  as  warmly  as  the  English 
Members  do  to  their  representatives  in  this 
House;  and  that  a  day  at  length  will 
dawn  upon  Ireland,  which  shall  see  her 
not  only  freed  from  political  and  religious 
fetters,  but  enjoying  the  full  sunshine  of 
municipal  freedom;  that  a  glorious  day 
shall  yet  arrive  which  shall  see  England , 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  all  united  in  spiritt 
as  well  as  by  statute,  and  all  alike  free  in 
their  religious,  political,  and  municipal 
institutions. 

Mr.  Finch  would  yield  to  no  one  in  his 
desire  to  benefit  Ireland ;  but,  before 
legislating  upon  any  question,  he  was 
bound  to  consider  the  condition  of  the 
country.  It  was  a  country  divided  by 
faction,  and  between  it  and  England  there 
was  no  analogy  to  fit  them  for  the  same 
institutions.  In  this  opinion  he  was  borne 
out  by  what  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said  upon  the  sub* 
ject  of  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  it  as  his 
opinion^  that  if  there  were  to  be  a  do- 
mestic legislature  in  Ireland  the  war 
between  the  two  great  parties  in  that 
country  would  be  a  war  of  extermination* 
Now,  how  much  greater  would  be  the  con- 
tention if  it  carried  itself  into  every  town 
and  borough  of  that  country  ?  How  would 
it  increase  the  agitation  ?  Agitation  was 
at  present  confined  to  Roman  Catholics, 
who  were  organised  for  the  purpose.  If 
this  measure  passed,  it  would  also  extend 
to  the  Protestants,  who,  of  course,  would 
also  organise.  A  reference  to  a  book 
written  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  Wyse)  would  show  that  there 
was  a  strong  republican  party  in  Ireland 
and  a  strong  democratic  feeling.  Now 
the  object  of  that  party  could  only  be 
effected  by  dissolving  the  connexion  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  and  getting  rid 
of  the  Protestant  Establishment  and  the 
Protestant  aristocracy.  Besides  the  an* 
thority  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
the  proceeding  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin    furnished   another 
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proof  of  the  extent  to  which  the  demO" 
oratic  principle  wat  endeavoured  to  be 
pu^hecl.  That  hon*  and  learned  Gen* 
^eman  bad,  io  various  parU  of  Eng- 
land, endeavoured  to  bring  into  disrepute 
one  portion  of  the  Constitution.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had,  on  a 
former  occasion,  expressed  himself  op- 
posed to  the  extension  of  the  democratic 
principle  in  Iceland,  because  of  the  strong 
Lanin|[  towards  Republicanism  which  ex- 
iated  in  timt  country.  What  was  the 
preaept  jproposed  measure  but  an  exten- 
aioo  and  mcrease  of  the  democratic  power? 
The  efiect  of  this  measure  would  certainly 
be  a  teodepcy  to  weaken  the  power  of  the 
l^onarcby.  He  was  not  opposed  in  the 
abstract  either  to  the  democratic,  the  re<- 
publican,  the  monarchical,  or  the  aristo* 
cjratic  principles.  On  the  contrary,  he 
wished  to  see  them  all  blended  in  a  mixed 
and  limited  Government.  He  wished  to  ! 
find  each  operating  as  a  check  upon  the  | 
others,  and  the  result  of  such  a  com- 1 
bioation  would,  in  his  opinion,  produce  , 
liberty.  Perhaps  some  thirty  years  hence  , 
when  Ireland  was  less  subject  to  political  i 
tumults  and  agitation,  it  might  be  safe  to 
commit  the  exercise  of  municipal  rights 
to  the  hands  of  those  to  whom  it  was  to 
be  confided  by  the  present  Bill ;  but  at 
this  moment  it  would  be  attended  with 
the  greatest  danger.  What  he  wanted  to 
give  to  Ireland  was,  equal  rights  and  equal 
security  for  life  and  property,  and  such  a 
code  of  municipal  Government  as  should 
ensure,  not  the  contests  and  triumphs  of 
faction,  but  the  due  supremacy  of  the  law, 
the  juat  maintenance  of  the  rights  of  the 
Crown,  and  the  exercise  of  good  govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  Montesquieu  Bellew  trusted  the 
House  would  excuse  him  while  he  tres- 
passed a  few  minutes  on  their  attention 
on  the  present  occasion  as  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, to  whom  the  measure  of  Corporate 
Reform  was  naturally  a  matter  of  great  in- 
terest, and  also  as  living  immediately  ad- 
joining a  corporate  town*  Indeed,  he 
might  say,  that  the  town  he  alluded  to 
was  withm  the  limits  of  the  county  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  and  that 
town  appeared,  from  toe  Report  of  the 
Commissioners,  to  possess  an  adequate 
ahare  of  all  the  evils  which  are  usually 
complained  of  in  such  localities,  and  to 
have  fully  participated  in  that  indistinct 
perception  of  the  rights  of  property  which 
appeared  sucb  a  common  failing  in  Iriab 


Corporations.  With  regard  to'  thip  Cor- 
poration, namely,  Drog[heda,  he  wished  to 
to  make  one  observatiop  in  particular  in 
reply  to  the  atatement  of  the  bon.  Member 
who,  for  the  present,  represents  that  towR. 
With  respect  to  the  charge  of  sectarian 
illiberality  as  regarded  that  Corporatigp, 
the  boo.  Gentleman  said,  it  was  best  an- 
swered by  the  fact,  that  when  corporation 
property  was  to  be  let  or  otherwise  dis* 
posed  of,  it  was  offered  to  general  com- 
petitiop,  without  regard  to  whom  might 
become  the  purchaser,  or  to  what  sect  or 
religion  he  might  belong.  Now,  how 
stood  the  fact  ?  The  universal  practice, 
up  to  the  year  1833,  was  to  let  tne  lands 
solely  and  exclusively  to  freemen,  which 
of  course  excluded  Catholics.  But  what 
did  the  Report  state  further?  It  appeared 
that  freemen  frequently  bade  in  trust  for 
Catholics, and,  in  many  instances,freemen, 
immediately  on  obtaining  leases,  sold  them 
underhand  to  Catholics  for  a  trifling  profit. 
Finding  it  impossible  to  uphold  exclusive 
bidding,  or  to  check  the  system  of  evading 
the  rules,  the  Corporation  resolved  upon 
finally  sanctioning  what  they  had  po 
longer  the  power  to  prevent.  But  free- 
men were,  to  the  present  moment, entitled 
to  renewal  of  their  leases  at  one-fourth  of 
their  value ;  and  this  was  what  the  hoOt 
Member  called  no  sectarian  illiberality. 
That  in  this  particular  borough  there  were 
rather  singular  ideas  held  of  the  respoa-. 
sibiliw  of  office,  might  be  gathered  rroin 
the  following  statement  in  the  Report 
for  the  year  1827.  The  Harbour  Com- 
missioners ordered  that  the  collector  be 
required  to  make  a  return  of  the  number 
of  vessels  which  entered  the  port,  their 
tonnage,  and  other  matters;  on  which  oc« 
casion  the  collector  was  alleged  to  have 
answered  that  it  was  very  ungentlemanlike 
to  require  accounts  to  be  kept.  But  the 
House  was,  no  doubt,  already  wearied  of 
hearing  of  the  misdoings  of  Irish  Corpo- 
rations. He  should  not,  therefore,  say 
one  word  more  on  the  subject  There 
was  no  one  on  any  side  of  the  House  who 
defended  the  Corporations  as  at  present 
constituted,  and  tne  only  question,  there** 
fore,  was  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they 
should  be  constituted  for  the  futurct 
Now,  after  having  been  present  at  the 
whole  discussion,  and  listened  most  atten- 
tively to  every  statement  that  had  been 
brought  forward  by  hoo.  Gentlemen  op* 
posite,  it  did  appear  to  him  that  the  be- 
ginning and  end  of  the  whole  arguroeoti 
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dug^uised  as  it  might  be  under  one  name 
IMT  other»  amounted  to  thisi  that  the  mid- 
dle clan  in  Ireland  will  gain  a  consider- 
able inorease  of  power  by  this  Bill,  and 
that  class  unfortunately  happens  to  be 
Catholic.  The  crime  of  the  Catholics  was 
literally  that  they  were  the  majority  of  the 
peoole;  and  what  little  success  bad  at- 
tended the  eff(Mrts  to  lessen  that  majority 
is  strikingly  exemplified  by  the  Report 
now  on  the  Table,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  in  a  borough  where  within  the  last 
century  a  resolution  to  fine  a  suspected 
Papist  was  passed,  out  of  the  present  po* 
pulatlon  of  2,000,  more  than,  one-half, 
namely  1,200,  were  Catholics.  Why, 
he  belietred,  this  was  the  only  legislative 
assembly  in  Europe  where  this  question 
would  at  the  present  moment  be  debated 
on  religious  grounds.  It  is  quite  true  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  taken  the  greatest 
trouble  to  disclaim  sectarian  motives,  and 
yet  there  had  hardly  been  a  speech  on 
which  sooiething  about  Catholic  and  Pro- 
testant: had  not  been  introduced,  not 
omitting  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  who  reminded 
the  House  how  nobly  their  ancestors  had 
contended  against  the  Spaniard  and  the 
Austrian  in  defence  of  the  Protestant  faith, 
and  who  cautioned  them  to  do  anything 
rather  than  submit  to  the  tyrannical  spirit 
of  Catholic  domination.  There  was  no 
doubt  this  Bill  would  add  considerable 
loeal  influence  to  the  town  population. 
The  increased  power  it  would  give  in  re- 
turning Members  to  this  House,  was,  how- 
ever much  overrated.  He  did  not  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  sgree  with  him; 
but  be  would  ask  them  if  they  did  not 
think  it  very  natural  that  the  Catholics, 
who  had  hiUierto  been  an  excluded  body, 
should  press  very  ardently  for  those  rights 
which  had  already  been  conceded  to  the 
Ttst  of  the  empire  ?  or  did  they  believe 
that  it  was  in  the  power  of  this  country 
for  any  time  to  prevent  Ireland  from  at- 
taining that  to  which,  backed  by  a 
majority  of  this  House,  she  thought 
she  was  entitled  ?  The  gallant  Officer, 
the  Member  for  Launcestoo,  had  laid 
mvtA  streas  on  the  evidence  of  the  Intimi- 
dation Coounittee.  But  osakiog  him  a 
present  of  the  whole  of  it,  and  passing 
over  the  notoriously  partial  extracts  with 
which  be  favoured  the  House,  what  did 
it  prove  ?  That  so  strongly  was  the  desire 
in  Ireland  to  return  Members  favourable 
to  Muicipal  and  Ckwch  Reform,  that 


there  was  no  extremity  to  which  the 
people  were  not  willing  to  go  to  obtain 
their  object.  He  did  think  that  the  op- 
position to  the  present  Bill,  and  the 
grounds  on  which  that  opposition  was 
founded,  by  the  very  party  who  granted 
Emancipation,  was  a  sufficient  apology 
to  the  Irish  people  for  not  feeling  very 
grateful  to  those  who  had,  by  their 
own  confession,  yielded  only  to  a  stern 
necessity;  but  such,  unfortunately,  had 
always  been  the  case  with  regard  to  Ireland. 
The  Emancipation  Bill,  the  Reform  Bill, 
the  Tithe  Bill,  the  present  measure,  had 
all  been  considered,  not  with  a  view  to 
what  justice  required,  but  what  necessity 
demanded ;  not  with  a  view  to  what  might 
be  granted  with  advantage,  but  how  much 
might  be  refused  with  safety.  With  re- 
gard to  the  alterations  which  this  Bill  had 
undergone  in  Committee,  he  could  not 
help  expressing  his  regret  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  should  have  yielded  on 
the  question  of  the  appointment  of  Magis- 
trates ;  but  in  town-councils,  as  he  feared* 
this  concession  would  be  taken  advantage 
of  in  another  place;  still  he  mustsav, 
that  if  this  Bill  passed  into  a  law,  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  doing  away  with  a  grie« 
vance  which,  next  to  the  tithe  system, 
pressed  most  heavily  on  the  country,  and 
would  prove  to  the  Irish  people  that  the 
affectionate  confidence  with  which  they 
had  relied  on  the  intentions  of  his  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  had  not  been  mis- 
placed. 

Major  Cnmming  Brvce  eulogised  in  the 
highest  terms  the  speeches  of  the  noUe 
Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Cumberland,  on  a  previous  oocasiou* 
Notwithstsndiog  the  worn-out  jokes  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  and 
the  quotations  from  the  new  drama  of 
'*  Where  is  he  now?"  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tipperary,  they  had 
proved  most  convincing  to  the  public,  and 
set  the  true  merits  of  the  question  in  the 
clearest  point  of  view.  Nothiag  but  the 
most  conscientious  apprehension  of  danger 
to  our  religious  and  political  institutions 
could  have  induced  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  take  that  coarse.  It 
was  the  fashion  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  to  taunt  the  Opposition  with  what 
was  caUed  the  strange  conjunction  which 
had  taken  place  between  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Com* 


695  Municipal  Reform  {COMMONS} 


f  Ireland.) 


w/0 


berland,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth.  Why  had  these 
two  eminent  persons  opposed  themselves 
to  the  measures  of  those  with  whom  they 
were  formerly  associated,  but  because  they 
were  convinced  that  those  measures  were 
pernicious?  Why  had  they  renounced 
place,  but  because  they  could  not  consci- 
entiously hold  it  on  those  terms  ?  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had,  indeed,  clung  to 
place,  but  they  had  not  clung  to  power. 
There  was  a  wide  difference  between  place 
and  power,  which  they  did  not  seem  to  be 
aware  of;  but  which  they  would  hereafter 
discover.  They  might  carry  the  measure 
through  this  House,  but  there  was  another 
tribunal  to  which  it  must  be  submitted. — 
He  did  not  mean  the  House  of  Lords, 
though  he  did  not  doubt  but  that  House 
would,  as  it  always  had  done,  perform  its 
duty  conscientiously,  uprightly,  and  firmly ; 
but  he  alluded  to  the  great  majority  of  the 
enlightened  and  reflecting  people  of  the 
empire.  The  delusion  of  spurious  and 
falsely  so  called  liberality  was  fast  passing 
away.  The  people  were  beginning  to  be 
thoroughly  alive  to  the  restless  character 
of  the  Catholic  party,  which  seemed  as 
though  it  would  be  satisfied  with  nothing 
less  than  domination^  and  they  were  re- 
solved that  the  supremacy  of  the  Protestant 
character  of  our  institutions,  connected  as 
it  was  with  the  most  perfect  toleration  and 
the  maintenance  of  the  best  interests  of  the 
empire,  should  be  preserved.  He  depre- 
cated those  continual  attempts  to  place 
unbounded  political  power  in  the  hands  of 
the  Catholic  priests,  for  that  no  man  living 
would  doubt  would  be  the  result  of  this 
Bill.  He  warned  them  that  if  the  Protest- 
ant people  of  these  kingdoms  saw  that  no 
concession  could  stop  unreasonable  de- 
mands, and  that  every  stride  of  the  Ca- 
tholics towards  political  power  was  but  the 
precursor  of  another,  it  would  ultimately 
awaken  a  demand  for  a  repeal  of  that 
measure  of  Catholic  Emancipation  which 
had  been  so  vainly  held  out  to  them  as  the 
only  effectual  means  of  pacifying  Ireland. 
Hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  accused 
his  friends  of  raising  a  "  No  Popery''  cry, 
whereas  it  was  they  themselves  who  raised 
it,  by  the  introduction  of  such  measures 
as  this.  The  Catholic  party  were  not  con- 
tent with  equality— they  wanted  supre- 
macy ;  and  they  looked  upon  this  measure 
but  as  an  instalment  of  their  full  demand, 
which  was  nothing  less,  he  believed,  than 
the  absolute  dominfition  of  Catholicism, 


and  the  repeal   of   the    Unioa.    If  there 
were  no  other  groaods  for  his  resbtance  to 
this  Bill,  than  the  declaralioa  of  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  opposite,  that  this  Bill  was  to 
be  an  instalment  of  the   debt  due  to  tbe 
Catholics  of  Ireland,  by  which,  of  coarse, 
was  meant  repeal  of  the  Uaioo,  and  the 
utter  subversion  of  Protestantism  in  tbt 
country,  that  would  be  his  sufficient  jus. 
tification.      If  it    were    brought   forward 
against  him  as  an  accusation  that  he  wished 
to  draw  a  distinction  between  the  toleration 
of  the  Protestant  religion  and  the  intole- 
rance of  the  Catholic,     he   would  plead 
guilty  to  the  charge.      It  was  not  by  unjatt 
attacks  on  a  large   and    injfluential  party, 
attributing  motives   to    them  which  tbey 
rejected— it  was  not  by  holding  up  to  ob- 
loquy men  worthy  of  the  best  days  of  the 
Reformation,  for  no   other   oSmce  tfuB 
that  they  drew  aside  the  veil  of  Jesuitism,       , 
and  exposed  themachinatioas  and  general 
character  of  Popery — men,  as  superior  to 
their  calumniators  as  daylight  was  to  those 
tapers — that  men  could   be  recoaciled  to 
Popery ;  but  it  was  by  giving  Popery  the 
form  of  real  goodwill  to  all,  and  tbe  cha- 
racter of  toleration,  that  the  fears  of  Pro- 
testants could  be  removed.     He  would 
next  refer  to  the  oath  taken  by  Ca  Aolwf  ia 
that   House.      Tbe  interpretation  of  an        | 
oath  was  a  matter  between  a  man  and  his        i 
own  conscience.    The  subject  might  not        | 
be  palatable  to  some  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side,  but  he  would  maintain  thatthe 
object  and   the  intention   of  that  ottb, 
which  was  purely  restrictive,  was  to  eiclnde 
Catholics  from  voting  on  any  question  that 
might  endanger  the  safety  of  Protestaatisia         j 
in  Ireland.     The  object  of  the  present  fim 
was  to  create  a  dommant  Catholic  party  la 
Ireland,   and  its  tendency  would  be  to         | 
establish  the  supremacy  of  Popery  then^ 
and  with  this  to  destroy  the  supremacy  of 
the  King.     If  these  attacks  were  contioned 
they  would  force  on  Protestants  a  recon- 
sideration of  the  whole  Catholic  qaestioO' 
He  was  not  actuated  by  any  hostility  tO' 
wards  the  Catholics  as  individuals.  Many 
of  them  he  knew  to  be  men  equal  to  P^ 
testants  in  all  Christian  virtues;  but  be 
could  not  conceal  the  fact  that  in  the  mio^ 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  Cathdics,  Pops? 
and  supremacy  were  united — a  doctrtna 
that  was  inconsistent  with  the  constitatiOA 
of  a  free  State,  and  with  the  maintenaooe 
of  liberty.    It  was  not  on  account  of  eof 
private  difference  of  religious  opinioot  hot 
from  the  tendency  of  Popery  affecting  tko 
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libeities  of  the  people,  that  the  Reformers 
raised  the  superstructure  of  freedom  of 
conscience  and  of  action.  The  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  made  frequent  allusion  to 
the  exertions  of  the  Scotch,  and  to  their 
drawing  the  sword  of  the  Lord  and  of 
Gideon  against  episcopacy,  holding  out 
this  example  for  the  destruction  of  Pro- 
testantism in  Ireland.  But  the  learned 
Gentleman  ought  to  know,  what  every 
schoolboy  knew,  that  the  Scotch  objected 
to  episcopacy  from  its  too  near  approxi- 
mation to  Popery.  The  higher  classes 
were  anxious  for  the  preservation  of  their 
feudal  privileges  and  liberties ;  the  lower 
classes  resisted  episcopacy  from  a  fear  of 
the  perpetuation  of  religious  despotism. — 
At  the  meeting  which  the  King  was  forced 
to  convene,  the  influence  of  the  Presby- 
•terian  Clergy  was  nothing  compared  with 
that  of  the  laity.  It  was  this  fear  of  epis- 
copalian domination  that  was  the  cause  of 
the  covenant.  But  did  it  follow  that  the 
Scotch,  fearing  before  trial  the  evil  effects 
of  the  episcopacy  at  home,  looked  on  it 
now,  after  having  seen  its  workings,  as  an 
evil  in  Ireland?  He  would  tell  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  intelligent  Presbyterians 
of  Scotland  considered  it  as  the  only  safe- 
guard against  the  encroachments  and  the 
tyranny  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  the 
only  security  for  the  existence  of  Protest- 
antism in  that  country.  The  question  be- 
fore the  House  in  truth  was,  the  establish- 
ment of  Popery  under  its  old  form  of  reli- 
gious and  political  despotism  in  Ireland. 
Will  the  Government  say  so  or  not  ?  Mr. 
O'Connell,  the  real  leader  of  the  House, 
did  fairly  allow  that  Catholic  ascendancy 
was  at  the  bottom  of  the  question.  The 
question  was  one  of  vital  importance  to  the 
social,  the  religious,  and  political  condi- 
tion of  the  Sister  Kingdom,  and  could  not 
fail  to  infuse  its  effects  into  Great  Britain, 
and  to  the  good  sense  of  the  enlightened 
people  of  the  empire  at  large  he  would  not 
fear  to  leave  its  aecision. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith: — Sir;  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
.only  stated  a  part  of  the  case — the  part 
that  suited  his  own  purpose.  I  shall  not 
follow  the  bon.  Gentleman  through  all  the 
points  of  his  argument;  and  through 
some  I  should  be  sorry  to  follow  him 
Aflter  the  subject  had  been  already  fully 
debated-  as  a  whole,  and  in  all  its  parts, 
the  debate  must  prove  very  uninteresting; 
hut  certainly  the  facetiousness  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  much  enlivened  it.    The 


hon.  Gentleman  was  very  liberal  of  bis 
entreaties  to  the  Government,  but  I  would 
beg  of  him  to  forbear  accompanying  these 
entreaties  with  insults  when  next  he  fa- 
vours us  with  his  advice. — Sir;  The  bur- 
den of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  still 
more  surprised  me  than  those  outward  or- 
naments with  which  he  embellished  it.  It 
was  this :  That  whereas  the  Catholic  Re- 
lief Bill  had  passed,  and  the  Irish  Reform 
Bill  had  passed,  and  still  ^'  Protestant 
ascendancy"  remained,  that  this  measure 
was  to  destroy  it ;  that  is,  he  allowed  that 
it  was  not  endangered  by  the  passing  of 
bills  which  gave  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  the 
unrestricted  right  of  being  elected,  and  of 
electing  members  to  serve  in  the  British 
Parliament,  but  when  called  upon  to  enact 
a  measure  that  shall  allow  them  to  elect 
their  own  aldermen,  mayors,  and  other 
municipal  officers,  then  he  is  afraid  of 
Catholic  supremacy  in  Ireland. — Sir ;  In 
the  few  remarks  I  shall  have  to  submit  to 
the  House  I  shall  confine  myself  entirely 
to  the  question  before  the  House ;  which 
is,  that  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time, 
the  object  of  the  present  opposition  being 
mainly,  it  appears,  to  allow  to  such  gen- 
tlemen as  the  hon.  Members  for  Bristol 
and  the  University  of  Oxford,  who  had 
refused  or  disdained  to  accept  of  any 
compromise  at  all,  to  give  their  votes 
against  the  Bill.  I  think  I  cannot  do 
better  than  to  address  myself  first  to  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford ;  and  I  must  say, 
that  holding  as  I  do  that  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  highest  respect,  and,  admiring  as  I 
always  have  done,  his  consistency,  it  is 
with  the  deepest  regret  I  find  in  this  in- 
stance a  deviation  from  his  usual  charac- 
ter. He  began  his  opposition  too  late* 
But  if  he  objected  to  all  reform,  why  did 
be  not  oppose  the  second  reading  ?  Why 
did  he  allow  a  similar  Bill  to  pass  the 
Commons  last  year  ?  If  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  no  alteration  should  be  made  in 
these  corporations,  why  did  he  vote  in  fa« 
vour  of  an  jnstruction  entirely  annihilat- 
ing and  sweeping  away  those  ancient  in « 
stitutions  for  which  he  manifests  such 
attachment. — Sir ;  I  am  at  a  loss  to  un- 
derstand how  any  Gentleman  on  the  other 
side,  who  voted  for  the  instructions,  could 
now  vote  for  the  amendment  on  the  third 
reading?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (the 
Member  for  Tamworth),  the  leader  of  the 
purty,  acted  in  a  true  sportsman  style ; 
finding  he  could  not  destroy  the  Bill  on 
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iIm  notion  (br  Ibo  initrQCtioii,  ho  ohangot 
hm  poaitiooy  lonis  loandi  and  attenpit  lo 
knook  it  down  on  the  third  readiii|^. 
First  wo  had  a  Cooaenrative  oppotition, 
thoa  a  Dettractift,  and  now  again  a  Con- 
Mrvative  oppotitk>n*  But  tbo  real  object 
is  to  gain  a  better  division  now  than  they 
had  upon  the  motion  for  the  instnietion» 
and  to  send  it  forth  to  the  coantrj,  or  to 
the  other  House  of  PSBrliameot,  that  it 
may  influence  their  opiniooa  and  decision 
on  the  Bill.  I  would  ask  those  Gentlemen 
who  voted  for  the  instniction,  and  are  now 
going  to  vote  against  the  Bill  altogether, 
how  they  can  defend  their  consistency? 
Bvery  one  of  them,  by  voting  for  the  In- 
strnction,  have  admitted  practically  the  dis- 
ease. There  can  be  no  doubt  of  it.  They 
did  not  conduct  themselves  so  upon  the 
English  Corporation  Bill.  There  they  threw 
themselves  upon  the  Report  of  Mr.  Hogg, 
or  of  Sir  Francis  Palgrave.  There  they 
qnarrelled  with  the  Iteport  of  the  Com- 
missioners ;  here,  on  the  contrary,  though 
they  admit  the  disease  to  be  so  much 
more  palpable  in  the  case  of  the  Irish  than 
in  that  of  the  English  corporations,  that 
they  voted  for  their  utter  annihilation,  they 
are  about  to  vote  aeainst  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill  which  is  intended  to  alter  and 
amend  them.  But  they  say  that  the  remedy 
is  so  much  worse  than  the  disease,  that 
they  would  rather  continue  the  disease 
than  risk  the  remedy.  I  know  that  is  the 
argument  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side.  Yet  the  disease  which  you 
have  admitted  here,  is  the  disease  which 
you  have  amended  and  cured  in  England; 
Von  did  not  meet  it  in  that  case  as  you 
have  in  this.  You  applied  the  reme- 
dies proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  they  have  worked  a  cure ;  at  least  I 
have  not  heard  any  hon.  Gentleman  stand 
forward  and  say  that  that  Bill  has  proved 
very  mischievous  in  its  operations.  But 
yott  say,  '*  the  remedy  applied  in  the  case 
of  England  cannot  with  safety  be  applied 
to  Ireland."  Why  not  ?  **  Because,"  you 
say,  *^  it  will  be  a  transfer  of  power  from 
one  party  to  another.''  That  such  will  be 
in  some  degree  its  effects  in  Ireland  I  will 
admit;  but  then  I  say,  the  same  argu* 
ment,  if  valid,  will  apply  with  ten*fold 
force  to  England.  In  this  country  the 
distinctions  in  politics  and  religion  are 
not  as  they  are  in  Ireland.  Parties  in  the 
corporate  towns  of  England  are  nearly  on 
an  equality;  bat  in  Ireland,  instead  of 
baing  a  transfer  of  poweri  as  it  has  been 


in  England,  from  one  party  to  anolhcr, 
almost  on  the  same  footing,  it  will  be  si 
transfer  from  the  few  to  the  many — firon 
the  email  party  to  the  lai^— uom  the 
minority  to  the  majority.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  deny  that :  on  the  contrary  I  ad* 
mit  it,  and  will  defend  it.  I  say,  that  the 
transfer  of  power  to  the  immense  majocitj 
in  a  country,  is  a  principle  from  which  yois 
cannot  escape,  unless,  indeedi  3foa  can 
prove  that  the  majority  are  in  such  a  low 
condition  that  they  are  unfit  for  the  po»« 
session  of  civil  power.  [Loud  cheering  froco 
the  Opposition,  in  which  the  voice  <^  GoL 
Perceval  was  pre-eminently  distingoislied.J 
I  am  astonished  to  hear  it  admitted  by  the 
cheers  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Sligo,  that  the  constituency  which  he  re« 
presents  are  unfit  for  the  possession  of 
civil  power.  After  admitting  the  great 
body  of  the  Irish  people  to  political  re* 
presentation,  could  any  one  say,  that  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  are  unfit  for 
power?  The  Irish  Catholics  are  not  to  be 
told  that  they  are  fit  to  send  representa* 
tives  to  Parliament,  but  nnfit  to  elect 
their  own  municipal  officers.  The  notion 
is  preposterous.  This  is  a  last  attempt  to 
retain  Protestant  ascendancy,  and  all  its 
concomitant  power,  in  Ireland;  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could  not  retain 
the  corporations  in  Ireland,  they  adopted 
the  stratagem  of  sweeping  them  off  alto- 
gether, just  as  an  adjournment  of  the 
House  is  moved  to  get  rid  of  a  debatau 
Sir ;  The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) said  he  viewed  the  question  as  a  reli- 
gious one.  I  admit  that  such  a  view  may 
be  taken  of  it;  and  though  I  wish  to 
avoid  all  religious  discussions  in  this 
House— I  think  it  is  not  suited  for  their 
discussion — I  roust  say  it  is  too  late  to 
take  such  a  position  now,  after  the  great 
measure  that  has  already  been  conceded. 
The  system  of  corporate  government  is 
admitted  on  all  hands  to  be  worse  in  Ire- 
land than  it  was  in  England ;  and  what 
were  its  defects  here? — partiality,  party 
spirit,  gross  abuse  of  the  public  property 
to  the  purposes  of  political  eorruption, 
and  general  perversion  of  the  administra- 
tion of  justice;  and  how  much  more  se- 
verely IS  all  this  felt  in  Ireland?  Bat 
then  the  argument  is,  that  this  Bill  wiU 
throw  power  into  the  hands  of  the  boo* 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin.  Bat  I 
meet  that  argument  by  asserting,  that 
when  men  become  possessed  of  legitimate 
power,  they  are  not  likely  to  resort  u>  ilia- 
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gilimite  power;  and  that  when  enabled 
to  exercise  poUtioal  and  municipal  power 
fknr  themfelveB,  they  will  be  less  iodined 
to   delegate  that  power    to  one.     It  is 
yon  who  enhance  his  power !  you,  whose 
protracted  resistance  to  the  Reform  Bill ; 
youy  whose  tardy  concession  of  Emancipa- 
tion,  gave  rise  to  the  agitation  of  qnes- 
tlons  tn  this  country  never  beard  of  before, 
and  which  long  years  of  peaceful  tranquil- 
lity may  not  be  able  to  still  I     It  is  you 
who  have  given  power  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin ;  and  by  your  rejection  of  this 
Bill  would,  instead  of  diminishing,  vastly 
augment  it.     Sir;  I  conclude  by  express- 
ing my  conviction,  that  the  division  on 
this  occasion  will  not  be  more  favourable 
to  Gentlemen  opposite  than  any  preced- 
ing.    I  consider  that  those  who  voted  for 
the  instruction  are  bound,   consistently, 
not  to  vote  agaiust  the  third  reading ;  and 
I  beg  to  remind  them,  that  as  there  are 
now  no  kindlv-sent  snores  to  cover  their 
defeat,  it  will  be  the  more  signal  on  the 
present  occasion. 

Sir  William  FoUdi  would  endeavour  to 
follow  the  course  marked  out  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  by 
applying  himself  exclusively  to  the  ques- 
tion then  before  the  House,  namely, 
whether  the  Bill  should  be  read  a  third 
time.;  and  although  be  was  not  able  to 
vote  for  the  instruction  moved  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Francis  Egerton),  he 
fully  approved  of  it,  and  was  willing 
to  accept  the  challenge  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  thrown  out,  and  to 
eiplain  to  the  House  why  it  was  he 
approved  of  that  instruction,  and  why  he 
was  now  prepared  to  vote  against  the 
third  reading  of  this  Bill.  He  was  the 
more  anxious  to  do  so,  because  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Vernon  Smith)  had 
reiterated  a  charge  which  bad  been  made 
Sgain  and  again,  that  no  hon.  Member 
who  took  part  in  the  discussion  on 
the  English  Corporation  Bill,  and  who 
approved  of  the  principle  on  which  it  was 
founded,  could  withhold  his  acquiescenee 
in  the  provisions  of  the  measure  now 
before  the  House,  without  being  incon- 
sisteni  in  his  conduct.  Now  he  did  not 
object  to  the  principle  of  the  English  Bill, 
and  be  offered  that  principle  no  opposition, 
although  he  felt  bound  to  object  to  many 
of  the  details.  But  be  was  prepared  to 
oligect  to  the  principle  of  the  present 
maasare.  He  was  most  desirous  lliat 
the  HoQse>  and  the  country  too,  shouM 


earefiilly  consider  the  pravisione  of  IliU 
Bill,  sbonld  compare  the  GorporatioM  in 
Enf^and    and    Ireland^    and    deterniae 
whether  there   were  that  similarity   be* 
tween  the  constitution  and  between  the 
functions,  with  which  it  was  proposed 
to  invest  municipal  ofBcers  in  the  two 
countries,  as  well  as  in  the  social  and 
political  condition  of  the  inhabitants,  re* 
spectively  of  each,  which  would  render  it 
incumbent  on  those  who  voted  for  tiM 
English  Bill  to  vote  for  a  similar  measure 
wil^  regard  to  Ireland.    Let  them  inquire 
into  that  question.    They  were  told,  that 
certein  abuses  prevailed  in  the  munieipsl 
institutions  which  were  found  existing; 
He  concurred  in  an  observation  made  at 
the  other  side,  that  it  was  useless  to 
extend  their  inquiry  into  the  origin  <rf 
these  institutions,  except  so  for  as  that 
their  origin  did  appear  to  him  to  Airnish 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  with  an  argu« 
ment  for  their  removal,  because,  whewer 
they  looked  at  those  which  were  estab« 
lished  in  ancient,   or   at   those  which 
were  founded  in  modern  times,  it  was 
clear  that  they  all  rested  on  a  principle  of 
exclusion.     In  England    the    origin    of 
Municipal  Corporations  was  so  lost  In  the 
darkness  of  the  times,  that  it  was  quite 
impossible  to  ascertain  it  with  any  preci- 
sion, and  certainly  there  was  every  m)und 
for  the  speculation  that  they  had  been 
originally  based  on  a  wide  popular  prin- 
ciple, and  that  the  large  masses  of  pro- 
perty which  they  possessed  had  been  in^- 
trusted  to  them  for  the  benefit  of  the  in* 
habitants  of  the  towns  at  large.    But 
was  there  any  ground  for  such  a  specula- 
tion with  respect  to  Ireland  ?     He  was 
not  now  speaking  of  the  property  pos** 
sessed  by  these  bodies,  but  of  the  control 
which  was  exercised  by  themj  becaase 
whether  they  looked  to  the  old  Corpora- 
tions   which    had    been    established    aa 
nurseries     of    civilisation     amidst     the 
savage  hordes  of  IHsh^  or  whether  they 
looked  to  the  Charters  granted  by  James, 
under  which  the  greater  part  of  these 
bodies  had  been  incorporated,  they  would 
see  that  they  were  founded  in  the  former 
period  on  the  exclusion  of  all  but  Eng- 
lishmen and  their  descendaats,  and  in  the 
latter,  on  theexclusionof  every  person  who 
was  not  a  Protestant.    Every  one  at  all 
eonversant  with  Irish  history  must  he 
aware  that  in  the  north  of  Ireland  not 
only  were  the  Corporation  Charters  mot* 
ed  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  exdudiag 
from  the  maaicipal  bodies  all  who  were 
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not  of  the  Protestant  religion ;  but  in  the 
plan  adopted  by  King  James  for  the  set- 
tlement of  the  six  northern  counties  after 
they  had  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the 
Crown  by  the  attainders  consequent  on 
G'NeaVs  rebellion^  no  one  was  allowed  to 
receive  any  grant  of  lands  who  was  not  a 
Protestant;  and  the  grants  themselves 
were  made  on  the  express  condition  that 
the  lands  were  not  to  be  aliened  to  any 
one  who  would  not  take  the  oath  of 
supremacy  to  the  King-*this  settlement 
was  completed  by  the  creation  of  Munici- 
pal Corporations  in  the  newly  built  towns 
in  the  norths  and  by  the  grants  of 
charters  founded  on  the  same  principles 
to  different  towns  in  other  parts  of  Ireland. 
It  was  (|uite  clear,  therefore^  that  a  strictly 
exclusive  principle  was  the  foundation- 
stone  of  the  corporate  bodies  of  Ireland^ 
and  that  principle  had  always  been  kept  in 
view  in  the  management  of  them.  But 
these  CorporationSj  it  would  also  appear, 
were  used  for  another  purpose.  In  them 
was  vested  the  power  of  returning  Mem- 
bers to  Parliament,  and  they  were  most  of 
them  created  for  the  purpose  of  vesting 
political  power  in  a  select  body  of  Pro« 
testants,  to  the  entire  exclusion  of  the 
Roman  Catholics.  Such  being  shortly 
the  history  of  thase  Irish  Corpora, 
tions— what  was  now  proposed?  The 
principle  of  exclusion  being  found  to 
continue  to  the  present  day,  and  its  con- 
tinuance being  deemed  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
times,  and  contrary  to  what  they  con- 
ceived to  be  required  by  the  state  of 
parties  in  Ireland,  they  introduced  to  Par- 
liament the  present  measure.  That 
measure  went  to  destroy  the  exclu- 
sive Corporations  in  Ireland;  not  to 
reform  or  alter,  but  to  destroy.  It 
removed  from  power  every  existing  mem- 
ber of  the  Corporations,  and  it  repealed 
every  royal  charter  now  in  force.  Every- 
one of  these  was  destroyed  by  the  Bill ; 
for  although  the  first  clause  professed  to 
repeal  only  so  much  of  the  royal  charters 
as  were  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  yet  the  effect  of  the  Bill  was,  to 
repeal  them  altogether — and  he  challenged 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Grentleman, 
the  Attorney-General  for  Ireland,  to  put 
his  finger  upon  any  one  single  clause,  or 
sentence  of  an  existing  charter  which 
would  have  the  slightest  effect  or  validity 
after  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  That  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  could  not,  as  a 
lawyer^  deny  this  assertion.    The  Irish 


Corporations  were  entirely  destroyed  by 
the  Bill-Destroyed  not  merely  in  the 
details  but  in  the  principle  upon  which 
they  were  at  present  based.  The  House 
had  been  told,  that  the  intention  of  the 
Government  was  merely  to  lop  off  defective 
branches  with  the  pruning  knife,  without 
applying  the  axe  to  the  institution  itself. 
But  it  was  trifling  with  the  understanding 
of  hon.  Members  to  make  this  assertion. 
The  pruning  knife  was  not  the  instrument 
employed,  nor  the  branches  of  the  parent 
tree  the  object  on  which  it  was  exercised* 
The  axe  was  laid  at  the  root  of  the  iiMti. 
tution  itself.  Corporations  were  by  the 
Bill  destroyed  —  entirely  destroyed  for 
every  purpose  for  which  they  had  hitherto 
existed  in  Ireland.  It  was  tauntingly 
asked  of  those  who  sat  near  him,  *'  How 
can  you,  who  profess  to  be  the  Mends  of 
the  freemen  of  corporate  bodies,  dis 
approve  of  this  Bill,  which  so  fiilly  pro* 
tects  their  rights  V  Protect  the  rights  of 
freemen  !  Why,  could  any  men  contend 
that  the  freemen  in  Ireland  were  to  form 
part  of  the  new  Corporations  >  Certainly 
they  were  not^-they  were  utterly  and  en« 
tirely  destroyed  by  the  Bill.  It  is  true, 
there  were  clauses  in  the  Bill  borrowed 
from  those  introduced  l^  the  House  of 
Lords  into  the  English  Corporation  Bill, 
to  preserve  the  rights  of  existing '  free- 
men i  but  they  were  preserved  inde* 
pendent  and  distinct  from  the  new  corpo* 
rate  bodies  proposed  to  be  created  j  and 
whether  the  plan  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Francis  Egerton)  or  that 
introduced  by  the  Government  should  be 
adopted,  these  clauses  would  equally 
form  a  part  of  the  Bill,  and  the  rights  of 
existing  freemen  to  their  property  and 
franchises  be  equally  protected ;  but  as 
members  of  the  corporate  body,  freemen 
were  no  longer  to  exist— the  destruction 
of  the  present  Corporations  in  Ireland  was 
complete  and  effectual  by  the  first  part  of 
the  Bill— but  complete  as  that  destruc^k 
tion  was,  it  was  not  the  part  of  the  BSl 
from  which  he  dissented*  He  was  for  firom 
wishing  to  appear  as  the  advocate  of  the 
abuses  which  were  to  be  fbnnd  in  the 
Irish  Corporations.  Indeed,  so  fer  from 
wishing  to  support  those  abuses,  that  HT 
asked  his  opinion  he  would  not  hesitati* 
to  say,  that  he  approved  of  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  went  to  effect  their  destruction. 
He  knew  that  this  avowal  made  by  some 
I  of  his  friends  near  htm  had  led  to  the 
taunting  question,  of  how  long  it  was 
since  this  new  light  had  burst  upon  thein> 
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and  that  they  were  aware  of  the  defects 
of  the  existing  Corporations.  He  was 
too  young  in  political  life  for  this  feint  to 
he  applied  to  himself  personally ;  but^ 
if  he  was  required  to  say  why  it  was 
he  abandoned  the  corporate  institutions 
in  Ireland^  his  answer  was,  that  he  felt 
bound  to  legislate  upon  that  subject  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  existing 
laws  of  the  land.  He,  in  common  with 
many  others*  had  felt  disappointed  on 
finding  that  the  Acts  of  1829*  granting 
relief  to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland, 
and  of  1832*  by  which  the  representative 
system  of  that  country  was  reformed*  had 
failed  in  bringing  about  tranquillity  or 
peace ;  and  that*  so  far  from  alleviating 
or  softening  in  the  slightest  degree*  they 
appeared  to  have  increased  the  unfortunate 
$pirit  of  discord  and  religious  animosity 
which  prevailed  there*  and  which  was  not 
unreasonably  regarded  as  the  cause  of  the 
poverty  and  destitution  of  its  people.  But 
notwithstanding  this  disappointment*  he 
was  willing  to  carry  into  full  effect  the 
principles  on  which  those  measures  were 
founded ;  and  to  say  that  no  civil  institu- 
tion should  exist  in  Ireland*  to  which 
every  subject  of  the  King*  whether  Pro- 
testant or  Catholic*  should  not*  both 
theoretically  and  practically*  be  entitled 
to  admission.  Such  was  the  determina- 
tion  by  which  he  professed  himself  to  be 
guided;  and  it  was  because  he  believed 
that  the  latter  part  of  the  measure  be- 
fore the  House  would  create  in  Ireland 
institutions  equally*  if  not  more  exclusive 
than  those  in  existence*  that  while  ap- 
proving of*  and  assenting  to  the  one  part 
of  the  Bill*  he  felt  constrained  to  give 
to  the  other  the  most  strenuous  oppo- 
sition in  his  power.  He  asked  the  House 
to  bear  with  him  for  a  few  moments* 
while  he  proceeded  to  consider  how  far 
the  enacting  portion  of  the  Bill  was  likely 
to  remove  the  existing  evils  of  the  cor- 
.porate  system.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
talked  of  secoring^-by  better  municipal 
government— peace  and  tranquillity  for 
the  country.  How*  let  him  inquire* 
were  these  results  to  flow  from  it  ?  To 
obtain  a  correct  view  upon  this  point*  it 
was  necessary  to  consider  what  were  the 
faoctions  of  those  existing  Corporations* 
and  in  what  manner  their  administration 
was  defective.  In  the  first  place  he  should 
observe  that  it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose 
the  measure  would  transfer  municipal 
ipower  heretofore  exercised  by  the  present 
corporate  bodies  to  the  new  councih  to 
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be  elected  by  the  people.  This  was  not 
the  case*  there  was  little  or  no  municipal 
power*  properly  so  called*  in  the  hands  of 
the  present  Corporations.  The  Irish  Cor- 
porations* were  altogether  differently  si- 
tuated in  regard  to  municipal  management 
from  the  English.  In  most  of  the  towns  of 
England  the  Corporations  had  the  power 
of  selecting  their  Chief  Magistrates*  of 
nominating  the  Sheriffs*  of  appointing  the 
Judges  of  the  Local  Courts,  and  of  con- 
trolling generally  the  administration  of 
justice  within  their  district.  Now*  in  the 
case  of  these  Corporations*  a  transfer  had 
taken  place  from  one  party  to  another  by 
the  operation  of  the  Municipal  Act  of 
last  Session*  and  what  power  an  exclusive 
body  once  possessed*  was  handed  over 
uncurtailed  and  undiminished  to  the  great 
mass  of  the  people.  But  what  was  the  case 
as  regarded  Ireland  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  talked  loudly  of  the  existing  mu- 
nicipal government  of  the  towns  of  Ireland* 
and  of  the  powers  exercised  by  the  new 
Corporations  in  the  administration  of  local 
affairs.  But  what  were  those  powers  ? — 
where  were  they  to  he  found  >  Why*  by 
a  reference  to  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missionerSy  it  would  appear  that  the  cor- 
porate bodies  had  no  control  whatever 
in  the  municipal  government  of  the 
several  towns.  In  England*  the  old  Cor- 
porations* not  always  by  virtue  of  their 
original  institutions*  but  for  the  most  part 
by  various  Acts  of  Parliament*  had  vested  in 
them  the  local  government  of  the  towns  in 
which  they  existed.  Was  it  so  in  Ire- 
land ?  Certainly  not.  With  the  single 
exception  of  that  of  Drogheda*  he  was 
not  aware  of  any  Corporation  in  Ireland 
which  possessed  local  authority  similar  to 
that  exercised  by  English  municipal  bo- 
dies. LfCt  any  one  look  into  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners*  and  it  would  be  found 
stated  in  every  instance,  that  in  the  Cor- 
poration towns  of  Ireland  there  was  no 
municipal  control  vested  in  the  corporate 
body*  paving*  lighting,  and  cleansing  the 
towns  being  vested  by  distinct  Acts  of 
Parliament  in  Local  Boards*  selected  gene- 
rally from  the  citizens*  without  the  small- 
est reference  to  the  Corporations.  In  most 
places*  the  Report  says*  the  duties  of  police 
are  performed  by  the  constabulary  force 
of  the  county  in  which  the  corporate 
town  is  situated.  The  watching,  lighting* 
paving,  cleansing,  and  improving  the 
town*  and  the  supplying  it  with  water,  are 
frequently  under  the  care  of  local  Com- 
missioners u  ndcr  sjiecial  Acts  of  Parliament* 
2A 
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6t  in  some  instances  under  the  very  ben^. 
ficial  provisions  of  the  general  Act  for 
such  purposes  to  9  Geo.  4th>  c.  52.      In 
seaport  towns,  the  preservation  and  im- 
prove men  t  of  the  harbour  are  usually  vested 
by  some  Act  of  Parliament  in  a  separate 
body  of  incorporated  Commissioners.  This 
system  of   management,    if   it   worked 
badly,  ought,  of  course,  to  be  amended 
by  the  substitution  of  another;    but  it 
would  appear,  that  so  far  from  working 
badly,  it  had  been  attended  with  the  most 
beneficial  results,  and  that  without  refer- 
ence to  either  party  or  religious  feelings, 
the  Local  Boards  had  managed,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties,  to  gain  the  approval 
Of  all  classes.    But  what  was  it  the  Bill 
proposed  to  do  >  First  of  all,  with  regard 
to  the  administration  of  justice,  what  was 
contemplated  by  its  framers  ?    Was  it 
intended  to  vest  the  administration  of  local 
justice  in  the  new  corporate  bodies  ?    It 
would  appear  not.    The  power  of  electing 
Sberifls — of  interfering  in  the  choice— or 
arranging  the  qualification  of  jurors,  was 
to  be  denied  to  them.     In  no  way,  in 
short,  were  the  new  bodies  to  interfere 
with  the  administration  of  justice ;  and  so 
determined  did  the  Government  appear 
upon  this  point,  that  it  had  been  proposed 
to  take  from  the  chief  Magistrates  the 
authority  to  act  as  Justices.    Much  had 
been  said  of  the  necessity  of  having  an 
identity  of  measures  between  England  and 
Ireland ;  but  where  in  the  case  of  these 
Corporations  was  to  be  found  a  trace  of 
such  identity  ?     As  regarded  the  adminis- 
tration  of  justice,  the  two  measures  pro- 
ceeded on  totally  different  principles :  to 
the    English    Corporations   were    given 
the   power  of  choosing  their  Sheriffs ; 
in  Ireland  it  was  totally  different.     Did 
he  disapprove   of  its    being   60>      Far 
from  it;  he  was  most  anxious,   in  all 
cases,  to  vest  in  the  Crown  the  choice  of 
Magistrates  ;  and  it,  perhaps,  was  in  the 
recollection  of  several  present,  that  during 
the  Committee  upon  the  English  Bill  he 
had  divided  the  House  upon  the  clause 
giving  the  selection  to  the  town-councils. 
This  he  had  done  upon  the  conviction  that 
to  no  popular  bodies,  cither  in  England 
or  Ireland,  could  with  safety  be  given  the 
administration  of  justice,  or  appointment 
of  judicial  officers ;  and  he  thought  the 
experiment  which  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  J.  Russell)  had  thought  it  right 
to  make,  notwithstanding  that  clause  was 
expunged  by  the  other  Mouse  of  Parlia- 
nient,  in  calling  upon  the  town.couneib  to 


recommend  the  Magistrates  to  theCfo^nv, 
had  satisfied  the  noble  Lord  himself,  and 
he  was  sure  it  had  satisfied  the  count ly, 
that  his  opinion  upon  the  subject  was  not 
altogether  an  erroneous  one.  There  were, 
he  was  bound  to  admit,  some  honourable 
exceptions  from  what  he  was  then  Qoiin^ 
to  say,  but  he  felt  satisfied  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  councils  in  England  had, 
in  the  nominations  they  had  made,  been 
actuated  entirely  by  political  and  party 
considerations.    He  could  not,    indeed, 
help  thinking  that  experience  had  pro. 
duced  the  same  conviction  on  many  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. — 
To  select  individuals  might  appear  unfair; 
but  if  his  recollection   served  him,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
who  but  a  few  evenings  ago  in  Com- 
mittee upon   the  Bill   under  considenu 
tion  expressed  himself  opposed  to  vesting 
the  nomination  of  Magistrates   in   any 
hands  but  the  Crown,  did  not  upon  the 
division  on  the  English  Corporation  Bill, 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  vote  with  him. 
Well,  then,  as  it  appeared,  the  new  Cor* 
porations  in  Ireland  were  not  to  be  invest- 
ed  with  the  power  of  administering  jus* 
tice,  the  only  function  now  remaining 
in  the  existing  Corporations,  bethought 
he  had  a  right  to  ask  for  what  purpose, 
and  for  what  object,  were  they  creating 
these  new  bodies  in  Ireland  ?    For  the 
purposes  of  municipal  government  they 
were  not  required,  and  they  were  not, 
it  would  appear,  considered  worthy  to 
exercise  the  functions  of  the  Corpora- 
tions  proposed    to   be  destroyed.     For 
what    purpose,    then,    were    they    re» 
quired  ?    What  object  were  they  calcu* 
lated  to  eflFect  ?    Would  they  not  be  purely 
political  bodies  f — ^would  they  not  be  as 
exclusive  bodies  as  those  about  to  be  de« 
stroyed  ?      Upon  this  point  he  might  ap- 
peal to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  who  stated  in  that  House,  but  a 
few  evenings  ago,  that  he  believed  no  one 
would  be  elected  to  the  new  Corporations 
but  for  their  political  principles,  adding 
to  this  opinion  a  not  easily  forgotten  tri- 
umphant   anticipation,  that,  under  this 
Bill,  very  few  Tories  would  find  their  way 
into  the  Corporations  of  Ireland.     He 
agreed  on  thit.  head  with  the  noble  Lord. 
He  agreed  with  him  in  thinking  that  the 
new  Corporations  would  be  only  political 
bodies :  he  equally  anticipated  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  a  very  few  Tories  would 
find  their  way  into  them  ;  but  he  thought 
the  noble  Lord  might  have  gone  a  little 
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ftirther*  «ftd  have,  with  equal  truth*  oh»- 
fiervedj  that  if  there  ivere  few  Tories 
likely  to  be  found  ou  their  roUsj  there 
would  be  still  fewer  Whigs.  He  called  upon 
the  House  to  look  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  measure  was  about  being  passed,  and 
he  then  asked  whether  it  was  likely  the 
new  bodies  would  not  consist  exclusively  of 
one  party  in  Ireland,  and  that  party  most 
prone  to  agitation,  and  most  o|4)08cd  to 
the  connexion  between  the  two  countries. 
Then*  again,  he  would  ask»  why  create 
bodies  which  must  have  such  tendencies  ? 
Had  not  the  policy  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment been  to  oppose  all  exclusive  associ- 
ations—had not  this  been  carried  so  fur* 
that  a  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go. 
vernment  had  brought  in  a  Bill  wliich 
went  so  far  in  putting  down  associations 
and  meetings,  as  to  exclude,  except  un- 
der particular  circumstances*  even  meet- 
ings for  the  redress  of  grievances  ?  Had 
they  not  often  of  late  aeeu  reason  to 
reprehend  the  efforts  of  a  party  in  Ireland 
to  keep  up  agitation  ;  and  yet»  in  the  very 
teeth  of  former  declarations*  were  they 
now  aboutlegalizing  a  system  which  could 
not  but  ensure  its  spread  and  organi- 
zation. Would  they  not*  under  this 
Bill,  have  a  regular  system  of  political 
schools  acting  in  concert  with  each 
others  meeting  under  the  sanction  of 
law  when  they  pleased ;'  discussing  what 
they  pleased,  and  communicating  with 
eacli  other  in  the  different  provincial 
towns,  and  with  the  parent  association  in 
the  capital?  Why  was  this  done  ?  On  that 
aide  of  the  House  they  were  asked  why 
they  opposed  this  measure  $  he  asked,  in 
reply*  why  it  should  ever  have  been  intro- 
duced ?  Why  should  these  bodies  be 
created }  He  had  heard  no  reason  for 
the  measure,  except  that  of  a  necessity  for 
an  identity  of  measures  between  Englaml 
.  and  Ireland.  But  did  that  necessity  exist } 
Nay,  was  such  an  identification  a  politic, 
much  less  a  necessary  measure?  Was 
there  no  difference  between  the  political 
and  social  states  of  the  two  coun- 
tries sufficient  to  justify  a  diversity  of 
legislation  ?  Was  it  too  much  to  say, 
that  an  institution  might  be  harmless  u 
regarded  England,  which  might  not  be  so 
as  regarded  Ireland  ?  What  was  the 
state  of  society  in  the  ktler  country? 
He  would  very  shortly,  and  with  great 
reluctance,  refer  to  this  point;  and  he 
^gg^l  to  be  umlerstoml,  while  doing  so, 
99  intending  nothing  in  the  remotest  de- 


gree offensive  to  any  hon.  Member  who 
might  hear  him.  In  the  first  place  he 
must  observe,  he  thought  it  wholly  im- 
possible to  legislate  fittingly  for  Ireland, 
without  looking  to  the  religious  state  of 
its  people.  Was  the  social  state  of  Ire- 
land at  all  similar  to  that  of  England  ? 
Why  it  was  impossible  to  look  into  a 
newspaper,  without  in  every  page  meet- 
ing details  of  resistance  to  the  law  —  an 
avowed  resistance  of  so  determined  a 
character,  that  centuries  had  passed  away 
since  its  like  had,  or  could  have  occurred 
in  England.  A  day  scarcely  passed  over 
Ireland  without  the  occurrence  of  some 
act  of  organised  resistance  to  the  law ; 
and  when  he  heard  it  so  loudly  required 
that  there  should  be  the  same  law  for 
both  countries,  his  answer  was,  the  laws 
are  the  same ;  but  until  there  was  mani- 
fested in  Ireland  the  same  disposition  to 
obey  the  law,  wc  cannot  have  the  same 
machinery  for  Ccirrying  them  into  effect. 
Let  them  but  look  to  the  pitch  to  which  the 
organized  resistance  he  referred  to  had  pro- 
ceeded, and  then  say  that  similar  measures 
could  be  passed  for  both  countries.  Had 
they  not  seen  it  operate  to  such  an  extent 
that  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House,  whose 
high  talent  and  character  one  would  have 
thought  would  have  secured  his  return  by 
any  constituency  in  the  kingdom,  had 
been  obliged — reluctantW  obliged,  at  the 
peril  of  his  seat  in  that  House—to  refuse 
obedience  to  the  law.  Was  it  possible 
to  suppose  that  the  peasants  or  farmers 
of  Ireland,  who  had  refused  the  payment 
of  tithes,  had  not  been  induced  to  that 
course  by  the  exercise  of  some  influence 
other  than  the  prompting  of  their  indi- 
vidual judgments  ?  Well,  then,  he  asked, 
in  this  state  of  affairs,  were  they  right  in 
creating  these  new  schools  of  agitation  in 
every  town  in  the  country,  and  in  placing 
in  the  hands  of  that  very  party  who  now 
disturbed  it  the  means  of  extending  their 
influence.  They  had  heard  much  of  the 
influence  of  the  priests  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion,  and  the  evil  conse- 
quences which  had  resulted  from  the 
occasional  exercise  of  that  influence. 
Was  that  an  influence  which  the  legisla- 
ture was  justified  in  encouraging  ?  Did 
any  man  doubt  its  existence  or  its  injuri- 
ous consequences  upon  the  political  and 
social  state  of  the  country  ?  If  such  a 
nmn  there  was,  be  would  refer  him,  as 
one  instance  of  what  he  alluded  to,  to  an 
extract  from  a  letter  which  was  to  he 
found  in  the  printed  minutes  of  the  evi- 
2  A2 
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dence  taken  before  the  Carlow  Com- 
mittee. It  was  written  by  Mr.  Fitzpatrick, 
the  secretary  of  the  Carlow  Liberal  Club, 
and  was  addressed  to  Mr.  Vigors,  by 
whom  it  was  produced  to  the  Committee. 
It  was  couched  in  the  following  terms  : 
— '*  I  had  a  long  interview  with  the  bishop 
tliis  day ;  he  agrees  entirely  with  Wallace, 
and  he  has  caused  a  circular  to  be 
addressed  to  the  different  parish  priests  to 
ascertain  how  we  stand  in  the  county  j 
and  in  the  course  of  a  week  I  am  to 
summon  a  meeting  (private)  of  a  few  of 
the  leading  men  of  the  county,  with  the 
clergy,  to  meet  at  my  house,  at  which 
meeting  Wallace  will  be  present ,  in  the 
mean  time  you  should  be  on  the  look  out 
for  candidates.  The  bishop  would  prefer 
that  yon  should  be  the  person,  on  behalf 
of  the  county,  that  should  apply  to  Ra- 
phael; rather  than  allow  O'Connell  (as 
the  bishop  says)  to  dispose  of  the  county." 
Now  what,  he  asked,  must  be  the  state  of 
that  society  where  a  bishop  of  the  deno- 
mination to  which  the  great  body  of  the 
lower  orders  belonged,  was  to  be  found 
directing  a  circular  letter  to  be  sent  to  the 
several  parish  priests  of  his  diocese  to 
inquire  into  the  prospects  of  a  candidate 
for  a  county.  At  the  period  of  passing 
the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill  it  was 
given  in  evidence  before  a  Committee  of 
that  House,  that  by  tlie  very  enactment 
of  that  measure,  not  only  would  the  wish 
to  interfere,  but  the  power  to  influence  in 
political  matters,  would  be  taken  away 
from  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood. 
This  had  been  but  too  convincingly 
proved  by  experience  to  be  an  erroneous 
surmise ;  but,  coupled  with  other  infor- 
mation, it  had  sufficed  to  convince  him 
thnt  the  Catholic  priests  would  not  now 
have  the  political  influence  they  exercised 
in  Ireland,  were  it  not  that  they  held  out 
some  religious  pretext  for  their  interfer- 
ence. Now,  he  wanted  to  know  what 
that  pretext  was  ?  Had  they  any  object  in 
view?  any  object  affecting  their  religion 
since  the  passing  of  theEmancipation  Bill  ^ 
There  was  none  openly  professed.  It 
was  true  that  on  several  occasions  very 
significant  allusions  had  been  made  to  the 
state  of  religion  in  Scotland,  and  the 
changes  which  (he  broad  swords  of  that 
country  had  achieved  j  but  notwithstand- 
ing those,  and  other  perhaps  more  intelli- 
giMcalhisions,  hecould  not  bring  himself 
to  «xo  the  length  of  supposing  that  the  Ca- 
ttioiir  priestliood  oF  Ireland  hail  in  view  to 
cstiiblisli  tito  siipreiuacy  of  their  religion 


in  that  country.     If  they  had  any  socfa 
object  in  con  tem  plat  ion «  it  certwnly  bagfat 
to  be  at  once    told    them — ^and  that  in 
terms  too  emphatic  to  be  misandentood 
•—that  they  never  could  or  should  realiie 
such  an  expectation.     Me   did   aot,  he 
repeated,  attribute  such  an  object  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood,  or  those  wti 
whose  religion  they  presided.     But  sd}»- 
posing  it  did  so  chance  that  they  enter- 
tained it,  he  asked  ivonld  it  not  be  wiser 
and  better  at  once  to  say  to  them  that 
such  an  object  could  never  be  attained  ? 
Would  they  not    better    dischaige  their 
duty  to  those  who  sent  them  there,  by  at 
once  saying  to  them,   '*  You  shall  ba« 
equal  laws,  equal  justice^  equal  power  of 
obtaining  your  rights,     but   understand 
distinctly    that    the     Protestant  reltgwD 
must  be  the    religion     of    the    State  T 
Would  it  not,  he  asked,  be  hot  right  to 
proclaim,  that  such  was  the  determiDa- 
tion  of  the  Legislature  ?     And  was  not 
the  probability  that,  upon  its  being  so 
proclaimed,  those,  if  any^  who  now  con- 
ceived the  idea  that  the  subversion  f^t^ 
Protestant  religion  was  practiciible,  would 
soon  cease  to  agitate  for  an  object  which 
they  knew,  was  hopeless  ?      TeU  tbea, 
then,  as  was  told  to  them  when  the  qaes- 
tion  of  repeal  was  before  the  House,  th^ 
the  Imperial  Parliament  of  Great  Britain 
would  not  suffer  a  repeal  of  the  Union, 
or  the  disturbance  of  the  Protestant  JSste- 
blishment  in  Ireland,  and  depend  upon 
it  they  would  soon  cease  to  agitate  for 
either.     How  immeasurably  more  politic 
in  the  Government  would  it  be  to  adopt 
this  course,  than  in  one  session  to  frame 
a   church  revenue  appropriation  clause, 
and  in  the  next  to  pass  a  measure  having        i 
for  its  avowed  object  a  transfer  of  power 
to  the  Catholic  party,  who  would  rcgwd 
it  as  a  triumph  over  the  Protestant  pBr^// 
who  could  not  but  look  upon  the  naeasnre 
as  the  grossest  ii^ustice  to  their  rightS) 
privileges,  and  interests.     Well,  theOi  JO 
such  a  state  of  society — in  such  a  state  of 
parties— with  such  a  spirit  of  resistance 
to  the  laws  openly  avowed  and  defended 
—was  it,  he  asked,  wise  or  expedient  ^ 
press  a  measure  of  experimental  legi^^ 
tion  ?    The  Right  Hon.  GenUeman  (tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)   had  ^* 
mitted  it  to  be  a  risk.     If  so,  wbyi  ^ 
asked,  try  it  ?     For  the*  attainment  of 
some  great  national  object  a  measore^* 
doubtful    success   might   be  justifiable  i 
but  why  they  were  to  run  a  risk  withottl 
having  an  object  in  view— why  lh4?y  w«rt 
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to  run  a  risk  for  the  sole  purpose  of  call- 
ings   into    existence  a  great   number  of 
bodies  in  Ireland,  wholly  useless  for  any 
purpose  but  those  of  discord  and  agita- 
tion— he   was  wholly  unable  upon  any 
principle  of  policy  or  reasoning  to  com- 
prehend.     It  was  saidy  that  it  would  be 
easy  to  resume  the  power  which  the  Bill 
"would  confer  if  it  should  be  abused  ;  but 
he  "would  prefer^  as  the  wiser  and  safer 
course,  rather  to  withhold  what  it  was 
dangerous  to  give>   than   to  resume  it 
when  given  and  abused.     He  was  sure  it 
was  a  \irise  maxim  for  every  statesman  to 
act  upoDithat  power  once  given  to  a  popu- 
lar body  could  not  be  resumed.     For  his 
part^  therefore,  he  was  for  not  giving  this 
power*     He  was  opposed  to  the  creation 
of  bodies  which  were  useless  for  the  ad- 
niinistration  of  justice — useless  for  muni- 
cipal purposes,  or  for  any  purpose  of  local 
government,  and  which  might  so  easily 
be  turned  to  purposes  of  mischief.      It 
was,  he  repeated,  because  he  was  con- 
vinced of  these  circumstances — because 
he  felt  that  the  power  thus  created  would 
be  abused,  that  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
would  be  hailed  as  a  triumph  by  one  party, 
and  felt  as  a  humiliation  by  the  other — it 
was  for  these  reasons  that,  while  he  ad- 
mitted that  the  present  corporate  system 
in  Ireland  was  bad,  and  ought  to  be  de- 
stroyed— while     he     acknowledged     the 
justice  of  the  former  part  of  the  Bill,  he 
was  so  convinced  of  the  evil  effects  which 
would  result  from  the  latter,  he  felt  con- 
strained to  support  the  amendment  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Mr.  Shell  said,  that  the  speech  of  the 
learned  Member  would  have  been  an  ex- 
ceedingly powerful  one  against  Catholic 
Emancipation,  or  against  the  extension  to 
Ireland  of  Parliamentary  Reform,  but  that 
those  measures  having  been  carried,  it 
was  preposterous  to  rely  upon  a  policy 
utterly  at  variance  with  the  principles  on 
which  they  were  founded.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  relied  upon  a  concession  made  by 
the  Government  respecting  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  The  appointment  of 
the  sheriffs  had  been  transferred  to  the 
Grown.  This,  said  the  hon.  Member  for 
Exeter,  established  a  distinction  between 
England  and  Ireland,  wherefore,  since  you 
have  made  this  distinction,  not  abolish  cor- 
porations altogether  ?  He  would  answer, 
that  the  appointment  of  sherifl^  was  an 
incideot  to  the  existence  of  corporate 
bodies,  aud  oot  one  of  its  etements,  that 


Ireland  did  not  require  an  identity  in 
every  particular,  but  a  general  assimilation 
— that  she  did  not  ask  that  all  the  details 
should  be  the  same,  but  that  the  principles 
should  be  analogous :  change  the  archi- 
tecture of  the  edifice,  but  let  the  founda- 
tion of  popular  control  remain  untouched. 
Although  over  courts  of  justice  an  influ 
ence  would  cease  to  be  exercised  by  cor- 
porations, yet  over  corporations  a  safe  and 
salutary  influence  would  still  be  exercised 
by  the  people.  The  nomination  of  sheriffs 
was  taken  away,  but  much  was  left  behind  ; 
the  care  of  a  diversity  of  local  concerns, 
the  guardianship  of  the  public  peace,the  se- 
curity and  convenience  of  public  ways,  the 
imposition  of  taxes,  their  appointment  and 
collection,  and  the  management  of  corpo- 
rate property.  Was  the  latter  of  no  con- 
sequence ?  Try  it  by  this  test,  the  Drapers' 
Company  have  estates  in  Londonderry ; 
suppose  that  it  were  proposed  to  that 
Company  to  transfer  their  estates  to  the 
Crown,  how  would  such  a  suggestion  be 
received  ?  How  offensive  then  was  the 
project  to  leave  to  English  corporations 
their  Irish  estates,  and  to  strip  Irish  corpo- 
rations of  tl#ir  own  possessions  ?  I  (said 
Mr.  Sheil)  acknowledge  that  I  regard  the 
transfer  of  the  right  to  nominate  sheriffs 
as  not  only  a  concession  but  a  sacrifice  ;  ^ 
and  I,  for  one,  would  not  acquiesce  in  it, 
if  I  did  not  feel  that  something,  nay,  that 
much  ought  to  be  yielded,  in  order  to  ad- 
just those  questions  without  the  settlement 
of  which  peace  in  Ireland  is  impossible, 
and  prosperity  hopeless;  and  if,  after  this 
step  towards  a  compromise  has  been  vo- 
luntarily taken  by  the  Government,  the 
Bill  shall  be  elsewhere  rejected,  or  there 
shall  be  substituted  for  it  what  Ireland 
shall  repudiate,  and  if,  by  this  expedient 
(for  it  is  one]  the  abuses  of  Corporations, 
the  vitiation  of  justice,  the  plunder  of 
corporate  revenues,  and  political  profli- 
gacy I  shall  be  perpetuated,  the  people  of 
England  will  know  where  the  blame  of 
that  scandalous  continuance  ought  to 
attach,  and  will  determine  between  the 
men  who  are  anxious,  as  far  as  it  is  prac- 
ticable, to  extend  the  benefit  of  British 
institutions  to  Ireland,  and  those  who 
have  had  so  long  and  minute  a  cognizance 
of  those  abuses  and  never  applied  to  them  a 
remedy;  and  at  last,  when  with  impunity 
they  can  no  longer  be  palliated,  in  order 
to  escape  correction  they  have  recourse 
to  mock  demolition,  and  send  up  to  the 
HousQ  of  Lords  a  project  to  which  tho 
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Commons  of  England ,  Ireland,  and  Scot- 
land, never  can  accede.    I  turn  from  the 
details  of  this  question  to  the  argument, 
the  only  one  on  which  the  opposition  to 
this  Bill  has  been  rested.     All  that  has 
been  said  against  this  Bill,  all  that  has 
been  insidiously  insinuated,  boldly  stated, 
ingeniously   inferred,   and  against  '*  old 
friends    and  colleagues"    contumeliously 
quoted,  can  into  a  very  short,  and  unfor- 
tunately, familiar  phrase,  "  No  Popery/' 
be  condensed.     It  is  said  that  if  we  are 
once  armed  with  power,  we  shall  become 
unjust,  arbitrary  and  oppressive ;  that  we 
shall  follow  the  example  given  us ;  and 
that,  by  a  Catholic  combination,  Protest- 
ants from  Corporations  will  be  excluded. 
It  is  not  a  little  remarkable  that  two  noble 
Lords,    the    Members     for     Lancashire, 
North  and  South,  who  have  touched  on 
this  topic,  should,  by  Roman   Catholics 
at  the  last  election,  have  been  proposed  to 
their  constituents.     But   it   will   be  sug- 
gested  that   Catholics  in    England   and 
Ireland   are  very  different.      I   thought 
that  Popery  was  in  every  latitude  the  same. 
You  have  here,  however,  a  very  different 
priesthood  you  will  observe,%and  in  Ire- 
land you  fear  a  sacerdotal  ascendancy, 
which  in  England  you  have  no  reason  to 
\     apprehend.     No  man  has  enlarged  more 
eloquently    and    pathetically   upon    this 
topic  than   the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Cumberland.     That  right  hon.   Baronet, 
relieved  from  those  nautical  occupations 
from   which  formerly  the  illustrations  of 
his  eloquence  were  derived,  has  recently 
taken  to  the  consolations  of  religion ;  and 
there  is  reason  to  apprehend,  from   the 
tone  of  liis  late  oration,  that  that  ex-First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has    sought    in 
*'  Fox's  Martyrs"  a  patriotic  legislation, 
and  that  he  reads  the  signs  of  the  times 
by  the  light  of  the  Smithfield  Bres.     I  do 
not  believe    that    the   speeches  of   the 
Catholic  priests,  to  which  he  has  referred, 
are  accurately  reported;  and  if  I  did«  I 
should  consider  them  as  affording  grounds 
for    increasing    the    estimates,    and    for 
establishing  a  higher  class  of  rhetoric  at 
Maynooth.     But  mark  the  inconsistency 
between  the  Conservative  reasoning  and 
assertion.     We  are  told  that  there  is  no 
connexion    between    Parliamentary    and 
Municipal   Reform;    yet    all    the    arga- 
ments   against  Municipal  elections  from 
the     conduct     of  the     Catholic    clergy 
on    parliamentary   elections   is    derived. 
Now,  if  tfa«  argomeRt  were  good  for  luiy* 


thing,  it  would    lead    Co  the  abolition  of 
Parliamentary  not  of  municipal  institutioss. 
For  my  part,    I  avow  the  interference  of 
priests  at  elections,  if  it  gratifies  the  noble 
Lord  the  member  for  Lancashire,  and  the 
member  for  Cumberland,  and  I  will  add, 
that  in  no  instance  did  Ihe  Catholic  cler^ 
interfere  with  more  eflfect  than  in  1831,  in 
order  to  carry  the  Reform  Bill,  when  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  in  office  ;  and  f  do 
not,  I  own,  recollect  that  on  that  occasion 
those  distinguished  individuals  deprecated 
the   sinister  assistance   to   which  ibc  go- 
vernment, of  which   they   Tormed  a  part 
were  indebted.     They  were  silent  on  ibc 
same  principle  on   which  the  Conservafir« 
upon  corporation  abuses  so  long  held  Ihcu 
tongue.     But  how  does    it   come  \o  pass 
that  the  Catholic  priests  enjoy  a  mooopolj 
of  their  moral  anger  ?  have  not  the  land- 
lords some  claim  to  their  virtuous  in J/^na- 
tion  ?    They  denounce  what  they  call  llie 
tyranny  of  the  priesthood ;  but  when  tlie/ 
see  whole  families  turned  out  in  liundreds 

• 

from  their  hovels ;  women  without  covering,' 
and  children   without  food,   to  pemh;  fur 
these  droves  of  human  wretchedness  have 
they  no  compassion  ;  and  for  these  inejro- 
rable  men  who  to  these  terrible  expedienU 
after  elections  have  recourse,  have  they  no 
indignation  ?     But,  after  all,  the  coodact 
of  the  priests  at  Parliamentary  elections, 
with  municipal  elections  has  nothing  to  da. 
What  connexion  is  there  between  lilbcs 
and  borough -rates— between  the  Corpora- 
tion fund   and  the  ensanguined  treasure 
of  the  church  ?     On  a  municipal  election, 
I  cannot  conceive    any  one  question  oy 
possibility  to  arise,  on  which  the  priesthood 
can  take  the  least  political,  personal,  or  any      , 
other  imaginable  concern.     But  in  ^^''?* 
mentary  elections  what  is  at  stake?    \^^ 
abolition   of  that  detestable  impost  whiw 
has  drenched  Ireland  in  blood — which  bM 
produced  atrocities  from  which  everj  W* 
ing  of  humanity,  and  every  sentinw^^  ^ 
religion  are  abhorrent,  and  which  ought  to 
make  certain  religious  men  whom  I  ^ 
before  me,  kneel  down  and  pray  to  (W 
every  night,  before  they  sleep,  that  for 
Rathcormac  they  may  oe  forgiven.   '^' 
terfere  at  elections !    Yes : — they  wcw  ^^ 
men    who    achieved  Bmancrpation,  ^ 
broke  down  the  power  of  the  Beresforys 
in  Waterford,  annihilated  the  Fosters  in 
Lonth,  and  triomphantly  carriedthe CtRi^ 
election.     Led  on  by  them,  the  intrepi'* 
peasantry  rushed  to  the  hustings  with  the 
foarlMtttMi  Willi  whiob  Irish  fpUtot  |H^ 
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ctpttate  themselves  into  the  breach,  drove 
Toryism  from  iu  holds,  and  of  the  eman- 
cipation of  their  country  planted  the  im- 
moveable standard.  In  the  same  noble 
cause  they  devotedly  persevere.  Never, 
until  the  tithe  question  shall  be  justly 
settled,  will  the  clergy  of  Ireland  intermit 
their  efibrts  to  achieve  the  redress  of  those 
grievances  to  which  the  disturbed  state  of 
Ireland  may  be  referred.  But  you  that 
talk  of  the  Irish  clergy,  have  you  no  cause 
to  look  at  home?  Do  your  priesthood 
never,  in  political  questions,  interpose.  I 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  who  has 
read  a  letter  from  a  Catholic  bishop  of 
Carlow,  whether  of  the  Bishop  of  Exeter 
be  has  ever  heard  ?  He  has  referred  to 
the  Popish  Doctor  Nolan — has  he  no 
reason  to  recollect  the  Protestant  Doctor 
Philpotts?  That  learned  and  able  prelate 
I  admire  for  his  great  talents,  but  surely 
they  do  not  surpass  his  political  zeal, 
which  with  his  religious  emotions  is  as- 
sociated. All  that  1  ask  is,  that  allowance 
should  be  made  for  the  Catholic  Bishop 
on  one  hand,  by  those  whose  cause  is  so 
materially  promoted  by  the  Protestant 
Prelate  upon  the  other.  If  the  Intimida- 
tion Committee  contains  evidence  as  to  the 
Catholic  priesthood  in  Carlow,  surely 
there  is  very  remarkable  evidence  as  to  the 
body  of  Protestant  dergy  in  Devonshire. 
But  turn  to  Ireland.  Do  the  clergy  of  the 
Established  church  never  interpose?  Has 
this  House  never  heard  of  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Boyton  ?  He  is  a  man  of  great  abilities, 
with  the  most  distinguished  qualifications 
for  popular  excitement.  He  may  be  re- 
garded as  the  founder  of  the  Brunswick 
clubs,  and  as  having  been  mainly  instru- 
mental in  producing  the  strong  Protes^* 
tant  feeling  in  Ireland.  That  rev.  gentle- 
man was  a  chaplain  of  the  Orange  Society. 
It  is  proved  in  evidence  before  the  Orange 
Committee,  that  he  actually  moved  the 
creation  of  an  Orange  Lodge  in  one  of  his 
Majesty's  regiments.  Well,  this  was  the 
individual  whom  my  Lord  Haddington  se- 
lected to  officiate  as  one  of  his  chaplains 
at  the  Castle.  Talk,  indeed,  of  the 
Catholic  clergy  !  In  November,  1834,  a 
meeting  of  the  Orange  Society  was  held  in 
Dttblioy  at  which  the  Lord  Mayor  of  the 
city  of  Dublin  presided,  and  at  which  the 
rev.  Mr«  M'Crea  recited  a  poem,  the  bar- 
then  of  which  was — 

'**'  Then  put  your  tniftt  in  God,  my  boys, . 
And  keep  your  powder  dry  t*' 

^ow  me  any  of  oar  grose  eqnal  to  his 


poetry  ?  I  forbear  from  making  any  com- 
ments on  it,  and  shall  but  observe,  that 
although  it  has  of^en  been  mentioned 
in  this  House,  I  never  heard  it  made  the 
subject  of  Conservative  condemnation. 
Sir,  I  think  that  I  can  demonstrate  that 
every  objection  on  a  religious  ground,  so 
far  as  the  Church  is  involved,  to  Municipal 
Reform  in  Ireland,  was  just  as  applicable 
to  Municipal  Reform  in  England.  It  is 
said  that  corporations  were  established  in 
Ireland  to  maintain  the  Protestant  interest. 
For  what  purpose  were  the  Test  and  Cor-> 
poration  Acts  passed  in  this  country  ? 
They  were  enacted  in  order  to  protect  the 
episcopal  interest  in  England  against  the 
influence  and  energy  of  the  Dissenters. 
They  were  regarded  as  the  great  bulwarks 
of  the  Establishment ;  yet  those  bulwarks 
you  surrendered  in  1823  to  the  myriads  of 
sectaries  by  which  your  Church  was  en- 
compassed ;  to  Baptists,  Quakers,  So. 
cinians,  Independents,  Presbyterians, 
Methodists — you  threw  open  the  fortresses 
of  the  Establishment  to  all  the  hordes, 
who,  with  the  voluntary  principle,  are 
battering  your  church  to  the  earth ;  and 
when  we,  who  are  akin  to  you  (for  your 
religion  is  only  Popery  cut  down) — when 
we,  from  whose  ecclesiastical  escutcheon, 
your  own  with  a  bar  sinister,  might  be  ap- 
propriately borrowed-^when  we,  I  say, 
demand  the  benefit  of  British  institutions, 
you  affront  us  with  a  proposition  which  to 
the  Dissenters  of  this  country,  when  the 
Test  and  Corporation  Acts  were  at  stake, 
and  when  Corporate  Reform  was  in  ques- 
tion, not  one  of  you,  not  even  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  ever  dared  to  make.  The  Duke  of 
Wellington  had  not  the  boldness,  my 
Lord  Lyndhurst  had  not  the  dexterity,  my 
Lord  Winchilsea  was  not  sufficiently  ex- 
cited, nor  my  Lord  Roden  sufficiently  in- 
spired— it  was  reserved  for  us — it  was  re- 
served for  colonial  dependent  Ireland,  for 
us,  on  whom  a  faction  trampled,  but  on 
whom,  with  God's  blessing,  and  the  aid  of 
our  determination,  they  shall  tread  no 
more — for  us,  it  was  reserved  that  we 
should  be  told,  when  to  the  interests  of 
the  thousand  few  the  rights  of  the  million 
many  can  no  longer  with  common  decency 
be  sacrificed  -  that  both  from  the  few  and 
from  the  many  their  national  institutions 
should  be  taken  away,  and  out  of  the 
ruins  of  the  corporations  Dublin  Castle 
should  be  enlarged.  Of  the  Act  of  Union 
is  not  this  a  manifest  infringement? 
When  it  is  proposed  in  this  House  to 
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reduce  the  sinecures  of  the  Established    Parliament  assembles;    and   at  the  very 
Church,  men  cry  out  and  say  that  the 
Union  is  violated;   if  the  whole  of  the 
Irish  Corporations  are  swept  away  against 


outset  the    right   bon.     Baronet  tries  his 

fortune  on  Irish  grounds  again,  by  moviog 

an   amendment,   and    he    is   at  once  aod 

the  will  of  the  majority  of  the  Irish  Mem-  [  signally  defeated.      A  few  days  elapse  and 


bers,  will  not  the  Union  be  trampled  under 
foot?  But,  it  may  be  said,  so,  indeed,  it 
was  observed  by  the  learned  member  for 
Exeter,  that  before  the  Union,  Corporations 
were  Protestant.  He  forgets,  that  by  the 
Act  of  1793,  Roman  Catholics  were  made 
admissible  to  Corporations  by  law,  but  that 
from  1793  to  1829  not  a  single  Catholic 
was  received  into  the  Dublin  corporation. 
In    1 829,  the  member  for  Tamworth  de- 


he  sustains  a  still  more  conspicnous  dis- 
comfiture. Not  in  order  to  give  way  to  t 
feeling  of  inglorious  exultation  do  1  refer 
to  the  dissolution  of  tbe  Orange  Society, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  "  sweet 
uses"  of  which  adversity  is  sasceptibfe, 
and  leaving  out  the  offensive  epitheU  in 
the  citation  to  point  to  tbe  •*  bright 
precious  jewel"  it  contains.  It  was  a  vast 
and  most  powerful  incorporation,  in9ladiDg 


clared,  in  his  emancipation  speech,  that    a  hundred  thousand  armed  men,  with  io- 
T^ ^_.,^_,.       .      .,   ,        3    ...    ,   •' dividuals  of  the  highest  station  among iU 

leaders,  and  a  Prince  of  the  blood  at  iti 
head.     Where  is  it  now  ?     Can  yoii  not 
derive  admonition    from    its   fail?      Yoa 
have  seen  administration     after  adminis- 
tration dissolved  by  the  power  of  the  Irish 
people :  by  the  power  of.  the  Irish  people 
you  have  seen  your  own  Cabinet  dashed  ra 
an  instant  to  pieces,  and   now,  struck  to 
the  heart,  you  behold  your   own  gigantic 
auxiliary  laid  low.     Taught  so  long,  but 
uninstructed  still,  wherefore,  in  the  same 
fatal  policy,  with  an  infatuated  pertinac/ty, 
do  you    disasterously    persevere?      You 
think,    perhaps,  that    Emancipation  has 


Roman  Catholics  should  be  admitted  to 
all  corporate  offices,  and  should  be  invested 
with  all  municipal  privileges;  there  are 
accordingly  two  sections  in  his  Emancipa- 
tion Act  to  that  effect.  From  that  day  to 
t4iis,  not  a  single  Roman  Catholic  has  had 
the  benefit  of  those  clauses  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  By  passive  resistance,  a  Pro- 
testant passive  resistance,  the  law  has 
been  frustrated  and  baffled.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  gave  us  a  key  that  would 
not  turn  the  lock;  and  when  British 
justice  is  about  to  burst  open  the  doors, 
he  would  level  these  institutions  to  the 
earth,  and  bury  our  rights,  his  own  act  of 


Emancipation  (God  forbid  that  I  should  !  failed.     Six  years  in  a  nation's  life  are  Jess 


add,  his  dignity  and  good  faith)  under  the 
ruins.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  me  to  adhere  to  his  old  Irish 
policy  ;  and  although  he  carried  Emanci- 
pation, in  obedience  to  his  reason,  he  is 
acting  on  Emancipation,  in  compliance 
with   those   religious  instincts    which   he 


than  as  many  minutes  of  individual  dura- 
tion. You  have  not  given  it  (what  yoa 
asked  for  yourselO  a  fair  trial,  and  have 
yourself,  to  a  certain  extent,  counteracted 
its  operation.  At  the  very  outset  you 
entered  into  a  struggle  with  the  son  of  the 
earth,  "  who  has   rebounded   with    fresfc 


ought  to  get  under  his  control.  In  the  vigour  from  every  fall ;"  and,  notwitb 
course  of  the  last  Session,  I  ventured  to  j  standing  all  your  experience— although 
address  myself  to  him  in  the  language  of  |  iniustice  carries  with  it  the  principle  of 
strenuous,  but  most  unaffectedly  respectful '  self-frustration — although    the     poisoned 


expostulation;  I  presumed  to  entreat  of 
him  to  take  a  retrospect  of  his  Irish  policy, 
and  to  inquire  from  him  whether  of  every 
failing,  and  every  failure,  he  did  not  in 
his  Irish  policy  find  the  cause.  I  told 
him,  that  Ireland  had  a  grave  ready  for 
his  administration,  and  that  grave  soon 
closed  upon  it.  I  should  not  venture  to 
advert  to  what  I  then  said,  but  what  has 
since  befallen  has  given  to  those  observa- 
tions a  remarkable  confirmation.  The 
moment  the  Session  of  Parliament  ter- 
minated, the  subordinates  of  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Baronet  commenced  the  "No-Popery" 
cry.    The  result  of  that  pious  enterprise 


chalice  is  sure,  in  its  inevitable  circulation, 
to  return  to  the  lips  of  those  by  whom  » 
is  compounded — still,  adhering  to  your 
fatal  policy,  and  haunted  by  your  anti- 
0*Connellism — still,  instead  of  rising  to 
the  height  of  the  great  arguments,  and  as- 
cending to  a  point  of  moral  and  political 
elevation  from  which  you  could  see  wide 
and  far — you  behold  nothing  but  the 
objects  which  by  their  closeness  become 
magnified,  and  have  nothing  but  the  fesr 
of  0*Connell  before  your  eyes.  You  do 
,not  legislate  for  a  people,  but  against  a 
man.  Even  if  I  were  to  admit  that  be  had 
been  occasionally   hurried  into  ezcesiesi 


bas  corresponded  with  iu  deserts*    Tbo  i  for  which  your  impolicy  should  io  le^litf 
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be  responsiblet  give  me  still  leave  to  ask 
whether  millions  of  his  fellow-countr^^men, 
and  your  feUow*citizens  (for  such,  thank 
God,  we  are),  and  generations  yet  unborn 
must  pay  the  penalty  ?  Granting  him  a 
life  as  long  as  Ireland  can  pray,  and  his 
adversaries  can  deprecate,  will  he  not  be 
survived  by  the  Statute  Book.  Have 
you  made  him  immortal  as  well  as  omni- 
potent ?  Is  your  legislation  to  be  built  on 
^considerations  as  transitory  as  the  breath 
with  which  he  speaks ;  and  are  structures 
that  should  last  for  ages  to  have  no  other 
basis  than  the  miserable  antipathies  by 
which  we  are  distracted?  Let  us  re- 
member, in  the  discharge  of  the  great  ju- 
diciary functions  that  are  imposed  upon 
us,  that  we  are  not  only  the  trustees  of 
great  contemporary  interests,  but  o'f  the 
welfare  of  those  by  whom  we  are  to  be 
succeeded ;  that  our  measures  are  in  some 
sort  testamentary,  and  that  we  bequeath 
to  posterity  a  blessing  or  a  bane;  and, 
impressed  with  that,  and  I  do  not  exagge- 
rate when  I  call  it  that  holy  consciousness, 
let  us  have  a  care  lest  to  a  sentiment  of 
miserable  partisanship  we  should  give  way. 
To  distinctions  between  Catholic  and  Pro- 
testant let  there  be  an  end.  Let  there  be 
an  end  to  national  animosities  as  well  as 
to  sectarian  detestations.  Perish  the  bad 
theology  that  inverts  the  scriptures,  makes 
God  according  to  man*s  image,  and  with 
infernal  passions  fills  the  heart  of  man  : 
perish  the  bad  nationality,  that  substitutes 
for  the  genuine  love  of  country  a  feeling 
of  despotic  domination  upon  your  part, 
and  of  provincial  turbulence  upon  ours: 
and  while  on  spurious  religion  and  spurious 
notoriety  I  pronounce  my  denunciation, 
live,  let  me  be  permitted  to  add,  the 
spirit  of  genuine,  philanthropic,  forbearing 
and  forgiving  Christianity  amongst  us: 
and,  combined  with  it,  live  the  exalted 
patriotism,  which  to  the  welfare  of  a  great 
people,  and  the  glory  of  this  majestic 
empire,  of  all  its  wishes  makes  the  dedica- 
tion— which,  superior  to  the  wretched 
passions  that  ought  to  be  as  short-lived  as 
the  passing  incidents  of  which  they  were 
born,  acts  in  conformity  with  the  imperial 
policy  of  William  Pitt,  and  the  results  of 
the  vast  invention  of  James  Watt — sees 
the  legislation  of  the  one  ratified  by  the 
science  of  the  other,  in  the  discoverv  of 
the  mighty  mechanist,  who  made  the  Irish 
Channel  like  the  Tweed — of  the  project  of 
the  son  of  Chatham  beholds  the  consum- 
mation. 


Mr.  Sluart  WoriUy :  Sir,  I  am  induced 
to  rise,  though  with  the  greatest  diffidence 
as  may  be  imagined,  after  the  brilliant 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  to  rescue  myself 
and  those  who  think  with  me  on  the  present 
subject,  from  the  attack  made  upon  them 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  when  he 
said  that  all  their  arguments  resolved 
themselves  into  the  cry  of  "  No  Popery." 
That  I  do  most  distinctly  deny.  I  can 
assure  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  I  am  not  prompted  in  my  support  of 
this  Amendment  by  any  Sectarian  feeling 
for  Protestant  ascendancy.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  is  because  I  wish  to  see  Sectarian 
feelings  allayed  in  Ireland,  it  is  because 
I  believe  that  the  plan  which  has  been 
proposed  on  this  side  of  the  House  will 
do  more  to  alleviate  those  feelings  than 
any  that  has  hitherto  been  proposed,  that 
I  give  my  opposition  to  the  third  reading 
of  this  Bill ;  and  I  am  the  more  anxious 
to  state  shortly  the  grounds  of  my  opinion, 
because  I  was  one  of  those  who,  from 
the  first  agitation  of  Municipal  Reform 
in  England,  admitted  its  necessity,  and 
was  resolved  to  give  my  best  support  to 
the  measure  from  whatever  quarter  it 
should  come.  I  am  prepared  to  go  with 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  to  this  extent, 
to  abolish  all  existing  Corporations ;  but 
the  condition  and  circumstances  of  Eng- 
land are  quite  different  from  the  condition 
and  circumstances  of  Ireland  3  and  the 
same  principles  of  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject are  not  applicable  to  both  countries. 
I  much  fear  that  the  adoption  of  a  mea- 
sure of  this  description  will  serve  to 
strengthen  the  Sectarian  spirit  which  al- 
ready too  much  prevails  in  Ireland.  Even 
in  this  country  what  have  been  already 
the  effects  produced  by  the  Corporation 
Bill  ?  An  exclusive  spirit  already  prevails 
in  the  Corporations  of  England;  and  if 
the  object  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had 
been  to  introduce  into  the  administration 
of  iustice  the  partizans  of  a  particular  Ad- 
mmistration,  they  have  succeeded  most 
entirely;  and  in  Scotland,  about  which 
so  much  has  been  said,  what  has  been  the 
effect  there  ?  There  was  one  circumstance 
that  throws  some  light  upon  that  ques- 
tion ;  and  that  is,  that  since  the  passing 
of  the  Scotch  Burghs  Reform  Bill,  incon- 
sequence of  corporate  agitation,  there  has 
again  risen  that  spirit  of  religious  dissen- 
sion that  has  slept  for  ages ;  and  there  is 
excited  in  that  country  now  a  spirit  of 
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boiUliCy  against  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
the  poor,  the  meek,  the  lowly  Church  as 
she  la  styled ,  sometimes  almost  equal  to 
that  which  formerly  existed  against  the 
English  Episcopalian  Establishment.  What 
will  it  be  in  Ireland  ?    1  refer  for  an  answer 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tipperary.     Did  th^  House 
perceive  nothing  in  that  speech  to  excite 
some  dread  that  there  might  be  too  much 
of  party  exaltation  ?     Was  there  nothing 
in  the  extreme  energy  with  which  he  spoke 
of  the  extinction  of  Protestant  domina* 
tion,  which  looked  something  like  an  anti- 
cipated reversion  of  dominion  ?     And   I 
ask  those  who  call  themselves  the  friends 
of  Ireland,  will  you  pass  a  measure  that 
will  create  such  a  spirit  in  that  country  ? 
I  would  say  a  word  or  two  with  respect  to 
the  elections  in  Ireland.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  his 
powerful  address,  has  alluded  to  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Intimidation  Com- 
mittee.    Sir,  I   was  a  Member  of  that 
Committee,  and  am  well  acquainted  with 
all  the  details  which  were  elicited  in  the 
course  of  its  inquiry.    I  will  not  weary  the 
House  by  quoting  extracts  from  the  Report 
made  by  that  Committee ;  but  this  1  may 
state,   as  the  impression  indelibly  6xed 
upon  my  mind,  from  the  evidence  I  have 
heard,  Uiat,  whether  from  the  influence  of 
the  landlord  or  the  priest,  I  feel  satisfied 
that  so  low  a  class  of  voters  as  tbatenfiran* 
chised  for  the  purposes  of  municipal  elec- 
tions by  the  present  Bill,  will  never  be  suf- 
fered to  exercise  the  right  of  election  with 
perfect  and  unrestricted  freedom.     And, 
Sir,  while  speaking  upon  the  Intimidation 
Committee,  I  cannot  forbear  to  notice  one 
of  those  topics  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gtmtleman's  address  which  he  appeared  to 
touch  upon  for  the  sake  of  making  a  happy 
allusion,  or  producing  a  cheer  from  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.Sheil)  replying 
lo  one  of  the  points  made  by  the  hon*  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter  (Sir  W.  FoU 
lett),  attempted  to  vindicate  the  conduct 
of  a  Roman  Catbc4ic  Bishop,  by  allading 
to  that  of  Dr.  Philpotts ;  but  there  is  no 
parallel  between  the  cases    of  the   two 
Bishops.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Exeter  read  the  letter  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Bishopt  bearing   that  Bishop's 
own  signatoie.      The  hon.  and  learned 
Member   for   Tipperary  alluded   to  the 
Bishop  of  Exeter,  and  endeavoored  to  eon* 
ned  tU  Bftoia  of  Uuit  lighi  reveNini  ?!•» 
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late  with  a  ParliameoUiry  Report  (that  of 
the  Intimidation  Coromiltee),  in  which 
it  so  happened  that  the  name  of  Dr.  Phil- 
potts, or  of  the  Biafaop  of  Exeter,  is  never 
once  mentioned. 

Mr.  SheU.'  I  did  not  say  that  Dr. 
Philpott's  name  appeared  in  the  evidence 
before  the  Intimidation  Committee. 

Mr.   WortUy .-    I    am  glad  that  I  haw 
given  the    hon.    and  learned  Gentleman 
the  opportunity  of  making  that  statement 
I  will  make  no  farther   comment  on  tliat 
point.     One  of  the  chief  argumenU  used 
by  the  supporters  of  the   Bill  is,  that  it  k 
neceisary  to  extend  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land an  equality  of  rights.     Sir,  is  this  Bill 
calculated  to  extend  an  equality  of  rigbu! 
No.     Yes ;  I  say,  no.    What  is  it  you  find 
fault  with  in  the  Protestant  Corporationf  ? 
Is  it  not  their  exdusiveness  ? — a  system  of 
exclusion  turned  to  corruption  ana  abase. 
And  that  is  what  you  are  going  to  transfer. 
I  say  you  are  only  transferring  exclusive 
power  ;    the  exclusive  system   has  beea 
already  displayed  in  England  ;  how  much 
more  dangerously  displayed  then  wiJi  't 
be  in  Ireland  ?  You  have  already  taught 
the  population  of  Ireland  by  your  **  Com- 
mission of  Public  Instruction/'  that  Bum- 
hers  are  their  strength.     Nay,  more ;  that 
these  numbers  are  a  legitimate  justifica<f0O 
for  their  appropriating  the  property  which 
has  been  devoted  to  religious  purposei; 
vou  are  about  to  transfer  exclusive  power; 
m  the  language  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,    from     the    weak    to  the 
strong,  from  the  few  to  the  many ;  you  *^ 
stripping  the  dwarf,  to  augment  the  giant, 
that  giant  whom  you  will  one  day  iearo  (o 
fear.  For  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  if  when  hetrtomphaDt/f 
refuted   the   arguments  of  the  hoo.  sod 
learned  Member  fur  Dublin  on  the  Repeal 
Question,  would  he  have  had  no  oiofB 
difficulty  in  refusing  it,  if  there  -had  \i^ 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  petitip^' 
from  two-thirds  of  the  Corporate  Muaici- 
palities  of  Ireland,  bearing  the  Corpoi*^^ 
Seals,  praying  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Uaioo  • 
Sir,  I  protest  against  the  principis  \^^ 
down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpoo'^ 
that  the  majority  most  govern  this  coun* 
try.     No,  Sir,  thank  God,  we  aie  o^^ 
yet  come  to  that  [Ok.ohQ    Do  hon* 
Qentlemen  know  at    whose    expression' 
they  eselaim  ?     It  waa  that  of  the  cd^' 
brated  Tocqueville,  who  well  knew  the 
character  of  that  tyranny.    The  tyrspsT 
of  the  majority  is  tb«  dread  of  a  roj 
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and  it  is  only  that  mhced  form  of  govcrn- 
metity  which  checks  and  conticds  that 
**  tyranny  of  a  majority/'  which  can 
allay  the  political  dissensions  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  Gisbarne  was  reluctant  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  at  that  late  hour  of 
the  night,  and  more  especially  after  the 
powerful  and  impressive  speech  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem* 
ber  for  Tipperary.  In  the  first  place,  he 
must  be  allowed  to  congratulate  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  R..  Inglis)  for  appearing  there,  that 
night  in  his  old  and  consistent  character 
of  a  defender  of  ancient  institutions.  On 
a  former  night  he  certainly  had  been  led 
to  think,  that  the  University  of  Oiford 
had  fallen  on  evil  tiroes,  when  he  saw 
its  Representatives  in  that  House  giving, 
not  an  active,  to  be  sure,  but  a  passive 
acquiescence  to  the  destruction  of  the 
corporate  bodies  in  Ireland,  whilst  at  the 
very  same  time  a  sort  of  popular  election 
was  raging  within  its  own  walls.  Alluding 
to  the  policy  pursued  by  the  hon.  Gent1e> 
men  now  on  the  Opposition  Benches,  he 
expressed  his  firm  conviction  that,  not. 
withstanding  all  the  declarations  of  the 
Gentlemen  opposite,  in  favour  of  Reform, 
the  real  principle  upon  which  they  had 
always  acted,  and  upon  which  they  were 
always  prepared  to  act,  was  this,  that  any 
abuse  or  corruption  had  better  be  pre- 
served, than  by  its  removal  to  give  an 
increased  popular  power.  On  the  present 
occasion,  the  choice  they  had  to  make  was 
between  the  correction  of  corporate  abuses 
in  Ireland,  and  the  extension  of  popular 
power  in  that  country.  He  believed,  thai 
the  choice  which  would  be  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  be  per- 
fectly consistent  with  the  whole  of  their 
previous  career  in  the  way  of  Reform. 
When  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  invited  him  to  become 
his  follower  in  the  path  of  Reform,  the 
first  feeling  that  possessed  his  mind  was 
one  of  a  little  distrust  in  his  proposed 
leader.  Circnmstances  excited  a  feeling 
of  suspicion.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
previous  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
with  respect  to  Reform,  which  in  any 
degree  tended  to  allay  that  feeling.  He 
did  not  mean  to  represent  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  as  a  general  anti-Reformer.  He 
bdieved,  that  in  many  instances  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  as  ready  as  any  one  to 

ivfbna  abaias;  but  at  the  faiM  time  it 


must  be  remembered,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  always  been  remarkably 
cautious,  or  even  more  than  cautious,  in 
adopting  measures  of  Reform,  which  had 
any  tendency  to  popular  principles,  la 
the  instance  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Re*' 
lief  Bill,  it  could  not  be  doubted,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  acted  the  part  of  an 
emancipator,  not  upon  the  dictates  of  his 
own  unbiassed  judgment  of  what  was  rig;ht, 
but  under  the  pressure  of  apprehension^ 
The  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  at  some 
length  to  the  arguments  advanced  by  the 
Opposition  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  contended,  that  every  one  of  the 
reasons  then  put  forward  in  support  of  the 
proposition  for  abolishing  corporations  in 
Ireland  altogether  might  with  equal  force 
and  equal  propriety  be  urged  in  sup* 
port  of  a  proposition  for  abolishing  alto- 
gether the  Established  Church  in  that 
country. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  begged  in  the  outset  to 
claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  not 
only  on  account  of  the  lateness  of  the 
hontf  but  in  .consequence  of  other  disad*- 
vantages,  which  he  felt  so  severely  as  to 
render  it  doubtful  to  him  whether  he 
should  be  able  to  make  himself  audible  or 
intelligible.  He  had  already,  on  a  former 
occasion,  endeavoured  to  state  fully  and 
completely  what  his  views  were  upon  the 
subject  of  corporate  reform  in  Ireland ; 
but  after  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Sheil),  who 
he  hoped  was  in  his  place— [f Ac  horn. 
Member  was  absent^ — in  which  such  di- 
rect personal  allusions  were  made  to  him- 
self, he  should  be  unwilling  to  allow  that 
speech  to  pass  by  without  reply.  With 
tne  confidence  also  which  he  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
felt  in  the  justice  of  (he  course  be  had  pur^ 
sued,  and  in  the  validity  of  the  opinions 
he  had  formed,  seeing  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  bad  made  a 
considerable  impression  on  the  House,  he 
confessed  he  should  be  unwilling  to  pep* 
mit  the  debate  to  close  without  manfully 
coming  forward  to  examine  the  conclu- 
sions which  were  adopted  in  that  speech, 
and  to  deal  with  the  reasoning  by  which 
its  arguments  were  supported.  He  said 
with  die  reasoning,  because  after  ail  it 
was  only  the  reasonings  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman which  ought  to  make  any  impre^ 
sion  on  the  House.  He  wished  that  the 
speech  had  been  less  prepared  and  less 
elaborate,  because  he  was  afraid  that  the 
hon.  and  karaad  Qcatleman  waa  in  locb 
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iiaste  to  arrive  at  those  positions  of  his 
speech  which  be  kaew  would  amuse  and 
delight  his  audience,  that  he  forgot  in  the 
course  of  his  impetuosity  to  grapple  with 
the  speech  which  preceded  it,  and  which 
was  as  conspicuous  for  the  clearness  of  its 
statements,  and  the  closeness  of  its  argu- 
ments, as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  remarkable  for  abstain- 
ing from  any  notice  of  those  clear  and 
admirable  arguments,  and  for  the  inge- 
nuity and  fluency  of  its  diction.  He 
hoped  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  in  his  place.  If  he  were  absent, 
he  was  sure  the  House  would  admit  that 
it  would  be  alien  to  his  feelings  to  say 
anything  in  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's absence,  which  he  would  not  say  in 
his  presence.  Whether  present  or  absent, 
be  would  always  admit  the  singular  power 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
exhibited,  and  that  he  thought  Ireland 
had  reason  to  be  proud  of  sending  a  man 
to  that  House  endowed  with  such  rare 
and  extraordinary  talent.  But  in  making 
that  admission,  he  must  take  leave  at  the 
same  time  to  strip  the  tinsel  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  arguments,  and 
endeavour  to  ascertain  what  solid  and 
substantial  metal  they  contained.  He 
thought  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's argument  amounted  to  this : — 
first,  that  he  had  a  doubt  whether  the 
dissolution  of  Corporations  in  Ireland  was 
•not  at  variance  with  the  Act  of  Union ; 
and,  second,  whether  the  dissolution  of 
these  Corporations  was  not  at  variance 
with  the  spirit  of  the  measure  of  Parlia- 
mentary Reform.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  also  expressed  a  doubt  whether 
the  dissolution  of  Corporations  in  Ireland, 
and  the  refusal  of  the  majority  or  minority 
in  that  country  to  participate  in  corporate 
privileges,  was  not  really  inconsistent 
with  the  spirit  of  the  Act  of  1829,  by 
which  the  disabilities  of  Roman  Catholics 
were  removed.  Many  portions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  speech — those 
portions  which  were  most  loudly  cheered, 
.and  which  most  delighted  his  audience, 
had  nothing,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  knew  as  well  as  he  knew,  to 
rest  upon.  It  might  be  very  easy  for  the 
•hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in  the  course 
of  a  premeditated  speech,  to  allude  to  the 
course  of  conduct  pursued  by  a  particular 
party,  and  to  the  qualities  possessed  by 

{articular  peers.    It  might  be  easy  for  the 
on.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  allude  to 


the  boldness  of  the  Duke  of  Wellingtoo, 
the  dexterity  of  Lord  Lyndhurst,  the  ei- 
citement  of  Lord  Winch ilaea,  or  the  in- 
spiration of  Lord  Roden.      All  this  it  was 
easy  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
accomplish ;  and  although  it  had  do  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  matter  in  debate,  it wss 
necessary  that  it  should  be  noticed  in  re- 
ply, lest,  as  the  character  of  the  cheer  by 
which  it  was  received  seemed  to  indicate, 
it  should  be  taken   as  comprehending  an 
overpowering  argument  against  the  partj 
on  this  side  of  the  House.    Then  the  bon. 
and    learned   Gentleman,    pursuing   the 
same  career  of  eloquence,  alluded  to  Dr. 
Phil  potts,  in  connexion  with  the  intimi- 
dation Committee.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  knew  that  he  should  lose  half 
his  cheer  if  he  did  not  introduce  the  In- 
timidation  Committee.       The    hon.  aod 
learned   Gentleman   recollected   that  hh 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  W.  Follell) 
was  Member  for  Exeter;  he  recollected 
too,    that  Dr.  Philpotts    was    bishop  o( 
Exeter ;  and  in  order  to  meet  the  letter 
which  the  hon.  and  learned   Member  /br 
Exeter  had  just  read,  implying  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bishop  had  summoned  a 
meeting  of  his  clergy  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  the  most  effectual    mode  of 
securing  the  return  of  a  popular  Member, 
the    hon.  and    learned    Gentleman    ex- 
claimed, •*  Yes,  but  I  refer  you  to  the  In- 
timidation Committee,   and   to  the  part 
which  the  Bishop  of  Exeter  took.'*    The 
cheers  with  which  that  exclamation  w$m 
received  were  redoubled   by   those  who 
were  not  aware  of  the  fact,  that  from  the 
first  word  of  the  Report  to  the  last  word 
of  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Intimi- 
dation Committee,  the  name  of  the  BisiK'P 
of  Exeter  did  not  once  appear.     Here- 

{>eated  that  these  parts  of  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman's  speech,  though  very 
striking  and  very  amusing,  had  no  refer* 
ence  whatever  to  the  matter  under  dif- 
cussiop  ;  and  for  that  reason  he  (Sir  H* 
Peel)  should  take  no  further  notice  of 
them.  He  would  come,  then,  to  the  bon* 
and  learned  Gentleman's  argument.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said, ''  You 
who  contended  that  the  violation  of  the 
property  of  the  Church  was  an  infraction 
of  the  Act  of  Union,  will  you  not  admit 
that  a  violation  of  the  property  of  Corpo- 
rations must  be  an  infraction  of  the  Act 
of  Union  also  ?  "*  That  question  was  put 
as  if  by  a  man  who  felt  certain  that  bi» 
interrogatory  was  founded  in  reason  aod 
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justice;  but  as  there  was  a  direct  gua- I  a  similar  power  of  control  be  refused  to 
rantee  in  the  Act  of  Union  in  favour  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ?    In  justice  it  could 
the  Irish  Church,  and  none  whatever  in  '  not.     And  as  regarded  the  present  mea- 
favour  of  Irish  Corporations,  he  did  not   sure,  if  they  proposed  to  retain  the  Cor- 
exactly  feel  the  force  of  the  hon.  and   porations  in  Ireland,  and  to  exclude  the 
learned   Gentleman's  inference,  that  be-  '  Roman  Catholics  from  an  equality  of  pri- 
cause  it  was  contrary  to  the  Act  of  Union    vileges,  then  he  admitted  that  they  would 
to  violate  the  rights,  privileges,  and  pro-  '  be  open  to  the  objections  of  the  hon.  and 
perty  of  the  Irish  Church,  which  rights,    learned  Gentleman.      In  the  case  of  the* 
&c.  were  distinctly  guaranteed  by  a  clause  '  reform  of  Parliament,  it   was  absolutely 
in  that  Act,  therefore  it  must  also  be  a  *  essential  to  retain  the  Parliament,  and  as 
violation  of  the  Act  of  Union  to  dissolve  *  an  extension  of  privilege  had  been  given  to 
other  institutions  which  were  not  so  gua-    the  people  of  England,  it  became  neces- 
ranteed.    With  respect  to  the  other  Act  |  sary  that  a  similar  extension  of  privilege 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman    as  regarded  the  right  of  election,  should 
referred,  and  in  which  he  felt  a  more  direct '  be  given  to  the  people  of  Ireland.     But 
interest^ namely,  the  Act  to  reform  the '  on  the  present  occasion  the  question  was, 
representation  of  the  people  in  Ireland —  \  is  it  for  the  good  of  Ireland — is  it  for  the 
he   must  say  that,  although  he  opposed  i  welfare  of  the  people  of  Ireland— is  it 
that  Act;  although  he  thought  the  power'  absolutely  essential  to  the  pure  and  im- 
it  gave  was  dangerous,  yet  he  must  also !  partial  administration  of  justice  in  Ire- 
contend  that  there  was  no  analogy  be- '  land,   that  Corporations  in  that  country 
tween  a  reform  of  the  representation  of ,  should  continue  to  exist  ?     That  was  the 
the  people  and  municipal  reform.     In  the  '  point  upon  which  the  two  sides  of  the 
first  place,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-    House  were  at  issue.  The  hon.  and  learned 
nan  assumed  that  the  Opposition  were   Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  part  which 
opposed  to  all  municipal  Reform  in  Ire- !  he  took  in  proposing  the  Act  of  1 829  to 
land,  and  he  exclaimed,  "  You  who  are !  Parliament.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
opposed  to  corporate  abuses  in  England  •  tleman  was  well  aware  that  the  expecta- 
and  Scotland,  how  can  you  sanction  their  |  tions  which  were  formed  with  respect  to 
continuance  in  Ireland — having  corrected  !  that  Act  had   been  disappointed.    The 
them  in  one  part  of  the  kingdom,  how  •  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knew  that  the 
can  you  refuse  to  correct  them  in  ano-    most  confident  anticipations  were  enter- 
therr'     He  denied  that  the  Opposition  !  tained,  that  the  effect  of  that  Act  would 
refused  to  reform  abuses  in  Ireland.  They  !  be  the  diminution  of  religious  animosities, 


Erofessed  their  readiness  to  correct  abuses, 
ut  they  did  say  that  they  would  not  con- 
tent to  the  re-establishment  of  Corpora- 
tions in  Ireland,  and  to  the  perpetuation 
of  similar  abuses  under  another  name. 
They  were  ready  and  willing  to  remedy 
every  just  cause  of  complaint  connected 
with  the  ancient  corporation  system  in 
Ireland.  Therefore,  again,  he  said  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  no 
right  to  taunt  those  who  brought  forward 
the  Bill  for  a  reform  in  the  representation 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  with  incon- 
sistency, because,  according  to  a  false  as- 
sumption of  his  own,  they  refused  to  re- 


and  the  restoration  of  political  concord. 
It  was  in  vain  to  deny  that  it  had  not  had 
this  effect.  It  was  in  vain  to  deny  that 
there  existed  at  this  moment  as  much 
acerbity  of  party  spirit  as  existed  during 
the  political  disabilities  on  the  part  of  the 
Roman  Catholics.  But,  as  he  had  said 
before  on  a  former  night,  that  fact  did  not 
alter  his  view  of  this  question.  He  be- 
lieved then,  and  still  believed,  that  in  the 
then  state  of  public  opinion  in  Protestant 
England — with  the  Protestant  mind  in 
Ireland  inclined  for  its  concession — with 
a  Parliament  so  closely  divided  in  num- 
bers, that  it  was  impossible  to  say  what 


dress  abuses  in  the  Irish  corporate  system.  I  might  have  been  the  result  of  a  division — 
It  was  absolutely  necessary,  he  appre-  with  the  Protestant  mind  so  nearly  equally 
hended,  to  the  existence  of  the  constitu- 1  balanced — ^he  thought  then,  as  he  thought 
tion  and  of  the  Government  of  this  coun- 1  now,  that  there  would  have  been  greater 
try,  that  an  Imperial  Parliament  should  .  danger  to  the  Protestant  interests  in  con- 
exist.  If,  then,  a  more  direct  control  I  tinuing  a  resistance  to  Catholic  conces- 
were  given  to  the  people  of  this  country  '  sion  than  in  determining  to  settle  that 
over  the  election  of  the  Members  who  '  question ;  and  certain  events  which  oc- 
composed  the  House  of  Commons,  could  '  curred  shortly  after    that    measure  was 
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Corporations.  Now  what  was  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Bill  of  1 829  ?  It  merely  pro- 
vided, that  instead  of  Roman  Catholics 
being  liable  to  take  the  oaths  of  supre- 
macy and  allegiance  before  being  ad- 
mitted to  corporate  privileges,  they  should 
be  qualified  for  that  admission  on  taking 
the  oath,  on  the  taking  of  which  they 
were  admitted  to  all  other  civil  offices. 
But  how  could  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  argue  that  there  was 
anything  inconsistent  with  honour  and 
good  faith  for  him  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
while  Corporations  were  in  existence,  to 
support  such  a  provision,  and  yet  now 
propose — what?  not  to  give  Protestants 
some  separate  and  peculiar  privilege ;  but 
that  the  Corporations  themselves  should 
be  altogether  dissolved  and  done  away  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said, 
that  the  same  objections  applied  to  the 
removal  of  the  Roman  Catholic  civil  disa- 
bilities as  were  now  urged  against  this 
measure ;  but  nothing  could  be  more  fal- 
lacious. What  was  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Roman  Catholics  with  respect  to  civil  dis- 
abilities? Offices  existed,  and  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  maintain  them.  But  originally 
every  avenue  to  distinction  was  closed 
against  them  in  the  military  and  naval 
professions,  and  in  civil  offices.  Was  there 
any  analogy  between  the  placing  a  Roman 
Catholic  on  a  footing  of  equality  with  re- 
spect to  a  Protestant,  who  had  previously 
the  exclusive  possession  of  those  offices, 
and  that  of  saying  that  there  should  be 
no  longer  any  monopoly  of  privilege  to 
either  party  in  these  abused  institutions  ? 
You  say  these  institutions  have  been  abu- 
aed — we  say  they  shall  be  abused  no 
longer;  but  this  we  hold  to  be  consist- 
ent with  the  first  principle  of  equity, 
that  if  yoo  destroy  monopoly  and  exclu- 
sion on  the  one  hand,  you  shall  not,  by 
an  abuse  of  terms,  establish  and  confer 
it  on  the  other.  Would  it  by  this  Bill 
be  established  ?  What  was  the  admission 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  a 
Member  of  His  Majesty's  Government? 
An  admission  repeated  when  cheered. 
Did  he  say  that  it  was  a  great  source  of 
satisfaction  when  he  contemplated  this 
Bill,  that  it  would  give  power  to  the  ma- 
jority of  the  country?  Did  he  put  his 
argument  in  that  form?  No.  He  said 
this — "  Whereas,  you,  the  Protestants, 
have  hitherto  held  power;  you  being  a 
minority,  I  do  rejoice  in  passing  an  Act 
which  shall  hereafter  place  the  possession 


of  power  in  the  hands  of  those  who  were 
to  the  minority  as  seven  to  one.     In  order 
to  point  his  argument,  and  to  show  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  unwarily  pro- 
phecy that  the  consequence  of  this  mea- 
sure would  be  to  transfer  the  power  from 
the  hands  of  the  Protestants  to  the  Roman 
Catholics,  he  stated  the  proportions  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  to   the  Protestants,  and 
exulted   in  the  result;   not  that  the  Pro- 
testant would   continue    to   maintain  h« 
fair  share  of  corporate   privileges  In  pro- 
portion to  his  intelligence  and  wealth,  but 
that  the  result  of  the  measure  would  be, 
by  some  sort  of  sinister  procedure,  an  un- 
qualified and  unmitigated  exclusion  of  the 
Protestant.     It  would  be  a  transference  of 
power  precisely  to  that  majority,  of  which 
the  Roman  Catholic    population   of  that 
country  formed  a  part.     Believing  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  generally  speokinf, 
that  it  would  have  that  effect — not  that 
every  person  elected  to  these  Corporationi 
would  be  a   Roman  Catholic,   but  that 
those  who  were  elected,  diough  belonging 
to  other  professions  of  faith,  must,  in  order 
to  insure  their  election,  be  subservient  to 
the     Roman    Catholics,     must    promote 
Roman  Catholic  objects.     He  feared  tJist 
result,  and,  therefore,  he  protested  again«t 
this  Bill.     Even  admitting  iheprimd/ai^ 
force  of  the  argument  in  favour  of  estab- 
lishing analogous  institutions  in   ^°S^^ 
and  Ireland,  if  he  found  a  still  more  sacred 
principle  intervened,  and  that  the  eflfect  of 
the  measure  would  be  to  exclude  those 
who  had  the  monopoly  now,  and  transfer 
the  power  altogether  to  the  hands  of  the 
excluded ;  he  must  conclude  that  the  pre* 
tended  adjustment  of  the  balance  was  a 
false  one,  and  that  they  had  no  right,  vn» 
der  the  pretence  of  consulting  analogy^  ^^ 
violate  that  sacred  justice  which  was  predo- 
minant over  all.     He  hadoften  heard  t^ 
these  exclusions  were  the  greatest  gri«^* 
ances  under  which  the  Roman  CatboJw* 
of  Ireland  laboured ;  but  if  the  roonopo|]f 
were  to  be  transferred  to  those  possestej 
of  the  power  which  physical  strength  •^ 
numbers    gave    the    preponderance,    w 
grievance  would  be  infinitely  more  gaHiof 
to  the  Protestant  than  anything  hitherto 
felt  by  the  Catholic.  He  had  heard,  before 
this  Bill  was  thought  of,  of  the  danger* 
arising  from  local  partialities  in  the  admj* 
nistration  of  justice.    He  recollected  rcso- 
ing  a  letter  on  the  subject  of  the  Uf^* 
Lieutenants  in   Ireland,  addressed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  ^^ 


9At         Municipal  Hqform         {March  38} 


(Inland,) 


73ft 


liOrd  Duncannon  in  1834.    The  Ministers 
of  that  day  found   Lord-Lieutenants  in 
^England,    and   then   appointed   them  in 
Ireland,  upon  the  principle  of  adopting 
analogous  institutions  in  the  two  coun- 
tries.     The      noble     Lord,     the     then 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Lord  Stanley)  with 
the  consent  of  Lord  Grey  and  his  Govern- 
ment— for  whom  let  him  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  a 
grave  as  deep  was  dug  in  Ireland  as  ever 
was  dug  for  him,  and  he  had  at  least  that 
consolation  in  the  tomb,  that  others  who 
bad  lauded  the  Roman  Catholics,  and  had 
received  their  encomiums  for  attachment 
to  their  cause^  were  now  treated  with  the 
same  neglect  and  contumely  as  he  was. 
The  noble  Lord  on  that  occasion  had  no 
compliments  paid  him  for  adopting  Eng- 
lish analogies,  but   he  was  warned  that 
they  might  be  the  means  of   provoking 
local  prejudices,  which  might  endanger  the 
pure  administration  of  justice.   The  letter 
ran  thus : — *'  This  section  shall  dispose  of 
your  Lord- Lieu  tenancies  of  counties.    It 
should  be  observed,  that  we  owe  the  ex- 
istence of  these  offices   to  Stanley*     It 
was  one  of  his  presumptuous  plans,  and 
as  bad  as  such  a  measure  could  possibly 
be.'*    Let  the  House  observe  that  this  was 
the  impartial  testimony  of  a  person  given 
long  before  the  Irish  Municipal  Bill  was 
in  contemplation.     These  were  the  argu- 
ments by  which  the  adoption  of  English 
analogies  were  reprobated,  and  by  which 
it  was  shown,  that  the  adoption  of  such 
analogies  would  'never  reconcile  the  people 
to  them,  if  they  were  not  calculated  to 
place  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Catholics. 
The  letter  continued  : — "  In    fact,  one 
great  complaint  of  the  Irish  people  has 
been  against  the  practical   operation  of 
local  partialities^    This,  above  all  things, 
was  complained  of   in  the    magistracy. 
The  remedy  would  have  been  to  increase 
the  vigilance,  and  particularly  the  respon- 
sibiifty  of  the  Chancellor  and  of  the  Go- 
vernment;  instead  of  which  the  direct 
contrary  course  was  pursued,  and  indeed 
turned  into  law  by  Stanley.     He  created 
a  local    authority,    necessarily    imbued, 
either  through  religious  differences  or  elec- 
tion contests*  with  local  partialities ;  thus, 
in  its  nature,  aggravating  the  evil  com- 
plained  of  with  justice,  whilst  it    took 
away,  or  at  least  greatly  diminished,  the 
responsibility  of  the  Cbaticellor  and  of  the 
Government,  and   shifted   that  responsi- 
bility upon  the  Lord- Lieutenants  of  coun- 
VOL.  XXXIL  {i^-i} 


ties."  The  chances  of  interfering  with  the 
local  administration  of  justice  by  partizans 
was  here  described  as  one  of  the  great 
grievances  of  Ireland,  and  would  not,  he 
asked,tbe  transfer  of  power  in  Corporations 
from  one  sect  to  another  increase  the  just 
causes  for  this  complaint.  That  was  the 
argument  used  by  us  as  far  as  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  was  concerned,  but 
applying  with  tenfold  greater  force  in  this 
case  than  it  did  to  the  appointment  of 
Lord -Lieutenants  who  had  no  power  to. 
appoint  Magistrates  without  the  consent 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  In  the  instance 
alluded  to,  it  appeared,  on  the  authority  of 
the  letter  quoted,  improper  to  maintain  the 
English  analogy;  yet  that  analogy  was 
now  contended  for,  and  his  Majesty's 
Government  distrusted  a  creature  of  their 
own  brain.  They  had  given  to  the  English 
Corporations  the  power  of  appointing  their 
Sheriffs,  and  yet  they  had  admitted  that 
such  was  the  state  of  Ireland,  no  popular 
assembly  could  be  trusted  with  the  election 
of  the  officer  by  whom  juries  were  to  be 
selected,  and  therefore  without  a  division 
they  had  withdrawn  so  much  of  their  Bill 
as  had  reference  to  that  point.  They  had 
given  to  English  Corporations  the  power  of 
appointing  their  own  police — that  power 
was  denied  to  Irish  Corporatil>ns.  Again^ 
they  had  taken  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
corporations  the  ports  and  harbours  of 
such  towns  as  had  ports  and  harbours* 
He  taunted  not  the  Government  for  these 
changes,  because  on  the  dictates  of  their 
own  consciences  the  alterations  had  been 
made.  Those  alterations  diminished  some 
of  the  objections  he  had  to  their  Bill ;  but 
they  served  to  increase  the  force  of  all  the 
arguments  against  the  necessity  of  es- 
tablishing similar  laws  for  the  two  coun- 
tries. The  Government  had,J>y  this  mea^ 
sure,  created  in  the  Gfty  boroughs  specified, 
in  the  Bill  as  many  political  assemblies, 
and  distrusting  those  bodies  had  removed 
from  them  their  proper  municipal  func- 
tions. Why  should  they  not  have  the 
control  of  their  police,  the  administration  of 
justice,  and  the  management  of  their  ports 
and  harbours — all  proper  municipal  duties 
— but  that  they  were  distrusted  ?  In. 
short,  what  was  left  to  them  but  the  duty 
of  political  agitation  ?  It  was  true  that 
their  functions  as  corporators  were  nar- 
rowed and  circumscribed,  but  the  intensity 
of  political  agitation  was  increased  by  this 
measure,  and  if  ever  there  was  a  scheme 
calculated  (o  engender  and  increase  religi- 
2  B 


743         Municipal  Reform         {COMMONS} 


firetandj 


744 


Corporations  of  the  power  of  appointing 
Sheriffs,  and  they  were  triumphantly 
asked,  what  they  left  to  the  corporate 
bodies  to  do  ?  He  would  say  what  they 
left  them.  The  management  of  the  cor- 
porate properly,  and  the  power  of  levying 
a  rate,  limited  in  amount,  for  local  pur- 
poses. They  also  invested  the  Mayor 
with  the  functions  of  a  Magistrate  during 
his  mayoralty,  and  they  invested  the 
Corporation  with  the  administration  of 
local  affairs  as  far  as  their  own  property 
was  concerned.  Why  did  not  the  hon. 
Member  who  wished  to  get  rid  of  those 
powers  propose  to  Repeal  the  Act  ot  the 
9th  of  George  the  4th,  which  left  in  every 
town  a  corporate  body  for  the  purposes  of 
lighting  and  paving?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  asked,  on  what  principle 
they  gave  a  Corporation  to  Belturbet  and 
excluded  Ardfert?  His  reply  was,  that 
many  towns  had  become  excluded,  because 
their  Corporations  had  become  extinct. 
But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  stated 
the  rental  of  Belturbet  accurately.  If  he 
looked  to  the  Report,  he  would  6nd  that 
they  had  a  small  remnant  of  their  old 
property,  amounting  to  120  acres  of  land, 
still  remaining.  And  here  he  would  say, 
that  it  was  not  fair  to  argue  that,  because 
the  Irish  corporate  towns  have  been  plun- 
dered of  their  property,  they  were  not  to 
have  Corporations.  But  he  would  try  the 
importance  of  Belturbet  by  another  test. 
He  would  compare  the  Excise  duties  paid 
by  that  town  in  1824  and  18d5»  with 
those  paid  by  the  town  of  Tamworth 
during  the  same  period.  In  the  first 
period  the  Excise  duties  paid  ,by  the 
town  of  Belturbet  were  20,136/.;  and 
in  the  second  they  amounted  to 
23,648/.  The  amount  paid  by  the  town 
of  Tamworth  in  the  6rsl  period  was 
2,787/.;  in  the  second  3,037/.;  and  yet 
Tamworth  had  its  Corporation,  and  no 
proposal  had  been  made  to  exclude  it. 
In  the  town  of  Middleton^  in  the  same 
way»  the  amount  of  Excise  duties  paid  in 
1834  was  82,262/.  They  were  asked 
what  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  would 
have  left  to  do.  His  reply  was,  that  if 
their  corporate  property,  amounting  to 
.'^0,000/.,  were  properly  administered,  they 
would  no  longer  have  occasion  to  tax  the 
inhabitants.  In  one  case,  in  the  case  of 
thr*  I)  >rough  of  Youohal,  a  sum  of  nearly 
(iOO/.  [)<  r  annum  is  assessed  under  the 
9lh  Ooortif  \hv  4lh,  fur  pa  vine:,  li^^hling, 
and  cLaiisinij;  the  town^  the  Corpoiation 


having  an  income  of  900/.  a* year,  not  one 
shilling  of  which  was  applied  to  this  par* 
pose.     In  many  other  towns  the  corporate 
funds,  if  properly  applied,  would  relieve 
the  inhabitants  from  local  taxation.    The 
interference  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
in   the    elections  for    Ireland    bad  been 
brought  forward   and    dwelt    upon  very 
frequently  of  late.        He   really  thought 
they  had  a  fair    right  to  complain  that 
some   rather  uncharitable    industry  had 
been  exercised  in  gathering  up  and  repeat* 
ing  any  incautious  expressions  that  had 
fallen  from  or  been  attributed  to  them. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  for  Dublin 
(Mr.  Shaw)  had  on  that,   as  on   former 
occasions,  alluded  to  the  influence  of  the 
priesthood   in   the  elections    for  Ireland. 
He  could  not  help  saying,  that  if  there 
were  any  one  Member  of  that  House  who 
ought  to   abstain    more    cautiously  than 
another  from  adverting  to   such  topics,  it 
was  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  him- 
self.     He   would  assert,    and    he  coold 
prove,  that  if  any  one  Member  of  that 
House  could  be  called  the  nominee  of  a 
clergyman,  it  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.     ["  no,  no,'*  from  Mr.  Shaw], 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said, 
"  no,"     He  was  perfectly  sure,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
deny  the  fact,  at  all  events;  and  be  had, 
therefore,  furnished  himself  with  proof  of 
his  assertion.     He  had  the  good  fortune  co 
be  present  at  the  last  election  for  the  Uni- 
versity, when  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  returned  ;  and   he  also 
knew  what  had  occurred  at  the  election 
in   1832,  in  both  of  which   the  rev.  Mr. 
Boy  ton  took  an  active  part.  Previous  to  the 
election,  there  was  a  canvass  in  the  Voi* 
versity.     Some  three  or  four  candidates 
addressed  the  electors.    This  proceeding 
was  considered  by  the  reverend  Gentle- 
man as  an  improper  interference  with  his 
borough,  and  accordingly  he  published  s 
letter  in  the  Dublin   papers,  an  extract 
from  which  he  would  read  to  the  House. 
It  was  dated  on  the  15ih  December,  1814, 
immediately  preceding  the  election,  and 
was  as  follows: — "  And  now  to  conclude 
I  once   before   took   a    similar   line,   it^ 
similar  circumstances,  respecting  the  Re* 
presentalive  of  the   University.      I  was 
blamed  by  some ;  but  the  public  will  do 
me  the  justice  to  recollect,  that  if  I  had 
not  taken  that  course,  Mr.   Shaw  would 
have  been  ever  since  out  of  Parliament. 
My   Pjolestant   brethren    will,   I   kno^* 
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gioQS  animosities  than   any  etectfon   ibr 
merely  political  purposes  would  ever  do. 
**  And|  Sir/'  continued  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet-*-*' and  Sir,  to  conclude,  I  must  say, 
that  after  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's boasty  that  the  spiritaal  influence  of 
the  priests  had  been  thus  exercised,  and 
after  the  exultation  he  expressed  at  the 
annihilation  of  property  by  means  of  its 
exertion,  I  was  surprised  to  hear  him  make 
an  invocation  to  that  pure  ambition  which 
ought  to  disclaim  any  reference  to  temporal 
cA>ject8,  trusting,  at  the  same  time,  that 
this  influence  would  be  exercised  to  abolish 
completely  that    odious    impost,    as   he 
iermed  it,  in  memory  of  which  we  ought 
every  night  to  address  our  prayers  to  our 
Creator  for  the  murdors  at  Rathcormac 
and  other  places  which  he  named.     If 
this  be  the  way  in  which  this  influence  is 
to  continue,  if  this  be  the  mode  in  which 
the  Act  of  Union  is  to  be  maintained,  you 
may  pass  what  Act  of  Appropriation  you 
please,  reserving  some  portion  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  to  Protestant  pur- 
poses; but  you  will  not  succeed,  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  intimated 
his  belief  that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
will  be  justified  in  continuing  to  exercise 
their  spiritual  influence  in  civil  matters 
UU  their  own  ends  be  attained.     Under 
these  circumstances,  I  must  say,  while  I 
maintain  my  determination  to  place  the 
Roman   Catholics  of  Ireland,   as  far  as 
they  can  be,  on  a  perfect  footing  of  civil 
equality  with  the  Protestants,  I  will  not 
oonsent  to  the  establishment  of  institu- 
tions which  will  be  destructive  of  that 
equality,  and  which  will  afibrd  a  new 
scope  for  the  exercise  of  that  influence, 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
thinks  may  be  le|;itimately  directed  against 
the  existence  of  the  Protestant  Church. 
I  do  feel  justified,  therefore,  in  withholding 
my  assent  to  a  measure  which  will  be  the 
signal  for  fresh  animosities,  which  will  be 
fktal  to  internal  peace,  and  which  will 
endanger  the  security  of  the  Protestant 
Church  and  Protestant  Establishment  in 
Ireland." 

Mr.  0*Loghlen  would  trouble  the 
House  with  a  very  few  words  at  that  late 
hour.  He  was  induced  to  trouble  them 
at  all,  principally  b^  some  observations 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Exeter  (Sir  W.  Follett),  rela- 
tive to  the  origiuRl  institution  of  the  Irish 
Corporations.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentiemaa  said;  if  he  understood    him 


correctly,  that  by  their  original'  constitu- 
tion, no  general  right  was  given  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district,  and  that  they 
differed     altogether    from    the    English 
Corporations  in  that   respect.    Now  the 
fact  was,  that  by  all  the  early  charters  the 
grant  was  to  the  inhabitants,  without  any 
particular  limitation.     It  had  been  said  in 
the  course  of  Debate,  the  Irish  Corpora- 
tions were  founded   for  Protestant  pur- 
poses ;  he  had  never  before  heard  it  even 
asserted,  that  any  greater  number  than 
forty  Corporations  of  Ireland,  constituted 
by  James  the  1st,  were  founded  for  Pro- 
testant purposes.     On  this  point  he  would 
do  no  more  than  beg  the  House  to  refer 
to  the  speech  of   the  noble   Lord,  the 
Member  for  Lancashire,  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Irish  Reform  Bill.     He  would 
not  again  make  any  quotation  from   it, 
he  would  merely  say,  that  it  afforded  a 
complete  answer  to  this  argument.    Of 
these  forty  Corporations,   however,  but 
seventeen  were  included  within  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  the  remainder  having 
become     extinct;     the    other    twenty- 
three,   to  which  the   Bill   applied,  were 
founded  long  before,  some  of  them,  like 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin,  claiming  from 
prescription.    It  could  scarcely  be  con- 
tended, that  Corporations  to  which  charters 
were  granted    before    the    Reformation, 
were  founded    for  Protestant    purposes. 
He  was  aware,  that  when  it  was  thought 
expedient  to  enact  penal  laws,  provisions 
were  introduced  for  excluding  the  Roman 
Catholics  from  the  powers  to  which,  by 
the    original    charters,    they    were     un- 
questionably   entitled.      The    exclusion 
arose  from  the  efiect  of  the  penal  laws, 
and  not  from  the  words  of  the  original 
charters.    The  learned  Member  for  Exe- 
ter alleged,  that  he  took  his  information 
from  the  Report.    Now,  hear  what  the 
other  Commissioners  say  on  this  subject : 
— "  The  general  terms  of  the  charters, 
and  the  purposes  of  local  utility  for  which 
they  appear  to  have  been  granted,  import 
that  the  inhabitants  of  the  corporate  towns 
were  the  class  to  whom  they  were  ad- 
dressed, as  the  objects  of  royal  care  and 
protection,  and  the  proper  administrators 
of  the  estates  and  functions  conferred  on 
the   municipality."    These  charters  con- 
tain no  exclusive  clauses  in  favour  of  any 
particular  class  of  the  inhabitants  as  dis- 
tinguished from  the  rest,  though  abound- 
ing in  provisions  against  strangers.     They 
were  told,    that  the  Bill   deprired  the 
2B2 
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own  property  left,  it  continued ,  by  means 
of  those  local  Acts,  to  get  large  funds  raised 
from  the  people  under  its  control.  He 
would  now  briefly  allude  to  the  conduct  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  with  respect  to  this  Bill.  In 
his  Act  of  1829,  he  introduced  the  follow- 
ing clause  respecting  Corporations  in  Ire- 
land : — 


(tretand.) 


m 


**  And  be  it  enacted,  that  it  shall  be  laivful 
for  any  of  his  Majesty's  subjects,  professing  the 
Jloman  Catholic  religion,  to  be  a  member  of 
any  lay  body  corporate,  and  to  hold  any  civil 
office  or  place  of  trust  or  profit  therein,  and  to 
do  any  corporate  act,  or  vote  in  any  corporate 
election,  or  other  proceeding,  upon  taking  the 
oath  hereby  appointed." 

Would  be  say  that  he  made  us  eligible  to 
corporate  offices,  knowing  that  we  would 
not  be  elected — that  he  gave  us  equal  pri- 
vileges in  theory,  and  in  practice  exclusion. 
If  he  did  not,  how  could  he  reconcile  his 
present  conduct  with  his  conduct  in  1829 
— *oow  coming  forward,  leagued  with  those 
who  opposed  him  in  1829,  to  prevent  Ca- 
tholics from  enjoying  privileges  to  which 
he  then  professed  to  make  us  eligible.  It 
was  not  possible  to  reconcile  his  conduct 
on  those  two  occasions.  There  were  other 
topics  which  he  would  wish  to  advert  to, 
but  at  this  late  hour  he  would  refrain  from 
doing  so,  and  merely  express  his  hope  that 
the  result  of  the  division  would  show  that 
the  majority  of  this  House  would  not  sanc- 
tion the  principle  on  which  the  amend- 
ment was  founded. 

The  House  divided,  when  the  numbers 
were  —  Ayes  260 ;  Noes  199  :  Major- 
ity 61. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  third  time,  and 
passed. 


List  of 

Acheson,  Lord 
Adam,  Sir  C. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworih,  P. 
Alston,  Rowland 
Andover,  Lord 
Angerstein,  J. 
Anson,  Colonel 
Anson,  Sir  G. 
Astley,  Sir  J, 
Attwood,  T. 
Bagshaw,  John 
Bainbxidge,  £. 
Bainea,  E. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Ball,  N. 
Barclay,  David 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Barnard,  £.  George 


the  Ayes. 

Barron,  H.  W. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bellew,  R. 
Benett,  John 
Bentinck,  Lord  W, 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Bemal,  R. 
Bish,  Thomas 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Blamire,  W. 
Bowes,  J. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W.   • 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgman,  II. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotberloni  J, 


Browne>  Rt.  hon.  D. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
BuUer,  E. 
Bulwer,  U.  L. 
Burton,  II. 
Butler,  hon.  P. 
Buxton,  T.  F. 
Byng,  G. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  W. 
Cave,  O. 
Cavendish,  C. 
Cavendish,  G. 
Cayley,  E. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chetwynd,  Captain 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Churchill,  Lord 
Clay,  W. 
Clayton,  Sir  W. 
Clive,  E. 
Cockerell,  Sir  C. 
Codrington,  Sir  E. 
Colborne,  N.  W. 
Conyngham,  Lord  A. 
Cookes,  T.  11. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crawley,  S. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Curteis,  £.  B. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Denison,  W. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
D*Eyncourt,  ^.  T. 
Divett,  E. 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  J. 
Dundas,  T. 
Dundas,  J.  D. 
Dunlop,  J. 
Ebrington,  Lord 
Ellice,  right  hon.  £. 
Elphinstone,  Howard 
Etwall,  R. 
Euston,  Ear]  of 
Evans,  G. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fasakerley,  J. 
Fellowes,  hon.  N. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fergusson,  hon.  R.  C. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fitzgibbon,  hon.  Col. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fleetwood,  P.  H. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
French,  F. 
Guskell,  D. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gordon,  R. 
Goring,  11, 
Grattan,  J. 


Grey,  Sir  Geoige 
Oroeveoor,  L«rd  R. 

Ouesl^  Josiah 

Hall,  B. 

JIallvburton,  D.  G. 

Ilarvej,  D.  W. 

Hastie,  A. 

liavres^  B. 

Ilawkios,  J.  H. 

Hay,  Sir  A. 

Ueatbcote.  J. 

liector,  C. 

Uindley,  C. 

liobhouse.  Sir  J. 

If  edges,  T.  L. 

HollaDd,  E. 
Horsman,  E. 
Howard,  Ralph 
Howard,  £. 
Hovrard,  P.  IL 
Howick,  V^iscoanC 
Hume,  Joseph 
Ilumphery,  John 
Hurst,  R.  If. 
Hult,  W. 
JephaoD,  C.  D. 
Jonnstone,  A. 
Kemp,  T. 
Laboucbere,  IL 
Lambton,  H. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennanl,  T.  B.' 
Long,  W. 
Lushington,  Dr.  S. 
Lushington.  C« 
Lynch,  A.  If. 
Macleod,  R. 
Macnamnra,  Major 
M'Taggart,  John 
Maher,  J. 
Mangles,  J. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  T. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Methuen,  P. 
Molcsworth,  Sir  ^» 
Moreton,  bon.  A* 
Morpeth,  Visoooot 
Morrison,  J. 
Murray  I    right    h©"* 

v«  A. 
G  Brian,  C. 
O'Brien,  ^.S. 
O'Connell,  D. 
0*Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
0*Conne]l,  M.  J. 
0*ConoeU,  Morgan 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
O'Loghlen,  Sergeant 
Oswald,  J. 
Paget,  F. 
Palmer,  Oeoeral 
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PalmersWo,  Viieoant 
PaHMTyJ. 

Farnell,  rt.  honJSirH. 
Parrot  tj  J. 
PattisoD^  J. 
Pechelly  Captain 
Pelham,  C. 
PendarreSy  £•  W. 
Philips,  M. 
PbtliiM,  O.  R. 
Phimpfy  CM. 
Pinney,  W. 
Ponsoobyj  hon.  J. 
Potter,  R. 
Poulter,  J. 
Poyntz,  W.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pryme,  O. 
Pryce,  P. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Rippoo>  C. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  G. 
Roche,  W. 
Roebuck,  J. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Rundle,  John 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Russell,  Lord 
Russell,  Lord  C. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Sanford,  £.  A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scourfield,  W.  H. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheil,  R.  Li 
Sheldon,  £. 
Simeon,  Sir  R. 
Smith,  J.  A» 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  B. 
Stanley,  H.  T. 
Steuart,  R. 


Stewart,  P.  M. 
Strickland,  Sir  O* 
Strutt,  B. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord,  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Talbot,  Chr.  M.  R. 
Tancred,  U. 
Thomson,  rt.  bon.CP 
Thompson,  P.  B. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thorneley,  Thomas 
Tooke,  William 
Townley,  R. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 
Troubridge,  Sir  £. 
Tulk,  Charles  A* 
Turner,  W. 
T^nte,  J.  K. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 
Villiers,  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,  Thomas 
Walker,  C. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  IL 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Westenra,  H. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Wigney,  J. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilde,  Sergeant 
Wilks,  J. 

Williams,  William 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wilson,  H. 
Winnington,  H. 
Wood,  Matthew 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyse,  T. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Wood,  C. 
Stanley,  E.J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Alfbrd,  Lord 
Alsager,  Captain 
Arbttthoot,  hon.  H. 
Arcbdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Ashley,  hon.  A.C. 
Ba^ot,  hon.  William 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailhe,  H. 
Balfour,  T. 
Barclay,  Charles 
Baring,  F. 
Baring,  W.B. 
Baring,  T. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bell,  M. 

Bentinek,  Lord  G« 
Bertsford,  Sit  J. 
Bethell^  B, 
Blackburoe,  JJ« 


Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boldero,  Captain 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonham,  F.  R. 
Bradshaw,  James 
Bramston,  T. 
Brownrigg,  J. 
Bruce,  Lord  £; 
Bruce,  C. 
Bnidenell,  Lord 
Bruen,  F. 
Buller,  Sir  J. 
Bunell,  Sir  C. 
Calcraft,  J.  IL 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Chandos,  Marquess  of 
Chapman,  A. 
Chichester,  Arthur 
Clive,  Loroi 


Clive,  hon.  R.H. 
Codrington,  C. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Compton,  Henry  C. 
Corry,  hon.  H. 
D'Albiac,  Sir  C. 
Damer,  O.  L. 
Dick,  Quintin 
Dottin,  Abel  R. 
Dowdeswell,  William 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Dunbar,  G. 
Duncombe,  hon.  W. 
Duncombe,  hon«  A. 
East,  Janies  B. 
Eastnor,  Lord 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Elwes,  J. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  II.  S. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Finch, G. 
Fleming,  J. 
Foley,  E. 

Follett,SirW.W.    ' 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,hon.  G.C.  W. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Geary,  Sir  W.  R.  P. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.  £. 
Gordon,  W. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Goulburn,  Rt.  hon.U. 
Graham,  Sir  J.  R.  G. 
Grant,  hon.  Colonel 
Greene,  T. 
Greisley,  Sir  R. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  hon.  £.  H* 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  H. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Hay,  Sir  J.  R« 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Herries,  right  hon.  J.C* 
Hill,  Lord  A. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  J. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Hquldsworth,  T. 
Hoy,  J.. 
Hughes,  W.  H. 
InglU,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Earl, 
Jones,  T. 
Jones,  W, 


Kerrison,  Sir  £. 
Kirk,  P. 
Knight,  H.  O. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy^  right  hon.  T. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lennox,  Lord  G« 
Lewis,  D. 
Lincoln^  Earl  of 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lowther,  Viscount 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lygon,  Colonel 
Mackinnon,  W.  Ai 
Mahon,  Lord 
Manners,  Lord  C. 
MaunselU  T.  P. 
Meynell,  H. 
Miller,  W.  H. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Neeld,  John 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
0*NeiL  hon.  J.  B. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Parker,  M.  N. 
Patten,  J  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pemberton,  T. 
P^rceral,  Colonel 
Pigot,  R. 
Plumptre,  J. 
Plunket,  hon.  R« 
Polhill,  Captain 
Pollen,  Sir  J. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Price,  Richard 
Pritigle,  A. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Richards,  J. 
Rickford,  W. 
Ross,  C. 

Rnsbbrooke,  Colonel 
Russell,  C« 
Ryle,  John 
Sanderson,  Richard 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Shaw,  right,  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  Thomas 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
Smith,  A. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Somerset,  Lord  £. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stormont,  Lord 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Tennent,J.  E. 
I'horoas,  Colonel 
ToUemache,hon.  A.G. 
Trench,  Sir  F, 
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Trtvor,  A, 

Trevor,  G.  Ilice 

Twiss,  Horace 

TyrelI,SirJ.  J. 

Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 

Verner,  Colonel 

Vesey,  hon.  T. 

Vivian,  J.  E. 

Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 

Wall,  C.  B. 

Walter,  J. 

Welby,  G.  Earle 

Wilbraharo,  hn.  R.  B.    Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Paired  off  (not  official). 


Williams,  R. 
WiUiaras,  T.  P. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyndham,  W. 
Wynn,  right  hon.  C. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.W. 
Yorke,  E. 
Young,  Sir  W.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Clerk,  Sir  G. 


AGAIKST 

Agnew,  Sir  A, 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Barneby,  J. 
Bateson,  Sir  R, 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bruen,  Colonel 
Campbell,  Sir  H.  P. 
Carlwright,  W.  R. 
Chaplin,  Lieut-Col. 
Charlton,  £.  L. 
Chisholm,  A. 
Cole,  hon.  A. 
Conolly,  Colonel 
Cooper,  E.  J. 
Coole,  Sir  C. 
Corbett,  T.  G; 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Davenport,  J. 
Duffield,  T. 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Entwisle,  J. 
Fielden,  W. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Goulburn,  Serjeant 
Greville,  Sir  C. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
liaise,  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E.  S. 
Irton,  S. 


THE   THIRD    READING. 

Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Knatchbull,  Sir  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Longfield,  R. 
Lucas,  E. 

Lushington,  rt  hon.S. 
Maclean,  D. 
Mandeville,  Viscount 
Afarsland,  T. 
Maxv^ell,  H. 
Miles,  P.  J, 
Noel,  Sir  G. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Peel,  Colonel 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  W,  Y. 
Peel,  E. 

Penruddocke,  J.  H. 
Pollington,  Viscount 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Rae,  Sir  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Scott,  Lord  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Stanley,  E. 
Townsbend,  Lord  J. 
Vernon,  G. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Weyland,  Major 
Wood,  Colonel 


FOR  THE 

Bannerman,  A* 
Barbara,  J. 
Bellew,  Sir  P. 
Berkeley,  C. 
Bewes,  T. 
Biddulph,  R. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Buller,  C. 
Byng,  hon.  G. 
Beaumont,  T.  W, 
Chapman,  M.  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Chichester,  J.  P.  B, 
Clements,  Lord 
Collier,  John 
Copeland,  W. 
Crompton,  S. 
Dillwyii,  L.  W. 

Edwaxdsi  Colonel 


THIRD   READING. 

Finn,  W.  F, 
Fitzsimon,  C. 
Fitzsimon,  N. 
Fort,  J. 
G rattan,  H. 
Grey,  Licut.'Col. 
Gully,  J. 
Hand  ley,  H. 
Harland,W.C. 
Heneage,  E. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday  March  29,  1835. 

MnruTBs.]  Bills.  Read  a  thiid  time:— lodtmaity}  SkPf 
Treaty  (Spain);  School  Sites  Con veyaoco;  BcriflsiaaHeSl 
Leases  R^ulation.--Read  a  second  time : — Letter  Stealiog 
(Scotland) ;  Sale  of  Bread. 

Petitiosu  presented.  By  the  Bishop  of  Lovdoh,  from  tin 
Minister  and  Congregation  of  St.  Mary,  Maiden,  for  some 
provinon  to  ensore  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath. 
—By  the  Duke  of  Nonrouc,  from  Ddienharo,  Ibr  Hit 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newspapers. — ^By  the  Archbishop  of 
Armagh,  from  Clergymen  in  Limerick,  for  Protection  to 
the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland.— By  the  Earl  of 
Harrowbt,  from  the  Electon  of  Staflbid,  against  Cha 
Stafibsd  Borough  DisftBnchisement  Bill. 

Municipal  Corporation  Act 
Amendment.]  The  Lord  Chancellor,  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporatioo  Act  Amendment  Bill,  ob- 
served, thatconsiderable  inconvenience  had 
arisen  from  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
passed  last  Session,  as  well  as  from  mis- 
conceptions that  bad  been  entertained  with 
reference  to  other  portions  of  the  Act, 
which  rendered  it  necessary  that  certain 
alterations,  intended  to  amend  and  to  ex* 
plain  the  Act,  should  be  made.  To  a  few 
of  these  he  begged  leave  to  call  their  Lord* 
ships'  attention.  The  inconvenience  arose 
in  this  way  from  the  working  of  the  Bill 
of  last  Session.  Some  misunderstanding 
had  occurred  as  to  the  validitv  of  the 
election  of  Mayor,  under  the  38th  section 
of  that  Act,  in  consequence  of  a  defect  in 
the  title  of  the  presiding  officer  before 
whom  the  election  had  been  made,  though, 
in  all  other  respects,  it  was  good.  The 
first  clause  of  this  measure  was  intended 
to  set  that  point  at  rest,  by  declaring,  that 
"  no  election  of  any  person  into  any  cor- 
porate office  shall  be  liable  to  be  questioned 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  by  reason  of 
any  defect  in  the  title  of  the  person  before 
vrhom  such  election  may  have  been  held* 
provided  that  such  person  so  presidingshall 
have  been  then  in  the  actual  possession  of, 
or  acting  in,  the  office,  giving  the  right  to 
preside  at  such  election ;"  and  it  further 
provided|  **  that  all  acts  duly  done  in  th^ 
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right  of  tbeir  office,,  since  the  2.5th  day  of 
I>ecembert  by  the  persons  so  chosen  at 
any  such  election,  shall  be  good  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes,  notwithstanding  the 
person  or  persons  before  whom  such  electa 
ion  may  ba?e  been  held  may  not  have  been 
tbe  person  or  persons  legally  entitled  to 
preside  at  such  election."  By  another 
clause  of  the  Act  of  last  Session  it  was 
provided,  that  elections  should  be  held 
before  the  Mayor  and  assessors.  But,  in 
some  instances,  it  happened  that  the 
eleetion  took  place  before  the  assessors 
"were  appointed,  in  consequence  of  that 
appointment  being  fixed  for  the  month  of 
May.  The  present  Bill  proposed  to  cure 
that  defect,  by  declaring,  *'  that  all  elections 
had,  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  or  lo 
be  had  under  this  Act,  before  the  election 
of  assessors,  the  Mayor  or  councillor  pre- 
siding, shall  be  as  good  as  if  held  before 
tbe  Mayor  and  assessors  jointly."  By  an- 
other clause  in  the  present  Bill,  it  was 
enacted,  that  the  Court  should  have  the 
jurisdiction  to  settle  the  burgess  roll ;  and 
it  is  provided,  "  that  the  burgess  roll,  for 
the  time  being,  of  any  borough  named  in 
the  schedules,  shall  be  final  and  conclusive 
evidence  of  the  title  of  any  person  to  be 
on  the  burgess  list  of  any  such  borough." 
By  the  preceding  Act  it  was  provided, 
**  that  in  every  case  in  which  there  shall 
be  a  division  into  wards  of  any  borough, 
the  assessors  who  shall  hold  tbe  court  for 
revising  the  burgess  lists,  with  the  Mayor, 
shall  be  the  assessors  of  the  Mayor's  ward." 
Now,  it  might  so  happen  that,  if  the 
Mayor  should  be  chosen  from  among  the 
Aldermen,  there  would  be  no  Mayor's 
ward  in  the  borough,  and,  therefore,  there 
could  be  no  Mayor's  assessors.  Therefore, 
that  part  of  the  Act  of  last  Session  was 
repealed ;  and  it  was  now  enacted,  '*  that, 
in  every  borough  divided  into  wards,  two 
assessors  shall  be  chosen  on  the  2ist  day 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  in  every 
subsequent  year  on  the  21st  day  of  March, 
to  hold  the  court  for  revising  the  burgess 
lists  with  the  Mayor."  Again,  it  was  pro- 
vided by  the  Act  of  last  Session,  that  the 
poll  at  elections  should  be  kept  open  from 
nine  o'clock  until  four*  in  the  event  of 
any  opposition ;  but  it  was  not  provided, 
where  there  was  no  contest,  that  the  poll 
should  close  sooner.  It  was  now  enacted, 
*'that  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  presiding 
officer  to  close  the  poll  at  any  time  before 
four  o'clock,  if  one  hour  shall  have  elapsed 
during  which  no  vote  shall  have  been  ten- 


dered." Another  clause  of  the  Bill  of  last 
Session  provided,  *'  that  the  councillors 
who  shall  first  go  out  of  office  shall  be 
those  who  were  elected  by  the  smallest 
number  of  votes ;"  but,  in  the  event  of  an 
equality  of  votes,  the  majority  of  the  coun- 
cil were  to  determine  who  should  first  go 
out  of  office.  This  provided  for  every 
case  but  one.  It  left  doubtful  who  were 
first  to  go  out  of  office  in  those  boroughs 
where  the  election  of  councillors  was  not 
contested.  It  was  obvious,  therefore,  that 
it  was  essentially  necessary  to  alter  the 
Act  as  it  now  stood,  since,  where  there 
was  no  division  of  votes,  it  was  impossible 
to  ascertain  who  should  go  out  of  office 
first.  The  present  Bill  provided  a  remedy 
for  that  inconvenience,  by  enacting,  that 
in  every  case  which  had  not  been  con- 
tested, *'  the  majority  of  the  council  shall 
decide  which  councillor  shall  go  out  of 
office."  Another  section  of  the  Act  of 
last  Session  extinguished  certain  corporate 
officers.  Mayors,  and  others,  who  were  ac- 
customed to  preside  at  the  sessions.  But, 
under  the  charters  of  different  towns,  these 
persons  made  an  essential  part  of  those 
sessions.  It  was,  therefore,  obvious,  that 
the  Mayor,  or  other  officer,  whose  pre* 
sence  under  the  charter  was  necessary  to 
constitute  a  court,  his  office  being  abolish- 
ed, there  was  an  inconsistency  in  going  on 
with  the  sessions  in  the  absence  of  such 
Mayor  or  other  officer.  Now  this  had 
created  considerable  difficulty,  and  very 
great  doubt  was  entertained  whether  the 
proceedings  of  such  court,  the  officers 
contemplated  under  the  charter  not  form- 
ing part  of  them,  were  legal.  To  remedy 
this  defect,  it  was  enacted,  "  That  any 
such  court  holden  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  last  Session,  or  before  the  1st  of 
May,  1836,  before  the  Recorder  or  any 
two  persons  who  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  that  Act  were  entitled  to  act  as  justices 
of  the  peace  for  any  borough,  was  well 
and  lawfully  holden."  The  19th  section 
of  the  present  Bill  provided,  that  where 
the  legal  right  of  persons  to  hold  corporate 
offices  under  the  Act  of  last  Session  had 
been  questioned,  *'  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
the  person  or  persons  against  whom  such 
proceedings  shall  have  been  had,  to  apply 
to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  for  an  order 
that  such  proceedings  shall  be  discontinued 
on  payment  of  costs."  Those  who  ques- 
tioned the  validity  of  those  appointments, 
had  unquestionably  a  right  to  do  so ;  and 
if  they  passed  a  Bill  to  give  validity  to 
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them,  to  affirm  the  titie  of  those  officers  to 
hold  them,  and  also  to  render  the  pro* 
ceedings  against  them  inoperative,  it  was 
only  fair  that  the  parties  who  had  insti* 
tuted  those  proceedings,  in  order  to  induce 
a  new  electiOD,  should  be  indemnified  for 
the  expense  they  had  been  put  to.  There 
was  another  very  important  point  for  con* 
sideration — he  alluded  to  that  part  of  the 
Bill  of  last  Session  which  had  reference  to 
the  charitable  funds  in  the  hands  of  Cor- 
porations. By  the  Act  of  last  Session,  it 
was  directed,  that  all  charitable  funds,  in 
the  hands  of  Corporations,  should  be  sepa- 
rated from  the  corporate  funds,  and  kept 
distinct  from  them.  Now,  those  who  had 
to  take  charge  of  those  funds,  those  to 
whom  they  had  been  intrusted,  could  not 
say  whether  they  belonged  to  the  Corpo- 
ration absolutely,  or  were  only  made  over 
to  them  for  charitable  purposes.  And, 
therefore,  the  Bank  of  England,  and  other 
parties,  felt  that  they  could  not  safely  part 
with  those  funds,  because  they  knew  not 
to  whom  they  legally  belonged.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  proposed  to  remove  that  difficulty, 
by  directing  that  the  fonds  should  be  paid 
to  persons  appointed  by  the  Corporation 
to  receive  them,  the  receipt  of  such  per- 
sons to  be  a  valid  acknowledgment  and 
discharge  of  every  such  transfer  and  pay- 
ment, and  all  monies  so  to  be  received  to 
be  applied  to  the  uses  provided  for  by  the 
Act  of  last  Session — namely,  the  monies 
held  on  charity  trusts  to  be  paid  to  the 
charity  trustees  of  the  borough,  and  such 
monies  as  the  Corporation  might  be  bene- 
ficially entitled  to,  to  be  applied  as  part  of 
the  borough  fund.  Another  part  of  the 
Bill  related  to  the  provision  of  the  Act  of 
last  Session  with  respect  to  the  Cinque 
Ports.  By  that  measure  it  was  enacted, 
that  the  Quarter  Sessions  which  were  held 
in  the  Cinque  Ports  being  beneficial  to 
certain  Corporate  liberties  of  the  Cinque 
Ports,  those  lit)erties  should  contribute 
equally  to  the  expense.  Some  difficulty 
was  found  in  carrying  this  provision  into 
eflTect.  It  was,  consequently,  thought  best 
to  restore  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Cinque 
Ports,  as  hv  as  it  could  be  done,  to  what 
it  was  before  the  passing  of  the  Bill  of  last 
Session;  taking  care,  however,  that  those 
places  connected  with  the  Cinque  Ports 
which  derived  benefit  from  the  holding  of 
the  sessions  in  those  towns,  should  con- 
tribute to  the  expense  thereby  incurred. 
He  conceived,  that  he  had  now  stated 
enough  to  show  the  inconvenience  which 


arose  from  the  working  of  the  Bill  of  last 
Session,  partly  from  the  enactmeots  of  the 
measure  itself,  and  partly  froaa  a  misooa* 
ceptioo  of  some  of  those  eoactmentsii  It 
was  evident  that  to  remedy  ihm, 
some  legislative  measure  was  oeceasaiy  t 
and,  without  further  trespassing  on  the 
time  of  their  Lordships,  he  should  move 
"  That  this  Bill  be  now  read  •  aeoond 
time." 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  did  not  rise  to 
vote  against  the  motion  whmh  had 
made  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
to  impugn  the  view  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  taken  of  it;  but  he  mwA 
observe,  that  this  Bill,  which  had  beea 
under  consideration  in  another  place  Car 
a  considerabie  length  of  time,  was  broogbi 
into  that  House  at  a  period  of  the  Sessios, 
and  at  a  moment,  when  it  was  imposaible 
that  it  cooki  receive  that  fair  investigatkNi 
on  which  the  determination  of  their  Lord- 
ships ought  to  be  founded.  Many  of 
those  who  took  part  in  the  discossmn  of 
the  measure  introduced  last  Session  were 
not  at  present  in  the  House.  He  woald 
say,  most  important  persons  who  took  ft 
part  in  the  discussion  of  the  original  Bill 
were  absent.  Neither,  he  woukl  observe, 
were  they  in  the  House  on  the  former 
evening  when  this  subject  was  introduced. 
He  had,  therefore,  at  that  time,  entreated 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite  to  postpoae 
this  stage  of  the  Bill-— the  regular  stage 
for  the  discussion  of  a  measure  of  this  db* 
scription^^to  that  period  when  a  noble 
and  learned  Friend  of  his,  and  other  noUe 
and  learned  Lords,  woold  be  in  their  places, 
to  take  a  part  in  the  discussion.  He  had 
called  on  the  noble  Viscount  to  do  so,  and 
for  this  reason— because  it  was  a  compli* 
cated  measure.  It  had  required  the  elabo- 
rate statement  of  the  oo)>le  and  learned 
Lord  to  explain  a  very  small  part  of  it  to 
their  Lordships.  He  said,  only  a  sondl 
part  of  it ;  for,  looking  at  the  measure  at* 
tentively,  as  it  was  hie  duty  to  do,  ha 
found  that  the  noble  and  learned  Losd 
had  left  unexplained  many  most  important 
parts  of  this  Bill.  He  would  say,  bcudes, 
as  an  additional  reason  for  postponemeaty 
that  this  was  a  measure  which  bad  at- 
tracted a  great  deal  of  pnUic  attention ; 
and  with  respect  to  which,  he  must  ob^ 
serve,  he  had  received  as  many  letters  aad 
as  many  applicatbns,  strongly  drawing  hk 
attention  to  the  subject,  from  all  paru  of 
the  kingdom,  as  he  bad  ever  received  with 
reference  to  any  measure  that  had 
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beeti  brought  under  the  coneideration  of 
tbtt  House.  Under  these  circumstances, 
be  was  anxious  that  the  noble  Viscount 
should  have  been  so  kind  as  to  postpone 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  the  second 
reading  being  the  proper  time  for  discus- 
sing the  principle  of  the  measure — a  time 
when  the  House  would  be  better  prepared 
to  take  that  principle  into  consideration 
than  on  the  present  occasion.  He  had 
stated,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  not  explained  all  the  parts  of  this  Bill, 
that  he  had  touched  only  on  a  few  of  them. 
He  had  not,  for  instance,  noticed  the  par- 
tioolar  enactments  relative  to  Berwick  and 
lo  CoTentry.  Those  enactments  were 
supposed  to  have  been  under  considera- 
tioD  in  another  place ;  but  the  alterations 
proposed  were  not  explained  in  that  House, 
nor  were  they  explained  here.  There  was 
another  part  of  this  Bill  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  not  explained  to 
the  House.  He  meant  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  enabled  the  burgesses  in  Cor- 
porations to  elect  the  Mayor  and  Alder- 
men, after  a  certain  period,  in  case  the 
councillors  had  not  thought  proper  to 
elect  them.  It  was  a  principle  proposed 
in  another  place,  and  adopted  in  that 
House— a  principle  which  he  highly  ap- 
proved*—that  the  Mayor  and  Aldermen 
should  be  elected  by  the  Corporation — 
by  ^e  councillors ;  but  this  principle  was 
:  departed  fVom  by  one  of  the  clauses  of  the 
present  Bill^  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  not  even  pointed  out  to  their 
Lordships.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  that  their  Lordships  ought  to 
have  a  mir  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
question  on  its  principle  in  some  future 
stage.  He  did  not  wish  to  throw  any  im- 
pedinieBt  in  the  way  of  his  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemiiMnt,  but  upon  this  he  insisted,  that 
the  House  had  a  right  to  expect  to  be 
Ivealed  fairly  on  a  question  of  this  de- 
scription, to  which  the  public  mind  had 
been  anxiously  turned.  Their  Lordships 
o«ght  to  have  the  liberty,  not  only  of  dis- 
cusmg  the  principle  when  going  into 
Committee,  but  likewise,  if  they  thought 
proper,  on  the  second  reading.  He  felt  it 
necessary  lo  offer  these  observations  to 
their  Lordships.  He  had  requested  the 
noble  Viscount,  on  the  former  occasion, 
to  postpone  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  He  would  not,  however,  now  oppose 
the  motion  ;  but  he  must  protest  against 
paseiBg  over  an  important  measure  such 
w  thh^  without  mature  dieoonion. 


Viscount  Melbourne  had  never  heard* 
and  he  certainly  had  never  oflTered,  any 
objection  to  the  full  discussion  of  this  mea- 
sure. Another  opportunity  would  occur 
for  discussing  it  in  all  its  details.  His 
Parliamentary  experience  had  taught  him 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  press  ibrward 
a  Bill  against  the  wish  of  a  minority,  even 
a  very  small  minority,  of  that  House,  much 
less  against  the  wish  of  the  noble  Duke, 
standing  in  the  position  which  he  now 
filled.  The  proposition  which  he  had  made 
on  a  former  evening  proceeded  entirety  on 
the  notion  that  no  serious  objection  was 
entertained  against  any  part  or  this  Bill. 
He  had  proceeded  wholly  and  entirely  on 
that  supposition.  He  had  stated  at  the 
time,  that  if  any  noble  Lord  felt  an  objec- 
tion to  any  part  of  the  Bill,  he  would  not 
proceed  with  it  then.  If  such  were  the 
case,  he  would  give  way  on  the  subject, 
and  he  would  not  attempt  to  force  it  for* 
ward  even  cow.  The  noble  Duke  had  said 
that  this  was  an  inconvenient  period  of  the 
Session  for  proceeding  with  the  measure* 
when  certain  noble  Lords  were  not  present 
to  discuss  it.  Why,  the  complaint  here- 
tofore had  been,  that  business  was  brought 
up  to  that  House  so  late  as  to  prevent  its 
being  duly  discussed ;  but  in  this  instance 
the  measure  was  introduced  at  a  much 
earlier  period  of  the  Session  than  was  ge- 
nerally the  case.  It  should  be  observed, 
that  the  nature  of  the  Bill  was  not  very 
difficult  to  be  understood,  and  a  full  op- 
portunity would  be  given  to  consider  it. 
The  noble  Duke  ought  to  recollect,  that  if 
noble  Lords  were  not  present  to  discuss 
measures  when  they  were  introduced  to 
that  House,  there  was  no  use  in  bringing 
them  up  at  all  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  He  did  not  wish  to  put  this 
point  very  strongly,  although  he  conceived 
that  he  bad  a  right  to  make  use  of  it.  He 
was  anxious  to  accede  to  every  thing  that 
tended  to  the  convenience  of  noble  Lords; 
but  this  he  must  say,  that  if,  on  the  one 
hand,  it  was  considered  a  principle  that 
business  was  to  be  postponed  because  noble 
Lords  were  absent,  he,  on  the  other,  would 
assert  that  those  who  wished  to  expedite 
business  had  a  right  to  act  on  the  rule  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  noble  Lords  to  be  present 
in  their  places  when  business  was  likely  to 
be  brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  The  noble  Duke  said,  he  wished 
to  have  an  opportunity  to  consider  this 
measure  thoroughly.  All  he  would  say 
waS|  that  he  would  give  the  noble  Duke  a 
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full  opportotitty  for  that  purpose.  The 
Bill  did  not  contain  many  provisionSi  and 
be  believed  that  allof  them  were  necessary. 
Most  of  the  provisions  were  matters  of  de- 
tail,  of  considerable  importance,  he  ad- 
mitted, but  which  would  be  better  consi- 
dered in  Committee  than  in  debate.  If 
the  noble  Duke  did  not  wish  the  Bill  to  be 
read  now  a  second  time,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  postpone  it.  But  if  noble  Lords 
meant  to  allow  the  Bill  to  go  to  a  Commit- 
tee at  all,  he  thought  they  might  as  well 
take  the  second  reading  now,  and  they 
would  have  a  full  opportunity  for  consider- 
ing the  subject  hereafter.  He  hoped,  under 
all  the  circumstances,  that  they  would  now 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  He  was  sure 
that  in  recommending  this  course  he  did 
not  wish  to  press  the  House  to  a  sudden 
decision  on  the  subject.  He  conceived 
that  the  proposition  which  he  made  was 
not  at  alt  unreasonable,  since  sufficient 
time  would  be  given  to  consider  the  mea- 
sure in  Committee. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  said,  that  considering 
the  nature  of  this  Bill — looking  to  the 
number  of  minute  provisions  which  it  con- 
tained, and  calling  to  mind  that  it  had 
been  nearly  two  months  in  the  other 
House,  he  conceived  that  it  would  have 
been  betler  if  the  noble  Viscount  had 
acceded  to  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Duke,  and  postponed  the  second  reading, 
that  they  might  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  properly  examining  its  details.  The 
second  reading  had,  however,  now  been 
moved ;  and,  as  some  parts  of  the  measure 
appeared  to  be  necessary,  he  meant  not  to 
oppose  the  motion  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  He  felt  it  necessary,  notwith- 
standing, to  call  their  Lordships*  attention 
to  the  measure.  Part  of  the  Bill  had 
reference  to  the  future  operation  of  the 
measure  of  last  Session,  and  part  of  it  was 
of  a  retrospective,  of  an  ex  post  facto, 
character.  It  relate  to  matters  which 
were  in  being,  to  circumstances  which  had 
already  happened.  Now,  with  respect  to 
that  part  of  the  Bill  which  had  reference 
to  the  future  operation  of  the  measure  of 
last  Session,  and  which  must  be  maturely 
considered  in  the  Committee,  he  would 
not  make  any  observation ;  but  the  retro- 
spective, or  ex  post  facto  part  of  the  mea- 
sure, was  of  such  a  nature  that  he  felt  that 
he  should  not  be  doing  his  duty  if  he  did 
not  point  out  its  tendency,  and  the  way  in 
which  it  was  calculated  to  affect  the  rights 
ind  tbe  situation  of  particular  individuals 


to  their  Lordships;  There  were,  as  bis 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  observed^ 
some  proceedings  now  pending  io  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench — certain  (pto  war^ 
rantoSf  calling  in  question  the  right  of  par- 
ticular individuals  holding  situatioitt  m 
town-councils  to  retain  their  situations. — 
Now,  no  person  who  looked  at  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill,  and  who  considered  the 
elections  which  had  taken  place,  GoaM 
avoid  seeing  that  one  of  those  provisions 
went  to  render  those  elections,  so  contest- 
ed, valid  and  legal,  although  the  elections 
had  taken  place  before  a  presiding  officer 
who  had  no  right  to  preside.  What, then, 
he  asked,  would  be  the  consequence,  so 
far  as  it  related  to  other  parties  ?  Those 
persons,  up  to  the  time  of  these  elections, 
had  held  places  of  trust  and  profit  in  Cor- 
porations, of  which  they  had  been  deprived 
by  those  who  now  were  in  possession  of 
office  to  which  they  had  been  illegally 
elected.  Those  parties  were,  at  that  very 
moment,  entitled  to  hold  those  offices*— 
All  that  they  might  have  received,  if  they 
had  not  been  thus  ousted,  was  their  pro- 
perty, as  much  as  the  property  of  the  noble 
Viscount  was  his.  If  the  Legislature  made 
those  proceedings  valid,  retrospectively, 
from  the  28  th  of  December  last,  tlwy 
would  deprive  those  individuals  of  the 
emoluments  to  which  they  were  entitled. 
He  hoped  their  Lordships  would  pause 
before  they  sanctioned  such  a  principle; 
and  he  thought  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  should  have  cited  instances  to  show 
that  the  course  which  their  Lordships  were 
now  called  on  to  pursue  was  not  a  new 
one.  If  these  elections  of  coancillors  were 
sanctioned,  another  consequence  would 
follow.  When  appointed,  they  might 
demand,  as  they  would  have  a  right  to  do, 
if  they  were  legally  appointed,  that  the 
muniments  and  other  property  of  the  Cor« 
poration  should  be  given  up  to  them.-^ 
Now,  the  officers  who  questioned  the 
validity  of  the  election  had,  in  several 
instances,  refused  to  give  up  those  mttoi* 
ments.  They  had,  very  properly  and  dts« 
erectly,  applied  for  legal  advice  on  the 
subject.  The  answer  of  their  legal  adviser 
was,  *'  You  cannot  give  up  this  property 
to  those  who  profess  to  be  coancillon, 
without  possessing  the  legal  right  by  a  valid 
election  on  the  28th  of  December  last."-» 
If  they  gave  up  those  muniments,  it  would 
be  treated  as  an  illegal  act  in  the  courts  of 
law.    Their  Lordships  all  knew  what  wu 

said  of  that  extraordinary  and  most  nvbi* 
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trory  power  wbich  was  given  to  the  town- 
conncil  by  the  Act  of  last  Session.    They 
might  fine  SDminarily,  or  imprison,  those 
indivtdoalswhoy  under  these  cireomstances, 
refased  to  deliver  ap  the   muniments. — 
Whatt  then,  was  the  situation  of  those 
persons  who,  at  the  moment,  were  per- 
fectly justified  in  what  they  did,  but  whose 
conduct,  by  the  operation  of  the  Bill  then 
before  the  House,  would  be  rendered  ille- 
gal, and  would  be  thereby  subjected  to  a 
penalty  ?  Again,  with  respect  to  the  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions.    In  many  cases  those 
courts  had  been  improperly  held  under  the 
new  Act.    They  had  sat,  however — they 
had  found  perrons  guilty  of  felony — they 
had  transported  individuals,  and  forfeited 
their  goods  and  chattels  to  the  Crown. — 
What  would,  in  those  cases,  be  the  effect 
of  this  Bill  >     It  would  legalize  all  these 
proceedings.    Was  there  to  be  a  new  trial 
for  those  persons  ?     No;  but  by  the  retro- 
spective operation  of  the  Bill,  the  man  who 
was  illegally  convicted  was  to  be  considered 
legally  convicted,  be  was  to  be  punished 
in  person,  and  his  property  was  to  be  con- 
fiscated.   If  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
looked  to  these  clauses,  he  must  see  that 
the  principle  of  the  measure  required  at 
least  some  degree  of  consideration.     With 
reference  to  the  proceedings  now  pending 
in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  they,  it 
appeared,  were  to  be  stayed,  the  prosecu- 
tors being  paid  their  costs.     But  they  all 
knew  that  taxed  costs  (and  these  were  the 
costs  mentioned  by  the  Bill)  would   not 
indemnify  a  party.     In  the  most  vexatious 
proceedings  that  ever  took  place,  when  a 
man  of  the  name  of  Wright  some  years  ago 
instituted  proceedings  against  an  immense 
body  of  the  clergy,    on  account  of  non- 
residence.   Parliament,    in  staying   those 
proceedings,  deemed  it  necessary  to  in- 
demnify that  individual,  because  be  acted 
according  to  law*    They  gave  him  not 
taxed  costs,  but  costs  as  between  attorney 
and  client.     He  did  not  think  the  Bill  was 
clearly  drawn.     On  looking  to  the  clause 
on  the  subject  of  costs,  he  did  not  know 
that  the  prosecutor  would  get  even  his  taxed 
Costs.  If  he  applied  to  the  Judge  to  suspend 
proceedings,  then  he  was  to  receive  his 
costs;    but  that  was  assuming  that  he 
would  make  such  an  application.     But  he 
might  make   no  such    application— *why 
shouki  he  ?     Because  this  Bill  proposed  to 
enact,  that  every  election  shall  be  valid 
from  a  certain  day  in  December^  on  which 
the  .election  took  place. .  There  were  very 


great  doubts  whether  these  parties^  from 
the  manner  in  which  the  Bill  was  drawn» 
would  get  even  taxed  costs.  There  would 
also  arise  this  anomaly  under  the  Bill- 
that  even  where  a  judgment  might  have 
been  given  in  favour  of  the  prosecutor, 
and  though  the  prosecutor  might  have  been 
right,  and  justified,  at  the  time,  in  insti- 
tuting proceedings,  he  would  have  to  pay 
the  costs  himself  in  the  action  uhimately. 
He  had  only  read  the  measure  over  hastily, 
but  these  were  some  of  the  points  to  which 
he  was  anxious  to  call  their  Lordships' 
attention.  There  were  a  great  many  mi- 
nute provisions  in  the  Bill,  the  objeets  of 
wbich  were  not  understood  until  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  stated  them  in  detail. 
Under  all  these^  circumstances,  it  would 
be  better  if  the  noble  Viscount  would  not 
persist  in  proceeding  so  rapidly  with  the 
Bill. 
The  Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  March  29,  1836. 

Miif  om.]    BHIi.    Rnd  a  Snt  Ume: — School  Rooom; 

Petitiam  picMOted.  By  Meua.  Wilks  and  SrawASTf 
from  Uie  MerdiantB  and  oChen  of  PxModuiaw,  in  fovour 
of  Mr.  BucKiifOHAif's  ClainL—By  LonI  VboouDt  EaaT' 
von.  fkom  Worthinf ,  fbr  the  IIc|miI  oT  the  Window-Cnc 
— By  Mr.  Wiucs,  from  the  Prototat  Daaenten  at  Cud- 
dingtoD,  for  Relief. — By  Mr.  Ropbe  and  Mr.  Huaar,  from 
various  Plaoea,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newqapcn. 
—By  Sir  Gboksb  Clbbkb,  frtan  the  Farmcn  of  DaUceicha 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Clorer  Seed.  By  Mr. 
WiLUAM  WiixiAMB,  from  CoTeDtry«  for  Abolition  of 
Duty  on  the  Admiaiioo  of  Fli'eemau.-»By  Sir  Wiluam 
BBABAaoif ,  from  BaBJaakwiy,  tor  the  Abolition  ofTithaa 
in  Irdand.-— By  Sir  Cbablbs  Bbookb  and  Lord  Cbabuu 
MAJTKBaa,  from  the  Agrieulturiiti  of  Tarioiu  Plaoei,  for 
Relief. — ^By  Mr.  Wiohbt,  from  BiightoD.  for  Vole  by 
Ballot. — By  Mr.  G.  F.  Yomro,  from  Tynemooth*  lyainat 
the  Lighthouses'  Bill ;  from  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  for  the 
Alteration  of  the  Law  regulating  the  Construction  of 
MendUBt  Shipa^-^y  Mr.  CoAUiBBa,  fkom  tha  Xaw 
PrMtitionen  of  Aitocoath*  in  fiivoor  of  the  InstmnaDts  of 
(Scotland)  BUL 


Corporations.  —  Appointment  of 

>  Magistrates.]     Lord  John  Russell,  in 

consequence  of  what  had  been  said  upon 

the  subject  in  another  place^  moved  that 

'  there  be  laid  before  the  House  a  copy  of  a 

,  circular  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 

the  Home  Department,  dated  in  October 

last,  and  addressed  to  the  Mayor  or  chief 

officer  of  any  boroughs  contained  in  the 

schedules  to  the  English  Corporations  Bill 

passed  last  Session. 

Sit  Robert  Peel  siiidf  the  noble  Lord  had 
made  the  motion  in  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker,  partly  with  a  view,  he  believed, 
that  he  might  have  the  opportunity  of 
soliciting  from  the  noble  Lord  those  expla- 
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flattoQS  regarding  the  appointment  of  cor- 
porate Magistrates  to  which  he  had  referred 
on  a  former  day.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
as  he  availed  himself  of  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  in  consequence  of  an  intima- 
tion that  the  present  would  be  a  convenient 
time,  that  he  should  not  be  thought  by 
those  gentlemen  who  had  notices  on  the 
paper  preceding  his  own,  to  have  impro- 
perly interfered  with  the  ordinary  arrange- 
ment of  business.  The  point  on  which  he 
wished  for  explanations  from  the  noble 
Lord  referred  exclusively  to  the  nomination 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace  under  the  Act 
which  passed  last  Session  for  the  Reform 
of  Municipal  Corporations.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  make  any  remark  on  the  ge- 
neral effect  of  that  measure,  other  than  as 
it  related  to  the  functions  of  Magistrates 
appointed  for  the  performance  of  the  duties 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace.  He  believed  it 
was  admitted  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  by 
all  who  took  part  io  the  question  of  Muni- 
cipal Reform,  that  there  was  and  ought  to 
be  a  clear  distinction  between  the  ordinary 
municipal  duties  of  a  Corporation  and  the 
duties  committed  to  Justices  of  the  Peace. 
That  clear  distinction  had  been  admitted 
by  no  man  more  fully  than  by  the  noble 
Lord.  While  that  noble  Lord  had  con- 
tended, that  with  respect  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  town-councillors,  and  other  mem- 
bers of  the  corporate  bodies  generally,  it 
was  but  natural  to  suppose  that  the  poli- 
tical opinions  of  the  constituent  bodies 
would  have  influence,  while  he  contended 
that  such  would  be  the  effect  of  political 
feelings  in  those  cases,  he  had  fully  ad- 
mitted that  political  opinions  should  not 
interfere  witn  the  appointment  of  the  mu- 
nicipal Magistrates.  This  distinction  had 
also  been  clearly  drawn,  he  thought,  in 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
quiry, on  which  the  measure  of  Municipal 
Reform  had  been  founded.  TheCommis* 
iioners,  \n  this  Report,  deprecated  the 
.  party  spirit  which  pervaded  municipal 
councils,  in  the  following  terms :— >"  The 
party  spirit  which  pervades  the  municipal 
councils,  extends  itself  to  the  magistracy, 
which  is  appointed  by  those  bodies,  and 
from  their  members.  The  Magistrates  are 
usually  chosen  from  the  aldermen,  and 
the  aldermen  are  generally  political  parti- 
sans. Hence,  even  in  those  cases  in 
which  injustice  is  not  absolutely  commit- 
ted, a  strong  suspicion  of  it  is  excited, 
and  the  local  tribunals  cease  to  inspire 
rtapect.    The  corporate  Magistrates;  ge- 


nerally speaking,  are  not  looked  upon  hf 
the  inhabitants  with  favour  or  tespeot,  and 
are  often  regarded  with  positive  diatmac 
and  dislike."    In  another  part  of  the  Re» 
port  the  Commissioners  say,  *'  One  ▼ice 
which  we  regard  as  inherent  in  the  consti^ 
tntion  of  municipal  Corporations  in  Eog« 
land  and  Wales  is,  that  officers  chosen  for 
particular  functions  are  regarded  as  a  ne- 
cessary part  of  the  legislative  body.    This 
notion  appears  to  have  originated  in  tioMa 
when    the    separation    of    constitotk>nal 
authorities    was    not   understood;    when 
legislative,  judicial,  and  executive  func- 
tions were  confounded.    The  Gorporattooe 
of  England  and   Wales  were  origioaliy 
framed  on  principles  encumbered  with  thii 
confusion,  and  have  been  modified,  doira 
to  the  latest  changes,  with  a  scrupakme 
observance  of  them."    Thus  the  Report 
admitted  the  distinction  between  execntive 
and  judicial  functions^  and  laid  it  down  ae 
a  principle,  that  although  party  spirit  cottU 
not  be  prevented  from  operating  in  the 
election  of  town-councils,  it  ought,  so  Ikr 
as  precautions  could  be  taken,  to  be  ex«> 
eluded  from  the  appointment  of  munieipal 
Magistrates.    It  was  hardly  necessary  to 
attempt  to  enforce  this  position  by  ai^* 
ment,  because  he  believed  the  truth  of  it 
was  universally  assented  to  on  all  sides  of 
the  House.      He  found  on  the  part  of  the 
Members  of  the  present  Government,  this 
doctrine  admitted  in  full  force.    He  found 
it  stated  by  the  Lord   Chancellor  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session,  that  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tlie 
Home  Department,  had  but  one  object  in 
view,  namely,  to  correct  any  undue  aelee* 
tbn  of  town-councillors,  when  there  ap- 
peared a  preponderance  of  one  class  of 
political  opinions  on  one  side  or  the  other, 
by  infusing  a  few  men  of  opposite  political 
sentiments  among  them."    The  noble  Pra« 
sident  of  the  Council  also  had  stated  with 
great  truth  and  justice,  that  '*  good  sense 
and  good  feeling  would  be  equally  maul* 
fested  in  the  absence  of  all  political  liias  in 
the  selection  of  town   Magistrates,  end 
good  sense  and  good  feeling  equally  die* 
tated  that  there  should  be  an  absence  of 
all  considerations  of  a  political  character 
in    nominating    these    Magistrates  when 
recommended  to  the  Qovernroent"    He 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  could  appeal,  then,  to  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners,  and  to  the 
declared  opinions  of  the  noble  Lord  oppo* 
site,  and  his  colleagues,  in  proof  that  his 
assumption  was  a   well  founded  one««» 
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ii«iiiely«  tbalt  a«  far  as  it  was  posaible  to 
afokl  it,  political  feeling  ought  not  to  in- 
flnenee  the  nomination  of  Magistrates  in 
corporate  towns.  Having  thus  stated  the 
principle  which  had  been  laid  down  by 
iHiinisters,  he  was  bound  to  tell  the  noble 
Lord  opposite^  that  in  many  of  these  Cor- 
porate towns  there  did  exist  a  very  prevail- 
ing feeling  that  considerations  of  a  poli- 
tical character  had,  nevertheless,  been 
altogether  excluded  from  (he  mind  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  nomination  of  many 
of  these  magistrates.  This  mipht  prob- 
ably be  an  erroneous  impression;  if  it 
were,  the  noble  Lord  would  thank  him  for 
the  opportunity  of  removing  so  unpleasant 
an  impression,  by  clearly  stating  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  various  nomi- 
nations had  been  made.  The  noble  Lord 
would  do  him  the  justice  to  admit,  that  he 
bad  not  brought  forward  his  statement  on 
this  very  important  subject,  without  having 
given  the  noble  Lord  previous  notice  of 
the  particular  places  to  which  it  was  his 
intention  to  refer.  His  obiect  had  not 
been  to  take  the  noble  Lord  by  surprise, 
by  making  any  statement  on  the  sudden, 
but  to  enable  him  to  give  a  satisfactory 
explanation,  if  he  could  do  so,  to  those 
members  of  the  community  in  the  towns 
to  which  reference  was  about  to  be  made, 
who  felt  dissatisfied  with  the  appointment 
of  the  Magistrates  in  those  towns,  and 
who  were  under  an  impression,  whether 
erroneous  or  not  remained  to  be  seen,  that 
political  feelings  had  been  suffered  to  in- 
flvenee  these  appointments*  It  would  be 
necessary  for  him  to  mention  one  or  two 
instances,  out  of  the  many,  of  towns  in 
which  such  impressions  as  those  he  had 
referred  to,  he  had  reason  to  believe,  pre- 
vailed. Since  the  notice  of  his  intention 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
subject,  had  been  given,  he  had  received 
a*  number  of  communications  from  various 
places  in  reference  to  it,  but  he  should 
only  bring  before  the  House  those  parti* 
cular  instances  of  which  he  had  given  the 
noble  Lord  notice.  In  the  first  place,  he 
would  take  the  town  of  Guildford,  in 
Suney^;  and  he  must  say,  that  he  could 
not  at  all  reconcile  the  nomination  of  the 
Magistrates  for  that  particular  town  with 
the  principle  which  had  been  so  clearly 
laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord  and  his  col- 
leagues, ta  exclude,  as  far  as  possible,  all 
political  considerations  from  the  nomi- 
nation of  Municipal  Magistrates.  In  the 
town  of  Oniidford  it  happened  that  the 


Corporation  was  decidedly  of  Conservative' 
principles ;  that  was  to  say,  that  the  vast 
preponderance  of  numbers  in  the  corporate 
body  there  entertained  Conservative  views. 
AAer  the  passing  of  the  Municipal  Reform 
Bill  in  this  House,  and  during  its  progress 
in  the  Upper  House,  when  the  Lords  had 
altered  that  clause  of  the  Bill  which  gave 
expressly  to  the  town.<;ouncil  the  power 
of  recommending  four  magistrates  to  the 
nomination  of  the  Crown,  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  declared,  and  in  his  (Sir  Robert 
Peers)  opinion  rather  unwisely,  that  it 
was  still  his  intention  to  consult  the  town- 
councils  in  reference  to  the  nomioation  of 
Municipal  Magistrates.  But,  supposing 
that  he  were  prepared  to  admit  the  noble 
Lord  was  right  in  taking  the  opinion  of 
the  town-council  in  reference  to  the 
election  of  four  Magistrates,  still  he  could 
not  reconcile  the  fact  of  the  selections 
which  had  been  made,  with  the  noble 
Lord's  declaration  that  the  recommend- 
ations of  the  town-council  should  have 
great  weight  with  him,  because  it  ap* 
peered  to  him,  that  while  there  were  cases 
in  which  the  recommendations  of  the 
Town-council  had  been  admitted  by  an 
entire  and  unqualified  assent,  there  were 
many  others  in  which  the  recommendations 
of  the  town-council  had  been  arbitrarily 
rejected.  In  the  Corporation  of  Guildford, 
as  he  had  before  stated,  Conservative 
principles  greatly  predominated.  Accord* 
ing  to  his  information,  the  common- council 
of  that  town  had  recommended  to  the 
Crown  twelve  gentlemen  for  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace,  expecting  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  select,  from  the  twelve 
so  recommended,  a  sufficient  number,  they 
being  of  opinion  that  twelve  magistrates 
would  be  unnecessary  for  such  a  town  as 
Guildford.  Of  these  twelve  gentlemen,  as 
he  had  been  informed,  nine  entertained 
Conservative  principles,  and  the  other 
three  were  Whigs.  From  these  twelve 
gentlemen  the  noble  Lord  had  selected 
four  persons  to  act  as  Magistrates  for  the 
town,  namely,  the  three  Whigs  and  one 
of  the  Conservatives.'  The  proportion  (in 
point  of  political  opinions)  in  which  the 
town-council  had  recommended  the  names 
of  gentlemen  for  Magistrates  was  as  three 
Conservatives  to  one  Whig ;  but  the  inge- 
nuity of  the  noble  Lord  had  led  him  ex- 
actly to  invert  this  proportion,  for  in 
selecting  four  Magistrates  from  the  twelve 
persons  recommended  to  him,  he  had 
taken  all  the  three  Whigs,  and  only  one 
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of  the  nine  Conservatives.  Eight  out  of 
the  twelve  had  been  aldermen  of  the  old 
Corporation ;  upon  being  told  this  fact,  he 
had  at  first  thought  that  the  principle 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  acted  upon  in 
this  case  was,  that  there  being  eight  per- 
sons out  of  the  twelve  who  had  been 
members  of  the  Old  Corporation,  and 
assuming,  in  accordance  with  his  views  of 
the  ancient  Corporations,  that  they  must, 
therefore,  be  necessarily  unpopular,  it 
would  be  best  to  set  all  of  them  aside. 
This,  however,  could  not  have  been  the 
principle  upon  which  the  noble  Lord  made 
his  selection ;  for,  in  fact,  two  of  the 
gentlemen  professing  Whig  principles, 
nominated  by  the  noble  Lord,  had  been 
members  of  the  old  Corporation,  and 
that  could  not  be  the  ground  upon  which 
the  other  gentlemen  had  been  rejected. 
In  this  case  a  town*council,  in  which 
Conservative  principles  preponderated,  had 
sent  a  recommendation  to  the  Crown  of  a 
number  of  gentlemen,  as  town  Magis- 
trates, comprehending  in  the  list  a  fair 
proportion  of  persons  of  Conservative  and 
persons  of  Whig  principles.  After  the 
observations  of  the  nuble  Lord,  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  that  he  would  attend  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  town-council,  it 
was  surely  matter  of  reasonable  disap- 
pointment on  the  part  of  that  Corporation 
to  find  the  proportion  of  the  recommend- 
ations they  had  sent  in  exactly  inverted. 
So  much  for  Guildford.  He  would  next 
take  the  case  of  the  town  of  Wigao,  the 
circumstances  of  which  case  were  pre- 
cisely the  reverse  of  the  Guildford  case; 
for  in  the  Corporation  of  Wigan,  Con- 
servative principles  were  not  predominant. 
He  should  adduce  this  case,  however,  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  same 
political  feelings  which  influenced  the 
choice  of  town  Magistrates  in  Guildford, 
had  operated  in  the  choice  of  those  for 
Wigan,  for  there  he  found  that  the  Magis- 
trates nominated  were  wholly  of  one  class 
of  political  opinion — namely,  Whigs  ;  and 
those  gentlemen  of  the  town  who  professed 
other  opinions,  however  respectable,  were 
entirely  excluded.  For  the  town  of  Wigan 
eight  gentlemen  had  been  recommended 
to  the  Crown  as  Magistrates,  all  of  whom 
were  appointed.  He  did  not  for  a  moment 
wish  to  throw  the' slightest  reflection  on 
the  personal  character  of  any  of  these 
gentlemen,  nor  to  impugn  their  individual 
fitness  for  the  office;  but  he  complained 
that  the  Government  had  departed  from 


the  principle  which  had  been  generally 
admitted,  that  political  feelin&^s  should  not 
be  permitted  to  influence  the  choice  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace.    Of  these  eight 
gentlemen,    it  appeared  that  four  wer^ 
actively  engaged  in  trade.     Now  in  a  map 
nufacturing  town  like  Wigan,  where  con- 
stant disputes  were  taking  place  between 
master-manufacturers  and  their  men,  he 
doubted   the   policy    of   appointing  fonr 
persons  actively  engaged  in  trade  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  those  disputes.     At 
least  he,  from  his  experience,  should  have 
hesitated  before  making   such    appoint** 
ments,  particularly  as  it  must  be  part  of 
their  business  to  enforce  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  for  regulating  the  hours  of  factory 
labour.   He  had  also  been  informed^  that 
seven  out  of  these  eight  gentlemen  were 
active  friends  of  the  candidates  at  the  last 
election  of  representatives  for  that  borough; 
that  two  of  them  acted  as  mover  and 
seconder  of  the  unsuccessful  pandidate, 
and  that  five  were    zealously  employed 
upon  the  committees  of  one  or  the  other 
candidate,  and  were,  throughout  the  elect- 
ion, very  busy  in  canvassing  for  them«    la 
short  that,  with  the    exception  of  one. 
gentleman,    the    whole    of    the    present « 
town  Magistrates  of  Wigan  were,  during* 
that  election,  most  actively  (no  question 
most  honourably)  engaged  in  promoting 
the  return  of  candidates  who  supported 
one    class    of   political    opinions.     Hera 
then,  was  a  case  in  which  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  town<:ouncil  were  en- 
tirely assented  to,  apparently  because  the 
whole  eight  of  the  gentlemen  named,  wero 
persons  warmly  devoted  to  those  political 
opinions  which  were  espoused  by  the  Mi- 
nisters.   He  had  been  further    informed 
that  an  application  had  been  made  to  tbo 
noble  Lord,  by  petition,  imploring  him* 
upon  principle,  to  pause  before  he  made 
such  a  selection,  and  expressing  a  wish 
that  there  should  be    exhibited   in    the 
choice  of  these  judicial  functionaries  a  fair . 
and  less  exclusive  representation  of  the 
various  political  opinions  entertained  by 
the  inhabitants  of  Wigan,  but  that  repre** 
sentation  had  not  been  attended  to.     He 
would  next  take  the  instance  of  a  towa 
differently  circumstanced,   in  which   also 
there  existed  a  very  great  dissatisfactioa 
upon   this  subject.    He  would  take    the 
case  of  the  town  of  Rochester.     In  this 
town  parties  were  very  nearly  balanced  in  the 
municipal  council,    for  there  were  nine 
gentlemen  professing  one  class  of  political 
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Hpiniotts,   and    nine    professing   another. 
Indeed^  such  was  the  perseverance  with 
which  each  party  adhered  to  their  re- 
spective   opinions,    that    upon    repeated 
divisions  in  the  attempts  to  elect  a  mayor 
and  other  corporate  officers,  and  finally  to 
adjourn,  the  numbers  on  every  proposition 
remained  nine  for,  and  nine  against,  and 
no  proceedings    could    take  place,    be- 
cause   the    parties    were    equal.     Under 
these      circumstances,      it     was    deter- 
mined not  to  recommend  to  the  Crown 
any  list  of  persons  for  town  Magistrates 
till  the  town-council  was  complete,  and 
they  could  concur  in  a  joint  representation. 
The  complaint  against  the  noble  Lord  in 
this  case  was,  that  he    had    appointed 
certain  persons  to  be  Magistrates,    not 
merely  favouring  gentlemen  of  one  class  of 
politics  or  another,  but  without  even  the 
Teconmiendations  of  the  town-council,  that 
he  had^  in  short,   appointed    Municipal 
Magistrates  for  Rochester,  at  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  hon.  Representatives  of  that 
borough  in  Parliament.    It  was  not  stated 
that  the  whole  of  the  six  magistrates  so 
appointed  were  of  one  party,   but    the 
proportion  in  favour  of  Ministers  was  not 
fewer  than  five  to  one,  and  there  was, 
very  naturally,  a  great  feeling  of  dissatis- 
faction in  the  minds  of   the  people  of 
Rochester,  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  taken  this  step  without  waiting  till 
the  town-council  was  complete ;  and  that 
having   determined    to    take    it,    seeing 
the  division  of  opinion  in  the  town-council, 
he  had  not    observed    a    corresponding 
proportion    in  his    appointment  of  their 
municipal  Magistrates.    The  proportion  of 
political  opinion  in  the  town-council  was 
•closely  balanced ;  the  proportion  observed 
in  the  selection  of  Magistrates  was  exactly 
five  Whigs  to  one  Conservative,  which  was 
fairly  carrying  out  the  principle  which  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  colleagues  had  avowed. 
There  was  another  place  in  which  he  could 
undertake  to  say,  very  great  dissatisfaction 
prevailed  upon  this  subject— the  city  of 
Coventry.  In  this  important  and  populous 
city,  whose  inhabitants  were  extensively 
engaged  in  manufactures,    the  political 
opinions    of    one    class    decidedly    pre- 
dominated ;  nearly  the  whole  of  the  town- 
council  entertained  political  opinions  cor- 
responding with  those  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers.  The  town-council  of  Coventry, 
accordingly,  sent  up  a  recommendation  of 
twelve  persons  for  town  Magistrates,   and 
he  <Sir  Robert  Peel)  wns  assured  that  out 
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of  these  twelve  persons,  eleven,  at  least,  en- 
tertained opinions  corresponding  with  those 
of  the  town-council.  It  was  very  possible, 
when  he  spoke  of  Conservative  opinions 
and  Whig  opinions,  or  any  other  class  of 
opinions,  that  the  noble  Lord  might  ask 
how  he  defined  such  opinions  or  bow  he 
could  undertake  to  say  such  and  such  Gen- 
tlemen entertained  such  and  such  opinions? 
He  admitted,  that  it  was  somewhat  difficult 
to  apply  an  unerring  test  on  these  points, 
but,  in  order  to  approach  at  something  like 
a  solution  of  the  question,  he  would  ask 
how  the  respective  parties  voted   at  the 
preceding  election  ?    He  was  quite  ready 
to  admit  that  it  was  difficult — particularly 
for  a  stranger,  acting  merely  upon  com- 
munications, however  trustworthy — to  feel 
assured  of  the  political  opinions  of  any  in- 
dividuals.    Trifling  circumstances  led  men 
to  range  themselves  under  the  banners  of 
one  party  or  the  other  and  men  changed 
their  opinions  and  their  parties,  so  that  it 
might  happen  that  occasionally  opinions 
should  be  attributed  to  a  person  who  heul 
long  ceased  to  entertain  them.    But  as  far 
as  the  fair  and  impartial  administration  of 
justice  and  the  satisfaction  connected  with 
it   was  concerned,  it  must  be  admitted, 
that  when  it  was  found  that  the  whole  of 
the  Municipal  Magistrates  who  h!\d  been 
appointed  by  the  noble  Lord,  or  at  least  a 
vast  majority  of  them,  consisted  of  the 
particular  persons  who,  at  the  last  or  the 
preceding  election,  gave  their  votes  in  a 
particular  manner,  favourable  to  the  noble 
Lord's  views,  this  was  certainly  a  near  ap- 
proach to  a  test  which  might  be  depended 
on.    The  noble  Lord,  at  least,  must  not 
be  surprised  that  his  course  of  proceeding 
excited  in  that  part  of  the  population  which 
held  different  political  opinions  something 
like  a  feeling  of  distrust.     He  would  re- 
peat, that  in  the  observations  he  felt  called 
upon  to  make,  he  had  no  fault  to  find 
with  the  individuals  appointed — he  made 
no  personal  objection  to  them.     His  com- 
plaint was  directed,  not  against  any  per- 
sonal unfitness  of  theirs,  but  upon  the 
partiality  which   characterized  their  ap- 
pointment.    Of  the  twelve  Magistrates  for 
Coventry,  eight  had  votes  for  the  city,  and 
the  whole  of  them  had  voted  in  favour  of 
the  sitting  Members.     The  other  four  had 
not  votes  for  the  city  ;  but  one  of  them,  a 
gentleman   of    high   respectability,     Mr. 
Gregory,  was  an  unsuccessful  candidate 
on  the   Whig  interest  for  the  county  of 
Warwick  at   the  last  election.     Another 
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of  the  four  gentlemen^  the  Mayor  of  Coven- 1  peared,  not  merely  from  private  commwU 
try,  was  Mr,  Gregory's  proposer  on  that  cation,  bat  iirom  the  returns  made  by  the 


occasion,  and  the  other  two  had  been  ac- 
tively engaged  in  his  support.     Such  was 
then  the  composition  of  the  Municipal  Ma- 
gistracy of  Coventry,  although  it  was  well 
known  that  in  that  city,  various  political 
opinions  prevailed.  There  were  in  that  town 
men  of  the  highest  respectability  and  in- 
fluence, of  different  political  opinions,  but 
who  were  persons  of  one  class  of  political 
opinions,  and  that  class  the  one  in  unison 
with  the  views  of  the  noble  Lord.  Such  were 
the  grounds  of  the  dissatisfaction  which 
was  felt  in  the  city  of  Coventry  at  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  noble  Lord  in  this  respect. 
He  would  next  take  the  case  of  the  town 
of  Leicester.     The  number  of  the  Magis- 
trates here  was  ten,  and  he  was  informed 
that  of  these  ten,  eight  were  actively  en- 
gaged upon  the  committee  of  Messrs.  El- 
lice  and  Evans  at  the  last  election,  in  op- 
position to  Messrs.  Goulburn  and  Glad- 
stone, and  that  not  one  of  the  ten  voted 
for  either  of  the  latter  gentlemen.     It  cer- 
tainly did  appear  from  these  cases,  in  the 
absence  of  ail  explanation,  exceedingly  dif- 
ficu  It  to  suppose  that  political  considerations 
had  nothing  to  do  with  these  nominations. 
The  noble  Lord,  at  least,  must  not  be  sur- 
prised, unless  he  could  explain  the  matter 
satisfactorily  that  those  who  were  excluded 
should  feel  some  distrust  in  the  elected, 
and  some  suspicion — not  founded  upon 
personal  unfitness,  but  upon  the  fact  that 
they  ail,  with  trifling  exceptions,  held  one 
class  of  political  opinions,  and  had  all,  at 
one  time  or  another,  been  actively  engaged 
in  promoting  the  election  to  Parliament  of 
persons  who  supported  the  present  Minis- 
try.  Another  case  he  should  speak  of  was 
that  of  Plymouth,  where  eight  gentlemen 
had  been  recommended  to  the  noble  Lord 
as  Magistrates,  and  were  appointed.     Of 
these  eight,  it  appeared  that  two  were  the 
Representatives  for  the  town,  both  sup- 
porters of  the  Ministers,  and  of  the  others, 
five  were  actively  engaged  in  supporting 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  election   for  the 
county  of  Devon.    The  sixth  gentleman 
bad  declined  to  act.     Thus  it  appeared 
that  the  seven  town  Magistrates  of  Ply- 
mouth were  all  of  one  class  of  political 
opinions.    There  was  another  point  to  be 
remarked  upon  in  this  case.     It  had  been 
expressly  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord  as 
a  principle  to  be  observed,   that  neither 
attornevs  nor  brewers  should  serve  as  Ma- 
gistrates  in  the  municipalities,  yet  it  ap- 


noble  Lord,  that  one  of  the  town  Magis- 
trates of  Plymouth  was  Mr.  James  King, 
a  brewer.     It  remained  to  be  shown  upon 
what  principle  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
this  exception  to  the  rule  the  noble  Lord 
had  laid  down.    The  last  case  to  which  ke 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  should  refer,  out  of  the 
more  prominent  and  important  towns  in 
which  dissatisfaction  prevailed  upon  thia 
subject,  was  the  case  of  the  city  of  Bristol. 
In  the  corporation  of  that  city,  he  believed 
conservative    opinions    greatly   predomi- 
nated, and  the  vast  majority  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  city,  were  equally  imbued  wtlh 
Conservative  opinions.     Notwithstanding 
this  predominance,  there  was  in  the  town- 
council  a  complete  agreement  as  to  the 
choice  of  names  for  Magistrates,  and  there 
was  evinced  an  earnest  wish-— mucb  to  the 
credit  of  both  parties--to  exclude  all  elec- 
tioneering or  party  feelings  from  the  selec- 
tion of  town  Magistrates,  and  though  one 
class  of  political  opinions  was  greatly  pre. 
dominant  in  the  city,  yet  the  prevailing 
party  expressed  a  perfect  readiness  to  ex- 
clude all  political  feelings  and  influence 
from  the  consideration  of  who  should  be 
recommended  as  Magistrates.    A  diseua- 
sion  took  place  in  the  council  respecting 
the  nomination  of  Magistrates:  the  two 
parties  made  some  difficulty  at  first  as  to 
the  principle  on  which  the  recommenda- 
tion should  be  given ;  an  amicable  arrange- 
ment was  at  last  effected ;   and  it  was 
agreed  that  each  of  the  two  parties  should 
recommend  twelve  persons  for  Magistrates, 
making  an  aggregate  of  twenty  four.  The 
twelve  names  given  in  by  the  Conservative 
party  were  recommended  unanimously  by 
the  town  council.    There  was  no  division 
respecting  any  one  of  those  names,  nor  any 
dissenting  voice,  with  one  single  exception, 
raised  to  any  one  of  them.    There  was 
some  question  upon  individuals  among  the 
twelve  gentlemen  recommended  by  tbe 
other  party,  but  upon  the  whole,  the  twelve 
so  recommended  were  assented  to  by  the 
council,  and  the  whole  twenty -four  names, 
in    consequence    of   this  amicable   and 
honourable  compromise,  were  sent  up  to 
the  noble  Lord  for  selection.    What  wa« 
the  surprise  and  indignation  of  thai  pre^ 
dominating  party  in  Bristol  who  had  con- 
sented to  this  arrangement,  to  find  that 
the  noble  Lord's  selection  had  been  con- 
ducted on  this  principle — that  he  took  the 
whole  of  the  twelve  who  had  been  recom- 
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■Mndad  bj  the  party  whose  opinions  were 
in  uDison  with  his  own,  but  excluded  not 
4e88  than  six  out  of  the  twelve,  named  by 
those  of  the  opposite  party.  He  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  upon  what  principle 
the  noble  Lord  could  justify  his  exclusion 
of  the  other  six  gentlemen.  It  was  sup- 
posed by  some  persons  in  Bristol;  that  the 
exclusion  was  on  account  of  the  parties 
having  been  members  of  the  old  corpora- 
tion ;  but  this  could  not  be  a  valid  reason , 
for  it  was  shown  that,  in  many  cases,  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  made  the  fact  of  par- 
ties belonging  to  the  old  corporations  a 
ground  for  excluding  them  from  the  ma- 
gistracy. It  might,  perhaps,  be  thought, 
that  the  reason  for  the  exclusion  of  some 
of  these  parties  was,  that  they  had  been 
members  of  the  corporation  at  the  time 
when  the  lamentable  riots  took  place  at 
Bristol,  in  1831.  But  neither  was  this  the 
reason,  for  it  appeared  that  two  of  the 
gentlemen  of  the  Whig  party,  who  had 
been  appointed  as  Magistrates,  had  also 
been  Magistrates  of  Bristol,  at  the  deplor- 
able period  in  question.  Mr.  Bengough 
was  one  of  the  gentlemen  socircumstanc^. 
Two,  also,  of  the  gentlemen  selected  from 
the  Conservative  list  were  acting  as  Ma- 
gistrates of  Bristol  at  the  time  of  the  riots ; 
so  the  exclusion  of  the  others  could  not 
have  been  upon  either  of  these  grounds. 
Some  of  the  gentlemen  excluded  were  men 
of  the  highest  station  and  respectability. 
One  was  Mr.  Daniel,  a  gentleman  of  such 
high  character  and  wortht  and  who  was 
so  highly  esteemed  and  respected  by  every 
one,  that  both  parties  had  concurred  in 
electing  him  as  the  Mayor  of  Bristol.  Upon 
what  principle  was  thisgentleman  excluded  ? 
Some  one  suggested  the  advanced  age  of 
Mr.  Daniels  but  this  could  not  be  the 
ground,  whatever  his  age  might  be.  In  the 
cases-  of  persons  in  Rochester  and  other 
places,  the  noble  Lord  had  not  considered 
age  as  any  exemption  from  corporate  office, 
and  this  could  not,  therefore,  be  made  a 
ground  of  exclusion  in  the  present  instance. 
Ho  had  thus  gone  through  a  variety  of  cases, 
and  heconceived  them  to  be  amply  sufficient 
lo  entitle  him  not  to  complain  of  the  acts  of 
tlie  noble  Lord,  but,  at  least,  to  call  upon 
bim  for  some  explanation  of  the  principles 
upon  which  he  had  proceeded  in  these  no- 
minations. When  he  found  that  in  every 
case  stated— and  there  were  very  many 
others  of  a  precisely  similar  character-- the 
noble  Lord's  preference  had  been  given  to 
persons  holding  his  own  political  opinions, 


to  the  exclusion  of  the  best  founded  claims 
on  the  part  of  persons  holding  other  opin- 
ions, he  could  not  but  think  that  there  had 
been  a  complete  departure  from  the  prin« 
ciple  that,  in  these  select  ions,  political  con- 
siderations should  have  no  influence. 
There  could  be  no  argument  in  defence  of 
these  proceedings,  founded  upon  what 
might  have  obtained  under  the  old 
Corporation  system.  The  precise  object 
of  Municipal  Reform  had  been,  todoaway 
with  all  such  abuses,  and  it  would,  there- 
fore,be  no  justification  of  these  nominations, 
to  say,  that  in  the  late  Corporations  ap- 
pointments were  made  upon  a  similar 
principle ;  Corporation  Reform  was  in- 
tendea  to  put  an  end  to  all  such  proceed- 
ings, and  to  give  the  inhabitants  of  towns 
and  cities  full  security  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  all  their  affairs,  particularly  the 
administration  of  justice,  should  be  put 
upon  an  entirely  pure  and  impartial  foot- 
ing, and  that  all  political  feeling  and 
party  spirit  should  thenceforward  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  administration  of  muni- 
cipal affairs,  so  that  all  classes  might  have 
the  fullest  confidence  in  the  persons  to 
whom  the  administration  of  their  affairs 
should  be  intrusted.  Nor  would  it  be  any 
answer  to  say,  that  in  the  case  of  county 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  one  class  of  political 
opinions  predominated.  Hon.  Members, 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  often 
made  statements  as  to  the  too  exclusive 
character  of  the  political  composition  of 
county  Magistrates,  but  whatever  might 
be  the  case  in  this  respect,  it  formed  no 
grounds  for  another  party  adopting  a 
similar  plan  of  exclusion  in  the  case  of  the 
town  Magistrates.  If  there  were  grounds 
for  complaining  of  the  selection  of  the 
county  Magistrates,  it  was  clear  they  had 
no  right  to  attempt  to  counterbalance  it 
by  instituting  a  similar  line  of  exclusive 
appointments  in  the  towns.  He  need  not 
refer  to  theory  upon  this  subject;  he  had 
but  to  refer  to  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  the  statements  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  colleagues,  to  affirm  his  po- 
sition, that  there  was  a  distinction  between 
the  executive  office  and  the  judicial,  and 
that  as  it  seemed  impossible  to  exclude  po- 
litical feelings  from  appointments  in  the 
former  case,  they  ought,  at  least,  to  be 
excluded  from  the  selections  in  the  latter. 
He  had  stated  a  few  cases  which  were  at 
variance  with  this  principle,  and  if  the 
noble  Lord  could  give  a  satisfactory  ex- 
planation upon  the  subject  to  those  par- 
2  C  2 
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ties  who  desired  to  see  a  pure  and  impar- 
tial administration  of  justice  in  the  cities 
and  towns  of  England,  his  object  would  be 
more  advanced,  than  if  the  noble  Lord 
xvvre  to  fail  in  giving  that  satisfactory  ex- 
planation. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  certainly 
would  much  rather  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man brought  the  subject  under  the  con- 
siderution  of  the  House,  than  that  the 
charge,  conveying  an  imputation  on  his 
Majesty ^  Government  for  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  selected  Magistrates  under 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  should  be 
made  where  he  had  no  opportunity 
of  giving  an  explanation.  With  regard 
to  this  question  of  the  appointment  of 
M.'igistrates,  it  would  be  recollected  by 
the  House,  that  the  first  Bill  introduced 
on  the  subject  of  Corporations  provided, 
in  conformity,  as  he  and  his  colleagues 
thought,  with  the  principle  of  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners,  not  certainly  that 
a  portion  of  the  councillors  of  these  muni- 
cipal boroughs  should  themselves  be  the 
justices,  but  that  the  two  powers  should 
not  be  totally  disjoined ;  and  in  order  to 
give  confidence  to  the  inhabitants  of  the 
towns  in  the  administration  of  justice, 
that  the  persons  nominated  to  be  placed 
in  the  commission  of  the  peace  should  be 
persons  who  had  been  previously  recom- 
mended by  the  town-council.  That  prin- 
ciple, up  to  the  endof  the  discussions  which 
then  took  place,  he  thought  the  most  fa- 
vourable to  govern  the  nomination  of  the 
Magistrates.  When  the  Bill  was  last  in  the 
House,  when  the  amendments  of  the  Lords 
were  last  discussed,  it  would  be  remem- 
bered that  he  stated,  in  conformity  with 
what  he  understood,  and  with  what,  as 
was  understood  by  friends  and  colleagues 
of  his,  had  been  stated  in  another  place 
by  those  who  framed  and  supported  the 
amendment,  that  it  would  be  as  compe- 
tent to  the  Crown,  after  the  amendment 
was  carried,  to  take  the  advice  of  the 
town-councils  as  it  was  for  the  Lord 
Ciiarcellor  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
lords-lieutenant  of  counties.  It  was 
pnrtiy  on  the  faith  of  that  declaration  of 
his  tliat  a  great  majority  of  this  House, 
who  thought  the  virtue  of  the  Bill  had 
been  a  good  deal  impaired  by  the  alter- 
ations, consented  to  adopt  those  amend- 
ments ;  that  majority  expecting  that  in 
tht>  l>oginning,  at  least,  the  clause  would 
he  acted  on  in  the  spirit  of  the  clause  as 
it  hnd  been  sent  up  to  the  Lords,  and  not 
a<;  it  had  been   amended    by  their  Lord- 


ships. Holding,  then,  to  the  ofmiioii 
which  had  been  declared  by  his  Mtgesty'ls 
Ministers  when  they  first  introduced  the 
English  Municipal  Reform  Bill^holdiii^ 
also  to  the  opinion  which  had  been  ex« 
pressed  on  it  by  the  House  of  Commons 
— holding,  likewise,  to  the  assurance 
which  he  had  given  to  the  House  in  order 
to  insure  its  agreement  to  the  amend* 
ments,  he  thought  it  necessary ,in  October 
last,  to  direct  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  to  write  a  circular  to  the  chief 
officer,  town-clerk,  or  town-council  of 
the  different  boroughs  contained  in  the 
schedules  of  the  Municipal  Reform  BilL 
That  letter,  after  mentioning  the  prec&a« 
tions  which  such  officers  were  to  take  in 
order  to  give  due  efficacy  to  the  machinery 
of  the  Bill,  concluded  in  these  terms : — 
"  I  am  likewise  to  request,  that  in  case 
your  borough  is  in  schedule  A  of  the  Act, 
you  will  make  it  publicly  known  to  the 
new  council  that  any  recommendation 
which  they  may  think  fit  to  make  of  per- 
sons qualified  to  be  intrusted  by  his 
Mcgesty  with  the  commission  of  the  peace 
for  the  borough  of  which  they  are  the 
governing  body,  will  have  its  due  weight 
with  the  advisers  of  the  Crown."  He 
directed  these  terms  to  be  used,  because 
he  thought,  while  on  the  one  hand  they 
invited  the  town-councils  to  do  that  which 
was  not  strictly  within  the  letter  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament— while  they  invited  the 
town-councils  to  recommend  persons  who 
were  fit  to  be  Magistrates,  they  at  the 
same  time  would  reserve  to  the  Crown 
the  whole  right  and  power  of  considering' 
those  recommendations,  and  of  determin- 
ing whether  the  persons  so  recommended 
by  the  town-councils  were  individuals  who 
were  fit  to  be  recommended  to  his  Ma- 
jesty for  the  administration  of  justice  in 
the  various  local  districts.  Acting  as 
he  conceived,  in  the  spirit  both  of  the 
Bill  as  it  was  originally  introduced,  and  of 
the  intentions  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
as  they  were  declared,  he  wrote  for 
those  recommendations  to  be  made,  not 
— as  it  had  been  most  absurdly  asserted 
by  some,  who  must  have  been  very 
careless  in  the  inquiries  they  made  on 
the  subject— after  knowing  the  result  of 
the  municipal  elections ^not  while  the 
town-councils  were  flushed  with  victory 
— but  when  he  must  have  been  totally 
ignorant  of  what  might  be  the  fate  of  the 
elections,  and  whether  the  great  and 
overwhelming  majority  mitrht  not  be  of 
what   the   right   hon.  Baronet  called  the 
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Conservative  party.  Therefore,  any  asser- 
tions of  the  kind  he  had  mentioned,  how- 
ever countenanced  by  an  address  carried 
in  the  House  of  Lords  for  any  circular 
letter  sent  from  the  Home-Office  on  this 
subject  in  January  last,  were  founded  on 
a  total  misrepresentation  and  perver. 
sion  of  the  conduct  which  his  Majesty's 
Glovernment  thought  fit  to  pursue,  and, 
he  must  add,  that  such  misrepresentation 
and  perversion  might  have  been  avoided 
simply  by  the  care  of  looking  into  the 
London  or  country  newspapers  of  the 
time  to  ascertain  the  date  of  the  circular. 
Well,  then,  the  period  having  arrived 
when  these  elections  had  taken  place,  the 
town-councils  of  the  various  boroughs 
began  to  consider  as  to  the  recommenda- 
tions which  they  would  make  to  the 
Crown.  So  soon  as  some  of  these  recom- 
mendations had  arrived,  it  struck  him  the 
number  of  the  individuals  selected  and 
recommended  by  the  town -councils  for 
Magistrates  being  very  disproportionate, 
that  he  might  adopt  some  rule  as  to  them 
which  would  serve  as  a  guide.  He, 
therefore,  sent  for  Mr.  Blackburne,  who 
had  acted  as  the  chief  of  the  commission, 
and  asked  him  whether,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  right  to  fix  any  limit  to  the  number 
to  be  recommended  ?  Mr.  Blackburne 
told  him  that  he  thought  it  right  to  have 
a  scale  according  to  the  populations  of  the 
difierent  towns.  He  would  not,  how- 
ever, advise  such  a  scale  to  be  strictly  and 
invariably  adhered  to,  but  it  might  be 
adopted  rather  with  a  view  to  their  con- 
venience in  fixing  the  number  which 
might  be  fit  for  any  particular  town.  The 
object  was,  that  in  general  a  certain  num- 
ber should  not  be  exceeded.  He  would 
now  show  the  House  the  nature  and  good 
sense  of  the  recommendation  of  Mr. 
Blackburne.  He  had  soon  occasion  to 
consider  the  representations  received  from 
aome  sea-port  towns.  In  those  represen- 
tations it  was  stated,  that  several  of  the 
persons  recommended  were  for  a  certain 
time  absent  from  the  town*  and  as  they 
could  not,  like  inland  places,  have  the 
continued  services  of  persons  in  constant 
residence  with  them,  if  a  fixed  number 
had  been  adopted  by  the  Home*Office, 
they  expressed  a  hope  that  there  would  be 
given  to  them  a  larger  number  of  Magis- 
trates than  was  allowed  usually.  He 
tbought  that  a  very  valid  reason.  Now, 
with  respect  to  the  places  which  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  had  fixed  on  as  the  sub- 
ject of  bi9  observations  j   the  first  was 


.Guildford,  and  there  he  said  the  recom- 
mendation included  nine  Tories  and  three 
Whigs,  but  his  Mjyesty's  Government 
had  contrived  to  alter  the  proportion,  by 
selecting  the  three  Whigs  and  only  one 
Conservative.  This  statement  proved  to 
him  the  difficulty,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  himself  suggested,  of 
fixing  a  particular  designation  of  politics 
upon  a  particular  person.  He  would  give 
an  instance  of  this  difficulty.  He  did  not 
see  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  in  his 
place,  but  he  was  sure,  as  far  as  concerned 
him,  that  he  would  not  dispute  what  he 
was  going  to  state.  The  case  of  Exeter 
was  not  a  single  instance,  but  was  one 
out  of  twenty  or  thirty.  He  was  informed 
by  his  friends  there,  of  whom  he  had 
several,  being  intimately  connected  with 
that  neighbourhood,  that  there  were  s  me 
persons  whom  they  wanted  to  be  nomi- 
nated by  the  town-council,  who  were  re- 
jected ;  of  this  rejection  they  somewhat 
complained,  though  they  admitted  it  was 
difficult  to  remedy;  but  they  said  there  were 
one  or  two  persons  who  in  their  politics 
Were  so  violent  against  everything  liberal, 
that  it  would  be  a  great  mortification,  and 
a  source  of  considerable  dissatisfaction  to 
the  whole  of  the  Liberal  party,  if  they 
were  selected  by  the  Crown  as  individuals 
to  be  placed  in  the  commission  of  the 
peaae.  Now  with  respect  to  one  of  these 
names  — there  were  about  two,  or  there 
might  be  three — having  had  occasion  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  what  he 
thought  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
town-council,  as  he  had  been  told  it 
contained  some  names  that  were  exceed- 
ingly obnoxious,  and  that  altogether  it  was 
not  a  fair  list — the  hon.  Gentleman  simwed 
him  a  private  letter  he  had  received,  in 
which  he  was  informed,  that  in  the  opin- 
ion of  his  friends  the  list  was  a  fair  one, 
and  there  the  person  whom  the  Whig 
and  Liberal  party  designated  as  so 
particularly  obnoxious  a  Tory  was 
marked  down  among  the  Liberals,  or 
Whigs.  This  showed  that  it  was  not 
safe  to  say,  that  an  individual  belonged  to 
a  particular  party,  and  was  disqualified 
on  that  account  to  act  in  the  commission 
of  the  peace.  He  was  sure  that  their 
names  and  designations  often  depended 
more  on  the  opinions  of  those  who  gave 
them  than  on  the  sentiments  of  the  indi- 
viduals themselves.  He  frequently  saw 
one  whom  he  should  call  a  moderate 
Whig  described  by  the  Conservatives  as  a 
decided  Radical^  and  by  the  Radicals  as  H 
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no  less  decided  Conservative.  In  ilie  case 
of  Guildford  there  were  several  gentlemen 
who  wished  some  individuals  to  be  nomi- 
nated Magistrates  who  had  not  been 
recommended  by  the  town-council.  It 
was  earnestly  desired  that  he  should 
recommend  to  the  Crown  two  persons  in 
particular^  of  the  highest  respectability  he 
believed  them  to  be^  and  if  they  had  been 
appointed  he  dared  to  say,  that  they  would 
have  discharged  their  duty  with  ability. 
He  did  not  doubt  their  qualifications^  but 
he  refused  at  once  to  acquiesce  in  the  pro- 
posal, because  out  of  the  twelve  named 
by  the  town-council  he  found  four  who 
were  perfectly  well  qualified  for  the  oRice* 
He  was  told,  on  inquiring  of  several  per* 
sons,  that  of  the  four  named,  two  were  Re* 
formers  and  two  were  moderate  Tories. 
That  was  the  case  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  had  named  three  Whigs 
and  one  Conservative.  He  might  accu- 
mulate instances  of  this  kind  till  midnight, 
but  he  had  surely  stated  enough  to  show 
that  in  their  attempts  to  fix  the  designa- 
tions of  party,  it  was  not  safe  to  rely  on 
the  representations  made  by  adversaries. 
Kelying  on  the  representations  he  had 
received,  he  believed  that  he  had  selected 
two  on  each  side.  He  had  no  doubt  they 
were  all  respectable  men,  but  it  did  so 
happen,  that  amongst  the  others,  there 
were  some  who  were  passed  over  because 
they  were  attorneys,  and  as  attorneys 
intimately  connected  with  the  |X)litical 
elections  of  the  borough  ["  Cheers,"]  That 
cheer  reminded  him  he  should  state  here, 
that  it  had  been  his  rule,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  generally  to  exclude 
attorneys  and  to  exclude  brewers.  There 
were  two  reasons  why  he  excluded  at- 
torneys j  one  was,  that  they  usually  had  a 
great  number  of  clients  amongst  the  in- 
habitants of  the  borough,  and  therefore, 
tliey  were  liable  to  more  suspicion  3  the 
other  reason  was,  that  they  were  often 
the  conductors  and  managers  of  all  the 
political  elections  of  the  town.  With 
respect  to  that  rule,  he  had  departed  frou) 
it  in  several  large  instances,  but  as  re. 
garded  the  appointment  of  attorneys,  who 
were  agents  of  a  political  party,  he  knew 
of  only  two  instances  in  which  he  had  de- 
parted from  it.  One  was  in  the  case  of 
Chichester,  the  individual  having  been  re- 
commended  by  a  noble  Lord  who  often^ 
he  might  say  usually,  voted  against  the  Go* 
vernment.  The  other  case  was  that  of 
Leominster.  The  person  appointed  there, 
WfM  recommended  by  another  noble  Lord 


who  always  voted  against  the  Govern- 
ment. Perhaps  some  would  say  that  he 
went  too  fur  in  appointing  those  gentle* 
men,  but  he  did  so  only  on  receiving  the 
strongest  testimony  as  to  their  respecta-* 
bility.  He  believed  the  representatiODS  of 
those  noble  Lords ;  he  was  sure  they  would 
state  nothing  but  what  they  bdieved  to 
be  strictly  true  |  but  in  making  an  exoep-t 
tion  of  that  kind  in  favour  of  a  person  so 
earnestly  opposed  to  the  Government  in 
politics,  he  surely  afforded  something 
like  a  proof  that  be  had  not  settled 
this  arrangement  for  the  appointment  of 
these  Magistrates  with  a  view  to  serve 
any  political  views  of  his  own.  The  view 
which  he  took  with  respect  to  the  political 
opinion  of  the  mi\jority  was,  that  he  ought 
certainly,  in  genera],  to  attend  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  town-couaciU  j 
but  when,  owin^  to  the  council  being 
equally  divided,  they  had  no  opportunity 
of  making  a  particular  recommendatio»j 
he  thought  he  had  a  right  to  the  selection ; 
or  when,  from  affection,  or  from  any 
other  reason,  the  council  had  named  only 
those  who  were  of  their  own  particular 
party,  he  felt  that  he  ought  to  endeavour 
to  place  on  the  commission  persons  of  dif* 
fercnt  political  principles.  He  had  acted 
on  that  principle  with  regard  to  Liver^ 
pool ;  he  advised  the  Crown  to  put 
into  the  commission  five  gentlemen  who 
were  recommended  to  him,  and  who  were 
described  as  individuals  who  were  not 
of  what  were  called  liberal  principlea. 
In  the  case  of  Hull,  a  long  list  was  sent 
to  him  which  did  not  contain  one  persoa 
of  Tory  politics.  He  appointed  here  two 
gentlemen  who,  as  he  was  told,  ware 
certainly  moderate  in  their  views,  but 
they  were  decidedly  Conservative*  In  the 
Leeds  list  there  was  only  one  gentleman 
whose  politics  were  Tory;  he  added  to 
that  one  three  others.  To  the  list  froQ 
Newcastle-on*Tyne,  he  added  the  late 
Mayor,  a  person,  he  believed,  of  great 
respectability.  There  were  certainly 
some  cases  in  which  all  the  Magia* 
trates  appointed  belonffed  to  one  party, 
there  being  no  individuals  of  the  other 
party  named  by  the  towna:ouocila  and 
he  had  not  been  able  to  select  any 
others  3  but  he  believed,  that  in  all  in- 
stances the  individuals  were  of  great  re» 
spectability,  and  fully  qualified  for  the 
duties  which  would  devolve  on  them. 
Among  the  places  named  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  there  was  also  Wigan.  Hav* 

iag  received  a  remoiwtraii^  ae  to  (be 
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niaooer  in  whic^h  tbe  list  from  that  town 
waa  composed^  he  sought  particular  in- 
formation as  to  each  of  the  individuals^ 
and  being  assured  of  their  respectability^ 
he  did  not  feel  himself  justified  in  reject- 
ing them.  He,  however,  desired  inquiries 
to  be  made  with  respect  to  some  other 
gentlemen  who  were  named  to  him  as 
pensoos  whom  it  was  desired  to  see  ap* 
pointed.  As  regarded  Rochester,  he  re- 
ceived the  recommendation  of  a  large 
body  of  persons,  supported  by  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  town  and  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  county,  who  assured  him 
of  their  respectability.  This  was  a  case 
in  which  the  town-council  being  divided, 
bad  made  no  recommendation  whatever. 
Therefore,  he  thought  himself  fully  at 
liberty  to  recommend  to  the  Crown  per- 
sons who  were  perfectly  qualified  to  keep 
the  peace,  and  to  administer  justice  in 
that  borough.  If  the  time  should  come 
when  the  town-council  would  be  able  to 
act,  he  should  be  ready  to  attend  to  any 
recommendations  which  they  might  for- 
ward* The  right  hoii.  Baronet  said,  that 
la  Coventry  the  Magistrates  were  all  of 
one  mind  on  political  subjects.  One  of 
the  Members  for  Coventry  came  to  him 
at  the  Home-OfBce,  and  said,  he  be- 
Hevefi  that  the  persons  named  were  all 
fit  individuals  to  be  in  the  commission  of 
the  peace ;  but,  with  respect  to  the  last 
lliree  or  four  on  the  list,  as  to  their  being 
men  who  entertained  liberal  political  opin- 
ions^ he  could  assure  him  that  they  were 
not.  They  did  not,  at  all  events,  vote  for 
that  hon.  Gentleman ;  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  him  that  they  had  voted  against 
hUn,  and  in  favour  of  the  Tory  candidate. 
If,  then,  they  did  not  vote  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  voted  only  for  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  it  was  evident  they  desired 
to  keep  open  one  of  the  seats,  to  allow 
one  gentleman  of  the  politics  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  be  returned  as  represen- 
tative for  Coventry.  Let  him  not  be  told, 
then,  that  these  individuals  were  violent 
pertizans.  Let  him  not  be  told,  that  they 
were  exceedingly  liberal  in  their  politics, 
when,  there  b^g  two  candidates  in  the 
field,  two  were  supporters  of  Ministers, 
and  two  were  supporters  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  they  did  not  votafor  the 
two  supporters  of  Ministers,  but,  having 
given  one  vote  on  one  side,  neutralized  it 
ny  giving  another  vote  on  the  other  side. 
They  might  be  liberal  men— they  might 
be  very  good  men  as  politicians,  but 
(Kirel^  they  were  not  such  violent  or  ar« 


ilent  partisans  that  they  ought  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  serving  as  Justices  of  the 
Peace.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  made  a 
complaint  that  the  Magistrates  for  Lei- 
cester were  all  partizans,  but  he  had  been 
assured  they  were  all  men  of  great  respect- 
ability. Then,  as  regarded  Flymouth,  he 
knew  nearly  all  those  gentlemen,  and 
they  were,  he  admitted,  all  of  them,  with 
the  exception  of  Mr.  Woolconibe,  sup- 
porters of  his,  and  decidedly  liberal  in  their 
politics.  He  was  perfectly  satisfied  as  to 
their  respectability,  and  knew  that  they 
were  fully  qualified  for  the  duties  intrusted 
to  them.  LSir  Robert  Peel  did  not  question 
the  respectability  of  those  gentlemen.] 
It  appeared  to  him  that  unless  that  were 
questioned,  there  was  no  point  in  dispute, 
for  surely  the  right  hon.  Baronet  could 
not  object  to  gentlemen  being  put  in  the 
commission  of  the  peace,  because  they 
were  not  amongst  his  supporters.  The 
Magistrates  of  Plymouth  were  all  respect- 
able men  ;  he  had  made  inquiries  and 
satisfied  himself  that  they  were  so,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  now  declared 
that  he  did  not  raise  a  question  on  that 
subject ;  their  respectability  therefore  was 
to  be  taken  for  granted.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say,  that  the  Magistrates  of  the 
towns  anymore  than  the  Magistrates  of  the 
counties  should  be  all  of  one  side  in  politics 
on  the  contrary,  it  was  better  he  should  say 
that  they  should  not  be  ;  but  at  the  same 
time  having  declared  that  he  would  give 
great  weight  to  those  recommendations  of 
the  town-councils ;  having  admitted  they 
were  competent  to  recommend,  he  would 
not  set  himself  up  as  a  superior  judge, 
and  say—"  It  is  true  you  have  recom- 
mended respectable  men,  I  know  them 
myself,  and  I  know  that  justice  will  be 
safe  in  their  hands ;  I  know  that  no 
political  bias  will  tempt  them  to  swerve 
from  the  line  of  their  duty  -,  I  know  that 
they  will  be  just,  though  in  being  so  they 
must  act  against  their  political  inclina- 
tions >  still  lam  not  satisBed,  and  I  ask  the 
town-council  to  give  me  men  of  different 
opinions,  and  you  must  choose  between 
Tory,  Whig,  and  Radical,  so  as  to  furnish 
me  with  a  fair  compound  of  the  whole*' 
If  he  had  said  this,  or  anything  like  this, 
to  the  new  town-councils,  he  would  have 
imposed  too  hard  a  duty  upon  them  ; 
and  even  when  they  had  performed  this 
hard  duty,  he  should  have  been  told,  as  he 
was  at  present,  that  those  he  had  put  into 
the  commission  were  Whigs,  when  they 
were  pot  Whigs — and  were  Conservativesj 
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when  they  were  not  so.  ThereForc  it  was 
that  he  thought  the  advisers  of  the  Crown 
were  not  bound  to  look  at'thc  politics  of  the 
i  ndividuals  recommended  to  them  as  fit 
for  the  magistracy^  nor  to  examine  how 
each  and  all  of  them  voted  at  the  last  or 
at  any  preceding  election.  If  the  advisers 
of  the  Crown  were  to  make  such  examina** 
tion,  he  did  not  know  how  they  would 
be  able  to  obtain  security  that  the  parties 
at  the  present  moment  entertained  the 
same  opinions  which  they  had  professed 
to  entertain  at  the  last  election.  There 
were  among  the  representatives  of  the 
people  many  who  had  professed  exceed- 
ingly liberal  opinions  at  the  last  election^ 
and  whoj  since  that  time^  had  not  been 
found  acting  in  that  House  as  the  ma- 
jority of  persons  professing  liberal  senti- 
ments had  a  right  to  expect.  Might  there 
not  be  amongst  the  constituents  of  those 
representatives^  men  of  the  same  sort — 
men  who,  because  they  had  given  a 
particular  vote  on  a  particular  occasion, 
or  because  they  had  taken  a  certain  part 
in  some  local  affairs,  had  been  set  down 
as  the  partizans  of  strong  political  opin- 
ions, and  yet  had  no  strong  feeling 
either  one  way  or  the  other  ?  [Sir  Robert 
Peel :  The  brewer  at  Plymouth.]  Yes, 
there  was  a  brewer  of  the  name  of  King 
appointed  a  magistrate  at  Plymouth.  By 
the  mode  in  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
reminded  him  of  that  circumstance,  it 
appeared  as  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  took 
it  for  granted  that  he  must  be  quite  inde- 
fensible in  appointing  a  brewer  a  Magis. 
trate.  The  first  case  in  which  he  had  ob- 
jected to  the  appointment  of  a  brewer  as  a 
Magistrate  was  at  Portsmouth.  And  no 
sooner  had  he  made  known  that  objection 
than  he  received  a  letter  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  that  borough,  stating  at  consi- 
derable length  the  reasons  why  he  thought 
it  wrong  for  him,  afler  the  pledge  which  he 
had  offered  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
also  to  the  town-councils,  to  make  the  cir- 
cumstance of  an  individual  being  a  brewer 
a  disqualification  for  the  magistracy,  espe* 
cially  when  he  was  recommended  as  a  fit 
person  for  it  by  the  town-council,  and  when 
tlicre  were  particular  reasons  why  the  town 
should  repose  confidence  in  his  integrity  and 
ability.  In  consequence  of  the  representa* 
tion  thus  made  to  him,  he  had  inquired 
further  into  the  matter,  and  the  result  was, 
that  he  had  put  a  brewer  into  the  commis- 
sion of  the  peace  at  Portsmouth.  There 
came  into  his  department,  subsequently, 
Qther  cases  of  a  similar  deacription.    In 


some  of  them  he  did  not  exclude  the  brewer 
from  the  magistracy,  in  otbera  he  did.    He 
did  not  exclude  a  brewer  from  the  oomaiis. 
sion  of  the  peace  in  Plymouth  ;  and  wben 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn,  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),    who  did  not 
usually  vote  with  MinisterSy  applied  to  him 
to  insert  in  the  maffistracy  a  brewer  of  that 
place,  he  wrote  back  to  him  that  he  did  not 
think  it  right,  as  a  general  rule,   to  insert 
the  names  of  brewers  in  the  commisoon  of 
the  peace,  especially  as  there  were  aeveral 
cases  in  which  the  law  expresdy  excluded 
them  from  acting  as  justices ;  but  that  if 
the  brewers  of  King's  Lynn  were,  as  he 
represented  them,  the  leading  men  oi  the 
place,  he  would  not  exclude  them  from  the 
magistracy  on  that  account,   if  they  were 
otherwise  respectable  and  intelligait  men. 
He  had  acted  upon  his  rule  with  regard,  to 
brewers  as  he  had  upon  his  rule  with  regard 
to  attomies,  making  exceptions  to  it  when- 
ever a  special  case  was  stated  to  him,  or 
whenever  a  special  recommendation  of  die 
individual  was  brought  under  his  considenk 
tion.    He  had  excluded  a  brewer  at  first 
from  the  magistracy,  but  when  he  received 
a  strong  recommendation  of  that  individual, 
assuring  him  that  he  was  looked  up  to  with 
respect  and  confidence  by  men  of  all  par- 
ties— that  he  had  already  been  five-aod* 
twenty  years  in    the  commission  of  the 
peace,  and  that  everybody  relied  with  the 
utmost  confidence  upon  his  impartiality  in 
the  administration  of  justice,  he  felt  tlmt  a 
case  was  made  out  for  the  relaxation  of  the 
rule  which  he  had  adopted  with  respect  to 
the  exclusion  of  brewers  from  the  magistivcy* 
He  came  now  to  Bristol,  and  there  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  said,  an  agreement  was 
come  to  by  which  one  of  the  parties  diose 
twelve,  and  the  other  chose  twelve.    He 
was  notaware  of  any  such  agreement  ;^  he 
was  never  informed  of  it     He  certainly 
did  receive  a  great  number  of  letters  re- 
specting the  appointment  of  magistrates  for 
Bristol,  but  none  of  them  stated  that  fact. 
Of  course,  any  person  in  his  situation,  bs 
well  as  any  person  in  the  situation  of  a 
Lord-Lieutenant,  when  any  person  was  re* 
commended  as  a  magistrate,  must  go  to 
some  one  or  other,  in  whom  confidence  waa 
placed,  to  consult  them  as  to  the  individual 
in  question.     And  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  think  it  strange,  no  doubt,  if  1>^ 
went  and  took  the  opinion  of  a  person  with 
whom  he  was  not  acquainted,  or  in  whom 
he  had  not  confidence.     The  condnsion  to 
which  he  came  upon  the  information  he  re- 
ceived with  regard  to  Bristol  was,  that  ther« 
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weie  many  of  the  pemms  recommended  hold- 
ivg  Conservative  omnions  who  ;veie  proper 
n&Tiduals  to  be  placed  in  the  commission 
of  the  peace ;  but  that  against  others  there 
were  reasons  which  were  entitled  to  con- 
siderable weight.  It  would  be  disagreeable^ 
it  would  be  invidious,  were  he,  with  re- 
spect to  Bristol,  and  in  other  cases,  to  state 
tiie  circumstances  affecting  the  individuals 
which  induced  him  to  pass  over  their 
names.  He  could  not  do  so  without  enter- 
ing into  particulars  with  respect  to  those  of 
Liberal  as  well  as  Conservative  politics, 
which,  though  they  would  reflect  no  dis- 
honour or  oisgrace  on  the  parties,  would 
nevertheless  not  prove  a  fit  subject  for 
puUie  discussion.  But  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  mentioned,  in  particular, 
the  case  of  Mr.  John  Daniel,  he  begged  to 
be  allowed  to  say  a  word  in  explanation  of 
that  matter.  He  had  been  informed  that 
Mr.  Daniel  had,  on  several  occasions,  pubu 
licly  declared  that,  at  his  present  age,  he 
found  himself  unequal  to  the  conduct  of 
public  business,  his  memory  having  so 
greatly  failed  him  that  he  could  no  longer 
rely  upon  it.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be 
a  sufficient  reason  for  not  including  Mr. 
Daniel  in  the  arrangement  which  was  to 
be  made.  His  wish  was»  to  appoint  per- 
sona who  were  able  to  undertake  practically 
all  the  duties  of  a  Justice  of  the  Peace; 
and  he  therefore  did  not  think  it  advisable 
to  put  into  the  Commission,  particularly 
when  he  had  a  choice  of  twenty-ibiu:,  a 
>  gentleman  who,  perhaps,  in  the  course  of 
three  or  four  years,  would  be  quite  unable 
to  perform  the  magisterial  duties  of  so  im- 
portant a  district.  Such  were  his  reasons 
for  the  course  he  had  taken  with  respect  to 
the  places  to  which  the  right  hon.  Beuronet 
had  alluded.  It  was  a  source  of  great 
satisfaction  to  him,  that  there  wero  only 
eight  towns  that  were  made  the  subject  of 
complaint ;  the  number  of  magistrates  ap- 
pointed, according  to  the  account  presented 
to  Parliament,  being  not  less  than  428; 
and  there  having  been  appointed  since  as 
many  as  200  or  250  more.  He  would  not 
pretend  to  say,  that  there  had  not  been  any 
persons  omitted  who  ought  to  have  been 
placed  in  the  Commission,  or  that  there 
might  not  have  been  some  individuals  ap- 
pointed who  had  not  the  discretion,  judg- 
ment, and  character,  which  entitled  them 
to  such  a  position;  but  he  could  say,  he 
did  believe  that  on  the  whole  this  list  of, 
perhaps,  600  and  more  Magistrates,  was  a 
list  of  respectable  and  intel&ent  men.  It 
iras  oertoinly  a  list  of  which  th^  majority 


entertained  liberal  politics,  but  he  belieyed 
them  to  be  individuals  who  would  not 
allow  their  politics  to  prevent  them  from 
doing  their  duty  as  Justices.  He  would 
not  say  a  word  in  disparagement  of  the 
Magistrates  of  counties,  or  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  Lords- Lieutenant  of  counties 
had  exercised  their  discretion.  He  enter- 
tained a  high  opinion  of  the  county  Ma- 
gistrates, and  thought  that  the  discretionary 
fewer  was  not  altogether  iU-placed  in  the 
^ords-Lieutenant;  but  he  would  again  say, 
he  did  believe  that  the  Magistrates  of  the 
towns  would  be  found  as  intelligent  and  as 
able,  well  and  honestly  to  administer  justice 
as  the  county  Magistrates  were  known  to 
be.  He  would  conclude  by  saying,  that  he 
was  far  from  thinking  that  anything  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  had  shown  that  there 
had  existed  on  the  part  of  the  advisers  of 
the  Crown  the  least  disposition  to  sacrifice 
the  ends  of  justice  for  the  sake  of  their 
own  political  purposes. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  had  risen  for  the  purpose  of 
replying  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tarn  worth.  How 
had  the  noble  Lord  replied  to  the  allega* 
tions  and  the  arguments  of  his  risht  hon. 
Friend  ?  Many  points  had  been  alluded  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had,  it  seemed,  felt  it  unneces- 
sary even  to  advert.  He  had  not  touched 
upon  the  case  of  Leicester,  f  Lord  John 
Russell: — Yes  I  did.]  ^he  noble  Lord 
had  just  mentioned  it,  and  passed  it  over 
with  the  most  becoming  delicacy.  What 
was  the  explanation  of  the  noble  Lord  with 
respect  to  Bristol?  The  case  of  Bristol 
was  the  strongest  that  had  been  alluded  to 
that  evening;  and  he  felt  assured  that 
neither  the  House  nor  the  country  would 
feel  satisfied  with  the  explanation  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  given.  He  was  sure 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  stated  nothing  to 
satisfy  them  why  a  gentleman  of  the 
greatest  respectability  should  be  set  aade 
in  order  to  make  way  for  some  person  of 
opposite  political  opinions.  He  had  hoped, 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  had  stated  that 
he  had  made  that  sweeping  recommendation 
to  the  Crown,  with  respect  to  the  appoint* 
ment  of  Magistrates,  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  have  been  able  to  show  that,  in  this 
respect  at  least,  he  and  his  colleagues  had 
lain  aside  that  spirit  of  party  which,  most 
unhappily  for  the  country,  had  too  long 
prevailed  in  tiiat  House,    When  the  noUe 
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Lord  rose  to  defend  his  conduct,  he  had  ex- 
pected that  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
taken  larger  and  more  extensive  grounds^ 
and  that  he  would  not  have  shrunk  for  a 
defence  into  the  circumstance^  that  in  one 
place  or  another  some  Conservatives  had 
been  appointed.  He  had  listened  with 
attention  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  he  did  not  appear  to  have  answered 
the  allegations  in  any  respect  which  had 
been  made  asainst  the  conduct  pursued  by 
the  Home  Office  in  the  appointment  of 
Magistrates.  The  noble  Lord  stated  that 
in  regulating  the  number  of  Magistrates, 
they  bad  been  influenced  hy  a  conaideratum 
of  Uie  extent  of  the  population  of  the  place 
where  the  Magistrates  were  to  exercise  their 
functions.  Now,  how  had  the  Government 
followed  out  this  principle  which  they 
declared  they  had  been  guided  by?  In 
Bath  they  had  appointed  sixteen  Magistrates 
to  a  population  of  fifty  thousand.  In 
Bristol  twenty-four  was  the  number  named 
by  the  town.council,  and  eighteen  was  the 
number  appointed  by  the  Government  to  a 
population  of  a  hundred  and  four  thousand 
persons. 

Lord  John  RfisseUj-^The  hon.  Baronet 
IB  mistaken  as  to  Bath.  The  number  of 
magistrates  appointed  to  Bath  is  twelve. 

Sir  Bichard  Fyv^an.-— That  would  not 
justify  the  noble  Lord,  for  if  the  principle 
of  regulating  the  number  of  Magistrates  by 
the  extent  of  population  were  to  be  admitted, 
if  they  gave  twelve  Magistrates  to  a  popula- 
tion of  fifty  thousand,  they  ought  at  least  to 
have  allowed  twenty-four  Magistrates  to  a 
population  of  a  hundred  and  four  thousand. 
Independent  of  population,  there  were  many 
other  circumstances  which  entitled  the  city 
of  Bristol  to  greater  consideration.  It  had 
much  more  business  than  Bath — it  was  a 
great  commercial  town,  it  was  a  seaport^ 
and  a  place  of  considerable  local  importance. 
The  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  with  respect 
to  Bristol,  and  the  absence  of  any  satisfactory 
explanations,  made  it  incumbent  on  him,  as 
the  Representative  of  Bristol,  to  rise  in  his 

?Iaoe,  and  protest  against  the  proceedings, 
fe  felt  it  necessaiy  to  allude  to  what  had 
taken  place  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Alderman 
Daniel.  He  had  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  have  been  able  to  give  some  satis- 
factory, or  something  approaching  to  a 
satisfactory,  explanation  on  this  point.  The 
noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  he  objected  to 
Alderman  Daniel  not  on  account  of  politics, 
hut  because  he  was  too  old  to  discharge  the 
Amotions  of  a  Magistrate  in  so  extensive  a 
flaoe  M  Bristol.    NoW|  what  were  the 


facts?    Mr.  Alderinen  Daniel  had  beon 
(ihosen  by  (he  corporation  to  be  mayor  of 
Bristol;    tluit   appointment   was  leooived 
with  gcffieral  satisfaction;  and  bad  not  been 
carried  into  efieot,  merely  beeause  he  himself 
had  declared  his  own  resolution  to  retire. 
To  be  chosen  mayor  over  a  population  of 
one   hundred  and  four  thousand  peraona 
was  no  proof  that,  in  the  opbion  of  bis 
fellow-citisens,  he  was  unfit  to  discbai^ 
Magisterial   functions.       Mr.    Aldermaa 
Daniel  had  been  called  the  iitther  of  iba 
corporate  body  in  Bristol,  and  he  could  only 
look  upon  the  refusal  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
oonfirm  his  appointment  as  an  evidence  of 
the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  to  mako 
iiim  out  as  one  of  those  who  were  to  be 
visited  with  the  vengeance  of  the  Govern-* 
ment  for  having  always  consistently  pur- 
sued a  certain  line  of  political  conduct. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said»  that  he  waa  in 
communication  with  many  indivlduala  con* 
necled  with  Bristol ;    would  he  inform  the 
House  who  those  individuals  were  ?    \iNQ, 
no.]    Would  then  that  noble  Lord  infbrm 
him,  whether  he  was  or  was  not  in  comma, 
nication    with  the  officers    of  a   liberel 
association  formed   at  Bristol?       Would 
that  noble  Lord  inform  that  House  why  h^ 
had  taken  twelve  individuals  of  decided 
politics  one  way,  and  rejected  aix  individual 
who   were   supposed    also    to   entertaiq 
opinions  of  a  contrary  tenor,  being  at  tho 
same  time  persona  of  the  greatest  respects 
ability?     Uespecting  Mr*  Daniel,  it  had 
bqen  urged  that  he  ^was  too  old  to  fill  the 
office  of  Magktrate ;    and  yet  the  noUe 
Lord  had  appointed  at  Norwich,  a  Colonel 
Harvey,  who  was  eighty-three  years  of 
age.     But  the  noble  Lord  was  well  aware 
of  Mr«  Daniel's  politics;  he  knew  well  that 
tlie  gentlemen  of  Bristol  had  a  considerable 
influence  over  their  fellow-citixens,    and 
that  it  was  one  of  the  few   large  placea 
where   there  was  a  Conservative  town.^ 
council.     It  was  the  only  place  almost  in 
the  kinfldom  in  which  the  principle  whigh 
the  noble  Lord  wished  to  see  carried  out  in 
the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  had  not 
been  carried  into  effect.     It  was  the  only 
place  in  which  democratic,  or,  as  they  wero 
now  generally  called,  liberal    inrincipleBb 
were  not  so  completely  predominant  as  they 
were  at  that  moment  elsewhere.    When 
the  original  opposition  to  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Daniel  was  made  hy  the  Govern* 
ment,  it  waa  thought  useless  to  ofier  any 
obstacle  to  its  path ;  and  Mr.  Fripp  waa 
elected  in  the  place  of  Mr.  Daniel,  without 

oppoaUiao^  soOp  indeed*  bjr  the  wmoiotti 
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voice  of  the  town^connciL  But  the  noble 
Lord  could  not  forget  that  Bristol  was  an 
ofienoe  to  him^  and  to  all  with  whom  he 
was  associated  in  the  Ooyernment  in  the 
year  1830.  What  had  occurred  in  the 
course  of  the  trial  connected  with  the  riots 
at  Bristol  in  that  year?  Why,  a  special 
verdict  in  favour  of  the  then  mayor,  Mr/ 
Pinney,  who  had  been  prosecuted  at  the 
suggestion  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
In  the  year  1834  (towards  the  close  of  that 
year),  when  Lord  Melbourne  was  at  Derby, 
or  some  other  central  town,  he  received  a 
deputation,  which  waited  on  him  for  the 
purpose  of  ofiering  their  condolence  on  his 
quitting  office.  In  his  reply  to  that  address, 
the  noble  Lord  spoke  of  Reform,  and  said 
that  Municipal  Reform  was  one  thing 
which  was  wanted,  because  it  was  dear 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Magistrates  of 
Bristol  rendered  it  necessary,  the  fact  being, 
that  previously  to  this  occurrence,  a  verdict 
of  their  countrymen  had  acquitted  the 
Magistrates  of  Bristol ;  and  that  acquittal 
certainly  carried  with  it  the  conviction  of 
those  who  were  connected  with  the  Home 
Department,  of  the  grossest  inattention  to 
the  preservation  of  the  peace  of  the  country, 
and  particularly  to  that  of  the  city  of 
Bristol ;  of  a  grosser  inattention  on  these 
points  than  could  have  been  well  conceived. 
Perhaps  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  go 
further  into  this  particular  matter,  and  he 
was  not  desirous  to  bring  forward  questions 
of  by-gone  politics ;  but  this  determination 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  in  the  case  of 
Bristol,  to  place  in  the  situation  of  Magis- 
trates a  majority  of  those  whom  he  thought 
devoted  to  his  interests,  or  rather  to  the 
interests  of  his  Government,  rendered  it 
necessary  that  the  Representative  of  that 
city  should  rise  in  his  place  in  that  House, 
and  protest  against  the  course  which  had 
been  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord.  In 
reference  to  the  lists  which  had  been  for* 
warded,  a  division  took  place  in  the  Council 
upon  three  individuals  who  had  been  named, 
who  were  known  to  be  men  of  what  were 
tenned  liberal  opinions,  and  yet  they 
remained  on  the  roll  of  Magistratea.  Now 
it  should  be  recollected^  that  in  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  on  the  Munidpal 
Corporation  Bill,  the  Commissioners  said: — 

**  The  party  spirit  which  pervades  the  muni- 
cipal councils,  extends  itself  to  the  Magistracy 
which  is  appointed  by  those  bodies,  and  from 
their  members^  The  Magistracy  are  usually 
chosen  from  the  aldermen,  and  the  aldermen 
are  generally  political  partisans.  Hence,  even 

in  those  cases  Id  which  injostice  is  not  abso* 


lately  committed,  a  strong  suspicion  of  it  is 
excited}  and  the  local  tribunals  cuase  to  inspire 
respect.  The  corporate  Magistrates,  generally 
speaking,  are  not  looked  upon  by  the  inhabit- 
ants with  either  favour  or  respect,  and  are 
often  regarded  with  positive  distrust  and  dis- 
like.'' 

Had  the  noble  Lord  acted  upon  that  prin- 
dple  ?  Had  he  not  rather  acted  as  a  parti, 
san,  by  admitting  politics  to  interfere  with 
the  high  and  important  functions  with 
which  he  was  intrusted?  If  the  noble 
Lord  were  guided  by  the  opinions  of  the 
town^coundl  as  to  the  Magistrates  to  be 
appointed  for  Bristol,  should  not  the  noble 
Lord  have  naturally  entered  into  an  exa- 
mination of  the  objections  raised  in  the 
town-council  ?  Now  about  three  of  those 
who  were  connected  with  the  noble  Lord 
in  politics,  a  division  took  place — and  yet 
those  three  names,  he  could  tell  the 
House,  were  allowed  to  remain  on  the 
roll  of  Magistrates.  He  was  not  present 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  brougnt  thi^ 
subject  forward ;  nor  did  he  know  bow  he 
had  applied  his  observations  to  the  choice 
of  some  Magistrates  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  the  rejection  of  six  individuals 
connected  with  Bristol.  About  a  fort- 
night since  he  had  recdved  information 
from  Bristol,  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
contemplate  continuing  on  the  roll  those 
three  to  whom  objections  had  been  made 
in  the  town -council — a  sacrifice  was  to  be 
made  of  the  opposite  party,  and  six  were 
to  be  rejected,  as  a  compensation.  He  did 
not  bdieve  this  at  the  time.  He  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  not  go  so  far 
in  injustice — ^he  contended  that  the  three 
would  be  rejected ;  but  when  he  heard 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  rejected  the 
three,  but  that  he  had  rejected  the  six  of 
opposite  opinions  to  his  own — when  he 
found  that  the  noble  Lord  had  been  carried 
so  far  by  the  spirit  of  partisanship,  he  said 
that  he  only  waited  for  what  he  considered 
might  be  had,  circumstantial  evidence  in 
proof,  that  in  doing  this  the  noUe  Lord 
was  animated  by  corrupt  motives.  Any 
Minister  of  the  Crown  who,  for  the  sake 
of  promoting  the  party  to  which  he  belongs 
does  such  acts  as  these,  is  euilty  of  corrupt 
motives.  He  was  sorry  tnat  tliia  question 
had  not  been  postponed,  as  he  had  the 
strongest  reason  for  believing  he  could  give 
additional  proofs  why  the  noble  Lord  pur- 
sued the  course  that  had  been  adopted  by 
him.  He  did  think  diat  what  had 
occurred  on  that  occasion  might  tend  to 
prove  that  the  course  adopted  wt  je^  i^ 
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the  House  of  Lords>  with  repect  to  the 
power  to  be  given  to  the  towns  of  nomi- 
nating Magistrates,  was  not  calculated   to 
be  productive  of  all  the  good  effects  which 
had  been  anticipated   from  it.     He  was 
glad  this  opportunity  was  afforded  to  him 
of  explaining  his  conduct  upon  another 
occasion.     The  other  day,  upon  the  divi- 
sion on  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  respecting 
the  Irish   Municipal  [Bill,  which  had  been 
read  a  third  time  on  the  previous  night, 
and  was  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  he 
had  abstained  from  voting;  and  in  doing 
so,  he  considered  he  was  taking  as  decided 
a  part  as  gentlemen  who  had  voted  upon 
the  one  side  or  the  other.     He  objected  to 
the  ^ving  great  powers  to  the  Crown  in 
any  instance;  he  objected   to  the  taking 
any  powers  from  the  people,  with   which 
they  were  now  vested.    Now  they  saw  the 
proof  of  giving  to  any  Administration,  of 
conferring  on^  the  Crown,   the  power  of 
choosing  Magistrates — a  power  which  the 
people  formerly  exercised.      Here   was  a 
case  where  the  Tories,  being  the  majority,  to 
their  honour,  consented  that  the  half  of 
the   Magistrates  might  be  liberal.      The 
people  acted  justly — the  Crown  unjustly. 
The  noble  Lord  was  the  responsible  Minister 
of  the  Crown ;  and  when  he  spoke  of  the 
Crown,  he  only  referred  to  the  responsi-' 
bility  of  the  noble  Lord,  who  had  in  this 
instance  shown  himself  to  be  a  partisan. 
The  noble  Lord  stated,  that  he  was  not 
aware  of  what  had  taken  place  in  the 
towu-coundl.     Then  the  noble  Lord  was 
badly  informed;   and  he  could  not  help 
saying,  that  it  was  most  remarkable,  when 
the  noble  Lord  had  declared  it  to  be  his 
determination  to  decide  who  ought  or  ought 
not  to  be   rejected,   he  would   take    the 
recommendation  of  the  town-council ;  and 
yet  he  did  not  attend  in  this  instance  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  town-council 
when  it  affected  the  appointment  of  those 
who    were    opposed    to  him  in  political 
opinions.      He  came  back   again  to  the 
question  of  the  nomination  of  Magistrates, 
and  he  said,  he  never  wished,  with  respect 
.to    the    municipal    institutions    of    this 
country,  to  take  a  power  from  the  people 
which  already  existed.     That  power  al- 
teady  existed  in  law,  and  was  sanctioned 
by  the^  constitution ;  but  when  the  noble 
Lord  or  any  other  man  took  advantage  of 
his^  position  to  head  a  party  in   Bnstol, 
united  for  objects  not  defin&l,  but  which 
the  noWe  Lord  must  have  heard  of,  then 
be  would  say  that  the  country,  governed 


by  such   Ministers,    ivas   on   the  road  to 
revolution.     It  was  a  proof  to  the  people 
of  this  country  that    there  was   no  middle 
course  to  be  pursued — that   men    would 
not  be  allowed  to  hold  opinions  without 
suffering  for  them,    hj   the  act  of  those 
who  were  not  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
but    the    Ministers    oi    others   than    the 
Crown,  and  by  whom    affiurs  were  rega-* 
lated,  whether  in  Bristol,  Liondon,  or  in 
Ireland,  or,  he  would   add,  in   any  other 
part  of  the  kingdom.     Before  he  sat  down, 
he  would  wish  to  call  upon  the  noble  Lord 
to    state  his  personal    objections    against 
those  Magistrates  of  Bristol  ivho  had  been 
rejected.     He  called  upon  the  noble  Lord 
to  name  his  adviser.  The  noble  Lord  might 
do  so;  because  no  objection  was  made  to 
Mr.  Daniel  but  one,  and   that  was  a  per- 
sonal more  than  a  physical  objection.     He 
could  not  see  why  the  House  ought  not  to 
be  acquainted  with  the  grounds  of  the'  ob- 
jection, and  with  whom   they  originated, 
when  the  noble   Lord  believed   them  in 
secret  to  be  fabrications.      He  must  say, 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  rose  to  reply,  he 
did  expect  from    him    an     answer    more 
detailed  and  more  substantial,  and  that  he 
would,  at  least,  have  defended  the  charac 
ters  of  those  whom  he  had  selected.    He 
was  disappointed  upon  that  subject.    What 
the  noble  Lord  had  said  would  ^  forth  to 
the  country.     The  effect  must  be,  that  the 
character  of  the  noble  Lord  would  not  rise 
in  the  estimation  of  the  public  as  a  sn^ 
preme  Minister  of  justice;   it  would  not 
rise  in  their  estimation  as  an  adviser  of  the 
Crown;  nor  would  it  add  to  the  dignity 
and  honour  of  the  sovereign. 

Mr.   Bemal  very  much  lamented  that 
the  hoD.  Baronet  had,  in  discussing  this 
subject,   been  excited  to  what  he   must 
consider  an  unnecessary  degree  of  heat. 
From  the  manner  in  which  thesul^ect  had 
been  opened  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
he  certainly  never  could  have  expected, 
that  it  could  have  led  to  the  imputation  of 
corrupt  motives.    The  tone  adopted  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol,  was  one  not 
befitting  the  subject ;  for  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  entertained  seriously  what 
he  had  stated— if  he,  had  felt  seriously  the 
sentiments  which  he  had  just  given  utter- 
ance to — he  said  then  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  hon.   Baronet  to  come  forward  and 
impeach  his  noble  Friend.    A  gentlemtn 
of  the  intelligence  and  ability  of  the  hon. 
Baronet— the  Representative  of  a  city— the 
Representative  of  a  large  and  populous  con- 
stituency—the Representatire  of  100,000 
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persons— one  to  whom  great  responsibility 
and  weight  attached — how  a  Member  so 
situated y   could  lightly  attribute  corrupt 
motives  to  a  Minister  of  the  Grown  he  did 
not  understand.      A  person  so  situated 
should  not    seek  to  wound  by  an  inci- 
dental shaft  from  his  quiver.  He  certainly 
should  not  make   such  an    attack  in   a 
partial  discussion,   but  ought,  distinctly 
and  plainly,  to  bring  forward  such  a  charge 
in  a  manner  that  it  could  be  dealt  with  by 
the  House.     He  would  wish  now  to  call 
back  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject  opened  by  the  right  hon.  Member. 
This  unfortunate  discussion,  for  debate  he 
could  not    call    it,  must   bring  forward 
several  Gentlemen  from  the  various  places 
that  had  been  alluded  to,  for  the  House 
was  ignorant  of  the  facts  stated,  and  the 
accuracy  of  the  allegations  that  had  been 
made.      It    was   unfortunate    that   this 
should  have    occurred,    as  it  prevented 
several  hon.  Members,  whose  Motions  were 
on  the  paper,  from  bringing  them  forward. 
Reference  had  been   made  to  the  city 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent. 
In  the  case  of  the  city  of  Rochester,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that  five 
out  of  the  six  Magistrates  who  had  been 
appointed,  were  Liberals.  *He  would  not 
mince  the  matter — he  would  boldly  declare 
at  once  that  the  whole  number — yes !  all 
of  them  were  men  of  liberal  opinions. 
Three  of  them  never  had  been  electors  for 
that  city  ;  and  as  to  their  opinions,  they 
were  not  those  of  to-day,  but  they  were 
those  which  they  had  through  life  cherished 
and  maintained.     With  reference,  how- 
evefy  to  the    Gentlemen  who  had  been 
alluded  to,  he  could  only  say,  that  there 
was  no  further  recommendation  made  to 
the   Home  Office    on    their  behalf  than 
this — ^that  he  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kent  accompanied    a    deputation    from 
Rochester,  who  recommended,  and  most 
earnestly     recommended,     those     gen- 
tlemen.    Now  in  the  case  of  Rochester, 
it   was  a   well-known  fact,  parties  were 
completely  balanced  in  Corporation  mat- 
ters ;  there   being  in   the  Town> Council 
nine  on    the  one  side^  and  nine  on  the 
opposite  side.      The    consequence    had 
therefore  been,  that  they  could  come  to 
no  agreement  on  any  question— every  thing 
was  in  fact  nollified.     They  had  not  even, 
at  this  day,  agreed  upon  the  elections  of 
Mayor  or  assessors.    Therefore  it  was  not 
to  be  expected  that  any  recommendation 
could  eroanate    from  a  body  so  consti- 


tuted ;  and  how,'  he  would  ask,  could  his 
noble  Friend  listen,  as  he  would  under 
other  circumstances,  to  a  recommenda- 
tion of  a  Town-Council  as  the  proper 
and  competent  body  to  recommend  par* 
ties  for  his  approval  ?  Then,  with  re- 
ference to  an  understanding,  which  had 
been  mentioned  as  having  been  come  to 
with  the  Town-Council,  he  had  received 
a  letter  begging  him  to  deny  the  asser- 
tion altogether.  He  was  directed  to 
say,  that  no  such  understanding  was 
ever  come  to ;  that  of  the  parties  named, 
two  or  three  of  those  parties  were  Mem- 
bers of  the  Town-Council.  There  were 
two  or  three  Magistrates  under  the  old 
regime  who  would  continue  in  office  till 
the  1st  of  May.  There  were  eight  Ma- 
gistrates of  Rochester;  the  other  two 
being  the  past  Mayor  and  the  last  Mayor, 
who  professed  different  political  opinions. 
He  would  say,  if  those  men  were  correct 
in  their  moral,  character,  and  had  mental 
powers  to  decide  on  those  various  points 
which  came  under  their  notice,  and  the 
Town-Council  joined  in  recommending 
those  men  to  the  noble  Lord,  he  thought 
it  was  his  duty  to  attend  to  that  recom- 
mendation, always  reserving  to  himself 
that  discretion  which,  as  a  servant  of  the 
Crown,  he  ought  to  retam.  If  any  blame 
or  any  censure  were  intended  to  be  cast 
upon  his  noble  Friend,  he  was  ready  to 
take  that  blame  in  this  instance,  entirely 
upon  himself,  and  he  called  upon  any 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say,  whether  he  con- 
sidered that  he  (Mr.  Bernal)  had  any 
cause  for  shame  in  the  part  he  had  taken. 
The  case  of  Rochester  was  then  a  decided 
exception,  and  he  did  not  know  how  an 
objection  could  be  made  to  what  had  been 
done  by  his  noble  Friend,  who  had  in  this 
instance  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  exercise  a 
proper  discretion  in  the  appointment  of 
Magistrates  for  that  place.  An  objection 
had  been  made  to  the  course  pursued  to- 
wards Alderman  Daniel,  and  the  case  of 
Alderman  Baker  was  referred  to.  Now 
he  could  say  of  the  latter  that  he  was  a 
gentleman  of  property,  and  of  most  ac- 
tive mind,  but  who,  since  his  list  had 
been  transmitted,  had  been  attacked  with 
a  serious  illness ;  but  who,  when  he  had 
the  pleasure  of  seeing  him  last  year,  was 
as  active  in  mind  and  body  as  any  Gentle- 
man he  saw  before  him,  and,  he  would  add, 
no  man  was  more  to  be  respected  for 
his  ability  and  property.  He  felt  bound 
to  say,  that  he  saw    nothing  in  the  ap- 
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pointment  of  the  Magistrates  in  con- 
nexion  with  the  new  TownXouQcils  to 
justify  the  attacks  that  had  been  made. 
Mr.  Goulbum  was  not  surprised  that  his 
bon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  should 
come  to  a  different  conclusion  from  him 
upon  this  question.  He  always  maintained 
that  the  professing  of  particular  political 
opinions  should  not  exclude  any  person 
Arom  holding  the  commission  of  the  peace; 
and  he  only  now  desired  that  a  difference 
of  opinion  from  what  predominated  in  the 
Government  should  not  be  deemed  an  in- 
superable bar  to  the  magisterial  office. 
The  Government  which  consulted  party 
politics  in  those  appointments  certainly 
did  not  do  their  duty.  His  hon.  Friend 
who  had  last  addressed  the  House  said 
that  representatives  had  a  right  to  recom- 
mend to  those  appointments.  No  doubt 
the  recommendations  mcuie  by  his  hon. 
Friend  were  honestly  and  conscientiously 
made;  but,  however  strong  his  impress^ 
ion  of  the  fairness  of  his  hon.  Fiiend's 
motives  might  be,  those  who  were  not  so 
well  acquainted  with  him,  and  who  knew 
the  political  opinions  which  he  entertained 
might  be  apt  to  look  upon  his  recommen- 
dation with  suspicion.  This  must  be  parti- 
cularly the  case  as  regarded  Rochester, 
where  opinions  were  so  equally  balanced. 
He  did  not  object  to  his  hon.  Friend's  in- 
terference, but  he  did  object  to  the  acqui- 
escence of  Ministers,  who,  on  so  delicate 
a  point,  ought  to  have  resorted  to  sources 
of  information  more  free  from  the  suspicion 
which  must  be  attached  to  such  a  recom- 
mendation by  all  who  had  not  the  plea- 
sure of  knowing  his  hon.  Friend  as  well 
as  he  knew  him.  If,  as  the  noble  Lord 
saidt  he  made  the  recommendation  of 
councils  one  of  his  principal  motives  in 
these  appointments,  how  happened  it 
that,  whilst  the  recommendations  of 
others  were  attended  to,  those  from  Con- 
servative councils  were  neglected  ?  With 
regard  to  the  charge  of  taking  by  surprise, 
which  had  been  brought  against  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
he  would  say,  that  it  was  the  wish  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  to  have  the  question 
brought  forward  this  evening.  His  right 
hon.  Friend,  not  wishing  to  disturb  the 
progress  of  business,  by  bringing  it  on 
in  a  Committee  of  Supply,  gave  notice  that 
he  should  take  another  opportunity ;  and 
it  was  now  before  the  House  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
wopld  conclude  by  stating  it  as  his  opin- 


ion that  the  expIanatioD  of  the  noUe 
Lord  was  by  no  means  aatisfaotory.  From 
his  own  explanation,  it  appeared  that  he 
had  laid  down  a  particolar  niie  for  bis 
guidance  with  regard  to  these  appoint- 
ments, and  at  the  same  time  the  noble 
Lord  admitted  that  this  rule  had  not  beea 
equally  applied. 

Lord  John  Russell  rose  to  explain.    If 
any  fault  had  been  comoiitted  in  bringing 
on  this  discussion  to-day,  that  fault  cer- 
tainly did  not  rest  with    the    right  bon. 
Member  for  Tamworth,  but   was    owing 
entirely  to  himself.     He   bad    been    in- 
formed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  be 
intended  asking  some  questions  with  re- 
spect to  the  appointment   of  Munictpsi 
Magistrates,  and  perceiving    that    those 
questions  materially  affected   himself  ia 
respect  to  his  conduct  as    a    responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  he  certainly  felt 
most  anxious  that  those  questions  should 
be  heard  and  disposed  of  before  the  boli-^ 
days.    The  noble  Lord  then  proceeded: 
I  have  no  right,  nor  do  I  pretend  to  any 
right,  to  lind  fault  with  the  hoo.  Baronet 
opposite    (Sir   R.    Vyvyan)    for   baviog 
uttered    the   expressions  which    he    hu 
thought  proper  to  make  use  of.    As  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  the  hon.  Baronet 
has  a  perfect  right  to  use  such  expressions 
in  respect  to  the  conduct  of  a  responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown.    But  I  do  say 
that  1  shall  have  a  right   to  find  fault 
with  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  I  shall  have  a 
right  to  cast  censure  on  the  conduct  <if 
the  hon.  Baronet  as  a  calamniator,    'f 
having  accused  me  of  corrupt  conduct,  he 
does  not  immediately,  and  without  loss  of 
time,  bring  that  question  to  a  decision.   I 
am  ready  to  abide  the  issue  of  that  dS'* 
cision,  knowing  as  I  do  that  that  charge 
of  corrupt  conduct  is  false  and  unfoooded. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan,  First  of  ftU  I 
admit  that  I  used  the  words  ^'corropt 
conduct;"  and  that  T  used  them  in  re* 
fereoce  to  the  noble  Lord.  I  did  aceivfe 
the  noble  Lord  of  corrupt  conduct;  and 
I  used  the  words  corrupt  conduct  in  this 
sense,  namely,  in  the  case  where  a  Minis* 
ter  of  the  Crown  acts  with  partiality  in  s 
matter  of  justice,  when  he  uses  the  power* 
with  which  he  is  invested  corruptly  for  the 
advancement  of  the  interests  of  his  party* 
Now  I  repeat,  that  the  noble  Lord's  coe* 
duot  ever  since  he  has  been  a  responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  has  been  more  er 
less  calculated  to  advance  the  interests  of 
the  party  to  which  he  belongs.    J  mttn 
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ttaia  ID  the  tame  full  and  entire  sense  q( 
he  words  in  which  I  ever  meant  it. 

Mr.  Pouleti  Thornton^  I  am  at  a  loss 
40  know  what  the  hon«  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  means  ?  If  he  means  to 
say  that  my  noble  Friend,  and  ihe  Go- 
•vernment  to  whicU  he  belongs,  have 
acted  so  as  to  advance  the  interests  of 
their  party,  meaning  by  those  words  the 
great  interests  which  are  so  well  under- 
stood to  be  connected  with  that  party-*- 
that  is»  the  interests  which  he,  my  noble 
Friend,  and  his  party  have  ever  considered 
just  and  right^«»then  I  fully  admit  the 
charge  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  But  if  the 
hon.  Baronet  means,  what  the  words  in- 
deed seemed  to  imply  both  to  me  and 
other  Members  in  the  House^if  the  hon. 
Baronet  means  to  insinuate  that  my  noble 
Friend  and  the  Grovernment,  in  making 
these  appointments,  have  been  actuated  by 
-corrupt  motives,  then  let  the  hon.  Baronet 
declare  that  the  words  he  has  used  came 
from  him  in  a  moment  of  heat  and  eicite- 
ment,  and  nobody  will  make  more  full 
^allowance  for  words  uttered  under  such 
circumstances  dian  myself.  liCt  the  hon 
Baronet  do  this ;  or  if  not,  let  him  follow 
•out  the  charge  in  a  manner  which  becomes 
him  as  a  Member  of  Parliament — let  him 
adopt  that  course  which  an  honest  Member 
of  Parliament  is  bound  to  follow,  and  let 
him  lay  upon  the  Table  a  particular  and 
-distinct  accusation  against  my  noble 
Friend  and  the  Government  to  which  he 
'belongs.  One  of  these  two  courses  is 
open  to  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  one  of  them 
he  will  take,  unless  he  means  that  very 
•little  care  and  very  little  attention  indeed 
.shall  be  paid  to  anything  he  may  here- 
after say. 

The  Speaker :  1  beg  to  say  a  few  words. 
So  far  as  concerns  the  rules  of  the  House 
'  I  have  felt  under  very  considerable  diffi- 
'culty  on  the  present  occasion  ;  but  it  is 
desirable  that  this  matter  should  not  be 
suffered  to  remain  wKhout  being  brought 
to  some  clear  understanding.  I  will  first 
state  my  apprehension  of  the  circumstances 
of  this  case.  I  heard  the  hon.  Baronet 
state,  that  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord 
had  been  corrupt,  and  hearing  those  words, 
.  i  was  in  doubt  whether  the  hon.  Baronet 
did  not  mean  to  say,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  acted  from  corrupt  motives.  Under- 
standing the  observations  in  this  sense, 
•  my  first  impression  was,  that  I  should  rise 
and  remind  the  hon.  Baronet  that  no  hon. 
Member  was  not  justified  in  attributing 


motives  to  another  hon.  Member*  But 
the  hon.  Baronet  has  since  followed  up 
those  words  by  an  explanation  wbieh  at 
once  put  an  end  to  my  doubts ;  for  it  ap^ 
pears  to  me  from  that  explanatiob,  that 
the  hon.  Baronet,  in  using  those  words, 
intended  to  exercise  his  right  as  a  Member 
of  Parliament,  to  prefer  a  distinct,  precise, 
and  grave  charge  against  the  noble  Lord  ; 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  to  the  best  of 
my  judgment,  such  a  charge  is  not  one 
to  be  explained  away  by  a  general  state- 
ment such  as  that  last  made.  A  grave 
charge,  that  the  noble  Lord  has  exercised 
corruptly,  his  powers  with  reference  to  mat- 
ters touching  the  administration  of  justice 
has  been  made,  and  it  is  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  to  determine  whether 
a  charge,  so  grave  and  distinct,  can  be  ex- 
plained as  he  has  explained  it,  or  whether 
It  mean  what  the  Words  imply. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  had  risen  seve- 
ral times  in  the  course  of  this  discussion, 
when,  if  he  had  been  fortunate  enough  to 
have  caught  the  Speaker's  eye,  he  in- 
tended to  have  moved,  that  the  words 
used  by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  should 
be  taken  down.  He  had  risen  at  the 
very  moment  the  words  had  been  uttered 
for  that  purpose,  because  he  thought  the 
words  of  such  importance  that  they  ought 
to  be  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  He  really  did  regret  the  tone  and 
temper  the  hon.  Baronet  had  displayed. 
He  did  not  complain  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tarn  worth,  who  had  done  no 
more  than  was  his  right,  to  express  him- 
self upon  parts  of  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment which  he  thought  objectionable. 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated,  upon  testi- 
mony not  to  be  contradicted,  that  he  de- 
termined upon  a  rule  for  his  conduct  be- 
fore he  knew  the  turn  that  the  elections 
would  take,  and  had  thus  shown  his  fair- 
ness. He  gave  the  noble  Lord  credit  for 
the  manly  way  in  which  he  had  asserted, 
that  his  opinion,  as  to  the  parties  whose 
recommendation  in  the  appointment  of 
Magistrates  should  be  taken,  had  not  been 
altered  since  the  Bill  was  sent  into  the 
House  of  Lords, — when  he  said  that  though , 
by  the  letter  of  the  law,  the  election  was 
left  to  his  Majesty,  he  would  take  into  full 
consideration  the  recommendations  of  ihe 
councils  of  the  difierent  boroughs.  These 
were  strange  tiroes ;  at  least  he  thought 
they  were  when  he  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge,  declare  it  to  have  been  al- 
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ways  his  opinion,  that  the  selection  of  Ma- 
gistrates should  be  made  indiscriminately 
from  persons  of  different  opinions  in  poli- 
tics. Where  were  all  the  Irish  Members 
when  he  made  that  assertion  ? — and  how 
had  the  complaints  which  were  made,  year 
after  year,  and  month  after  month,  of  his 
appointments  when  he  filled  the  office  of 
Secretary  of  State  been  disposed  of.  The 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Bristol,  said, 
that  within  a  few  years  party  spirit  had 
shewn  itself  in  the  boroughs^  Had  that 
manifested  itself  within  the  last  few  years? 
What  had  the  conduct  of  the  Tory 
Government  exhibited  but  party  spirit, 
— one  would  have  supposed,  considering 
the  virtuous  indignation  with  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  attacked  the  present  pro- 
ceedings, that  party  spirit  was  utterly  un- 
known to  him  and  his  friends.  This  was 
one  of  the  wonders  of  the  age.  Where 
had  he  been  that  all  the  proceedings  of 
his  party  had  so  suddenly  escaped  his 
memory?  Did  the  hon.  Baronet^  the 
Member  for  Bristol,  think  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  would  be  doing  their 
duty  to  themselves  or  the  country,  if,  re- 
fusing to  listen  to  the  voice  of  the  people, 
they  were  to  put  the  nomination  of  the 
Magistrates  into  the  hands  of  their  oppo- 
nents ?  Did  he  think  that,  brought  into 
the  Government,  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
people,  they  could  possibly  display  any 
greater  act  of  weakness,  than  to  appoint 
individuals  of  the  opposite  party,  who, 
the  very  first  moment  they  had  an  oppor- 
tunity, would  use  their  influence  to  thwart 
all  their  plans  for  the  benefit  of  the  coun- 
try, and  to  oppose  those  by  whose  kind- 
ness they  were  appointed?  In  this  re- 
spect the  whole  system  upon  which  the 
Government  had  proceeded,  during  the 
present  and  the  last  Session,  was  opposed 
to  the  opinions  of  the  public,  and  those  of 
their  best  friends.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  noble  Lord,  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
to  support  liberal  measures,  to  keep  out  of 
the  hands  of  his  opponents  the  means  of 
thwartbg  the  Government,  and  to  refrain 
from  adopting  sucli  a  trimming  course  of 
policy  as  must  offend  his  own  friends, 
without  giving  satisfaction  to  his  oppo- 
nents* He  was  as  anxious  as  any  roan 
to  see  the  sources  of  justice  unpolluted ; 
but  when  he  saw  the  opposition  now  made 
to  Government,  and  saw  the  state  of  the 
counties,  crowded  with  Tory  Magistrates — 
when  he  saw  Lord  Lieutenants  using  the 
power  placed  in  their  hands  in  opposition 


to  the  measures  of  his  Miyesty's  Hinistefs 
— the.  noble  Lord,  he  must  say,  should 
take  care  not  to  place  additional  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  party  represented  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  nothing 
could  be  more  desirable  than  that  the  Ma* 
gistracy  should  act  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  and  feelings  of  the  community; 
but  would  hon.  Members,  who  found  fault 
with '  the  course  adopted  by  the  noble 
Lord,  say  that  this  had  been  the  case  to 
past  years  ?  No.  Was  it  the  case  in 
the  old  boroughs  ?  It  was  not,  and  this 
was  the  source  of  the  dissatisfaction  whidi 
prevailed  in  them.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
spoken  of  the  weakness  of  his  Majesty*s 
Ministers  with  respect  to  Bristol,  but 
there  the  evil  of  the  rotten  corporations 
was  exhibited.  If  the  Magistrates  of 
Bristol  had  acted  in  accordance  with  the 
feelings  of  the  people^  the  disturbances 
would  never  have  risen  to  any  height. 
What  could  be  more  necessary  than  that 
the  Magistrates  should  have  the  respect  and 
confidence  of  those  over  whom  they  were 
to  preside,  and  among  whom  they  were 
to  administer  the  law  ?*-and  what  could 
be  more  praiseworthy  than  the  disposition 
the  noble  Lord  had  shewn  to  comply  with 
the  wishes  of  the  people  ?  The  case  of 
Leicester  had  been  alluded  to.  He  had 
received  a  letter  from  that  place  the  other 
day,  written  under  the  idea  that  the  pro- 
ceedings there  would  have  been  made 
matter  of  complaint  here.  Was. there  no 
partiality  then  shown  in  the  selection  of 
Magistrates  at  Leicester  under  the  old 
system  ?  The  whole  of  them  were  out- 
and-out  Tories,  enemies  to  Reform, 
and  supporters  of  every  kind  of  corrup- 
tion; using  not  only  the  prbperty  legiti- 
mately placed  at  their  disposal,  but  the 
property  of  the  public,  in  forwarding  their 
own  party  views  and  objects;  and  so 
grievous  was  the  burden  imposed  upon 
the  inhabitants  by  these  means,  that 
there  was  not  one  of  the  old  rotten 
corps  left  as  soon  as  the  opinion  of 
the  people  obtained  any  influence.  By 
a  statement  he  held  in  his  hand,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  amount  of  the  assessment 
of  the  Tories,  who  voted  in  this  election, 
was  15,000/.,  while  that  of  the  Liberals 
amounted  to  between  17,000/.  and 
18,000/. — and  the  Liberals  had  swept  away 
the  old  rotten  corporations,  and  had  placed 
in  their  stead  members  of  the  council  who 
were  never  yet  contaminated  by  any  cor- 
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nipt  proceedings  whatever.  Out  of  these 
iDcltiaing  the  alderman,  there  were  twelve 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  the 
rest  were. Dissenters, — and  what  was  their 
recommendation  ?  They  recommended  six 
Dissenters,  and  four  membersof  the  Church 
of  England  as  Magistrates.  Did  the  hon. 
Baronet  think  that  the  noble  Lord  acted 
improperly  in  approving  of  the  recom- 
mendation t  —  [Sir  Richard  Vyvyan, — 
yes.]  There  was  no  other  hon.  Member 
in  the  House  who  would  agree  with  the 
hon.  Baronet.  It  was  impossible  that 
any  blame  could  be  attributed  to  the 
noble  Lord.  In  the  county  of  Leicester, 
with  the  exception  of  one  or  two  Liberals 
the  Magistrates  were  Tories  to  a  man. 
It  had  been  stated  by  an  hon.  Member, 
DOW  the  mayor  of  the  town,  that  his  father, 
one  of  the  oldest  of  the  Magistrates,  had 
been  excluded  by  party  spirit,  and  was 
excluded  to  this  day.  Before  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  tells  us  to  look  at  the 
appointments  made  in  the  towns,  let  him 
look  to  the  state  of  the  counties.  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Norfolk  had  de- 
signated his  Majesty's  Ministers  by  all  the 
opprobrious  names  possible,  telling  the 
people  they  were  unworthy  of  their  situa- 
tion, and  talking  about  producing  a  revo- 
lution. Why  was  not  Colonel  Wode- 
house  struck  out  of  the  Commission? 
When  we  see  certain  persons  taking  an 
avowedly  hostile  part,  it  was  too  much  to 
expect  the  House  to  listen,  as  it  had  done, 
to  the  statement  which  had  been  made, 
without  feeling  indignation.  Let  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Bristol,  go 
on  with  his  charge.  He  challenged  the 
hon.  Baronet.  After  what  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  repeatedly  said,  he  could  not  con- 
sistently retract ;  he  was  bound  to  go  on, 
and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  would  im- 
peach the    Ministers. 

Sn*  Robert  Peel^  with  respect  to  the 
charge  brought  against  him  of  having 
brought  forward  this  motion  out  of  his 
turn,  to  the  prejudice  of  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  entered  motions  for  to-night, 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  explain 
in  order  to  show  that  that  charge  was  not 
well  founded.  The  facts  were  these  :— 
He  gave  notice  last  night  of  his  intention 
to  bring  this  subject  forward,  and  at  the 
same  time  stated,  that  it  would  probably 
be  fery  late  before  he  should  be  able  to 
do  so.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  expressed  his 
anxiety  that  the  subject  should  be  brought 
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on  to  day  and  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  acquiesced, 
at  the  same  time  stating  that  if  any  hon* 
Member  objected  to  this  course  he  should 
at  once  defer  his  motion. 

Mr.  Richards  reiterated  the  charges 
against  the  Government  in  respect  to 
these  appointments;  and  accused  not  only 
the  noble  Lord  the  Home  Secretary,  but 
the  whole  party,  of  corruption.  He 
charged  them  all  with  conspiracy,  with 
a  settled  design  against  the  constitution  of 
the  country,  with  an  intention  to  change 
the  monarchical  Government  of  the  coun- 
try into  a  republic.  Much  had  been  said 
of  changes  in  opinion.  Now,  he  was  per* 
suaded  that  it  was  much  more  candid  in  a 
man  to  change  his  opinion  when  he  was 
convinced  it  was.  wrong,  than  blindly  to 
adhere  to  it.  Surely  when  a  man  had 
discovered  that  what  he  took  to  be  pearls 
and  diamonds  were  nothing  better  than 
French  beads  and  Bristol  stones,  he  was 
at  liberty  to  proclaim  his  error.  In  the 
debateoflastnight. — '^  Why,Irose  (said  the 
hon.  Gentleman)  several  times  last  night, 
and  did  not  get  an  opportunity  of  speak- 
ing;"— there  was  one  expression  which 
he  was  most  anxious  to  refer  to,  and  which 
was  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  debate  of  last  night. 

Mr.  O^Connell:  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  did  not  speak  at  all  last 
night. 

Mr.  Richards  resumed :  well,  then, 
ril  suppose  the  observation  to  have  been 
made  use  of  by  the  right  hon*  Gentleman 
in  some  speech  uttered  by  him. 

Mr.  Ewart  rose  to  order.  He  put  it  to 
the  hon .  Gentleman  and  the  House,  whether 
it  was  not  out  of  order  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  only  to  refer  to  a  speech  in  a  de- 
bate of  last  night,  which  had  no  connection 
with  the  subject  of  the  present  discussion, 
but  even  to  go  the  length  of  inventing  a 
speech  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner.  He,  for 
one,  could  never  consent  to  have  the  public 
time  thus  wasted  when  business  of  im- 
portance was  to  be  brought'under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House. 

Mr.  Richards :  I  admire  much,  Sir,  the 
economical  feeling,  if  I  may  so  term  it, 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  with  re- 
gard to  the  time  of  the  public,  particularly 
when  I  recollect  that  he  so  constantly 
wastes  that  time  with  the  most  useless  mo- 
tions. I  have  not  addressed  a  single  speech 
to  the  House  for  a  considerable  time,  hut 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  speaks  ad 
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nauHam,  Night  ftfter  night  the  meagre 
powers  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  are  almoftt 
incessantly  called  into  reqnisition,  and  he 
now  gets  up  to  stop  me  when  speaking  in 
order.  I  beg  to  say»  Sir,  that  I  know  the 
meaning  of  order,  and  the  value  of  order, 
quite  as  well  as  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
will  suppose,  then,  Sir,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) expressed  this  sentiment — ''The 
object  of  this  measure,  the  municipal,  is 
to  give  power  to  the  majority  of  the 
people.*'  Now,  Sir,  I  say,  that  is  not  the 
principle  on  which  the  British  monarchy 
IS  founded,  and  if  self-government  and 
popular  election  are  to  be  introduced  into 
all  our  institutions,  why  are  not  the  House 
of  Lords  elected  ? 

Mr.  T,  S,  Duncombe  rose  to  order,  and 
called  upon  the  Speaker  to  read  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House. 

The  Speaker  complied  with  this  request. 

Mr.  T.  5.  Duncombe  continued :  now  I 
put  to  you,  Sir,  to  say  whether  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  with  respect 
to  the  monarchy  and  the  House  of  Lords, 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  question 
before  the  House  ? 

The  Speaker  said,  that  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Knaresborough  made  the  supposi* 
tion  alluded  to  for  the  purpose  of  intro- 
ducing or  reviving  the  discussion  which 
had  terminated  at  an  early  hour  of  that 
morning,  he  was  out  of  order.  But  if  he 
considered  his  supposition  pertinent  to 
the  question  before  the  House,  he  was 
quite  in  order. 

Mr.  Richards:  I  bow  with  great 
deference  to  the  decision  of  the  Chair; 
and  I  quite  agree  with  you,  Sir,  that  that's 
the  point.  My  objection  is,  that  the  order 
before  us  has  arisen  from  revolution. 
The  hon.  Member  continued  to  observe, 
that  it  did  not  yet  suit  the  tactics  of 
hon. Gentlemen  opposite  to  have  the  King 
elected,  though  out  of  doors  the  election 
of  the  House  of  Lords  was  a  subject  much 
agitated.  Talk  indeed  of  the  imputation 
of  corrupt  motives  as  a  high  crime  and 
misdemeanour  where  an  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  was  a  conspicuous  Member  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  dealt  in  a  whole* 
sale  charge  of  corrupt  motives  against  the 
body  of  noble  persons  who  were  as  inde- 
pendent, as  anxious  for  the  happiness  of 
the  people,  and  for  the  conservation  of  the 
monarchy,  as  that  House.  He  admitted, 
that  he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
speaking;  to  the  question  before  the  House; 


but  he  believed  the  sense  fn  which  the  eM* 
pression  complained  of  by  the  noUe  Lord 
was  meant  to  be  understood  was,  that  he 
had  used  his  influence  for  the  purpoee  of 
promoting  party  objects. 

Dr.  Lushingion :  Sir,  I  have  listened 
very  attentively  to  the  whole  of  this  de- 
bate, and  certainly  not  less  attentively  to 
the  amusing  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  has  just  sat  down  than  lo  those  of  eny 
hon.  Members  by  whom  he  was  preceded  : 
and  I  agree  entirely  with  the  last  observa- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  having*  ex- 
pressed his  intention  upon  rising  not  to 
speak  to  the  question ;  he  has  certainly 
persevered  very  strictly  in  that  intentioo* 
I  do  not  rise.  Sir,  to  make  any  obscrvatious 
however  upon  that  speech,  for  1  hope  f 
shall  not  be  guilty  of  wasting  the  tJiae 
of  the  House,  which  is  so  important  to 
the  nation,  in  a  manner  so  utterly 
superfluous  and  unnecessary.  I  rise  fte 
another  purpose,  namely,  to  endesvoar,  if 
possible,  to  obtain  some  explanation  of 
a  certain  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Bristol,  which  does  appear  to  me 
to  rest  in  a  degree  of  obscurKy,  ooder 
which,  for  the  dignity  of  the  Hoose,  hie 
Majesty's  Government,  and  the  welfare  of 
the  people,  it  ought  not  to  be  suflered  to 
remain.  When  I  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  I  entertained  an 
opinion  respecting  it,  which  I  had  the  sa- 
tisfaction of  hearing  confirmed  by  yon.  Sir. 
It  did  strike  me  that  if  it  were  the  tntea* 
tion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  to  impute  motives 
of  corruption  to  my  noble  Friend,  as  a 
Member  of  this  House,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Chair,  in  compliance  with  Parlia- 
mentary usages,  at  once  to  interpose  and 
prevent  the  continuance  of  such  obsenra* 
tions.  At  the  same  time  I  agreed  with 
the  assertion,  that  though  this  charge  was 
of  a  most  grave  nature,  it  was  perfectly 
competent  to  the  hon.  Baronet,  nay  it  was 
his  duty,  to  prefer  it,  provided  he  was  in 
possession  of  information  to  substantiate 
such  a  charge— 'namely,  a  charge  against 
my  noble  Friend,  of  having  exercised  the 
powers  invested  in  him  as  Secretary  of 
State,  which  rendered  it  peculiarly  incum- 
bent on  him  to  watch  over  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  for  improper  purpoaes«-> 
of  having,  in  fact,  corruptly  (for  that  was 
the  expression)  perverted  those  powers  for 
the  advancement  of  party  interest.  Now 
that  was  the  charge  which  T  understood 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  make :  and  before  I 
go  farther,  I  respectfully  take  the  libeity 
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of  askiog  the  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  in- 
tends to  come  forward,  and  to  substantiate 
the  charge  which  he  has  made  against  my 
noble  Friend  ?     [Dr.  Lushington  sat  down , 
but  Sir  R.  Vyvyan  not  rising,  he  rose  and 
coQtinued.]     The  hon.  Baronet  is  silent. 
Good  God !  Sir,  what  sense  must  the  bon. 
Baronet  have  of  the  feelings  of  justice — 
what  must  he  think  of  the  opinion  of  the 
country,  or  how  does  he  estimate  the  value 
which  every  man  attaches  to  character? 
The  hon.  Baronet  does  not  pretend  to  say 
that  by  the  evidence,  at  present  in  his  pos- 
session ^e  can  establish  the  charge  which 
he  has  made ;  for  what  does  it  amount  to 
but  this-^that  because  certain  individuals 
named  in  the  list  sent  up  to  my  noble  Friend 
have  not  been  accepted,  but  others  sub- 
stituted  for  them — upon  such   grounds, 
without  even  ascertaining  what  was  the  in- 
formation which  guided  the  conduct  of  my 
noble  Friend,  the  hon.  Baronet  thought 
fit  to  impute  to  him  motives  of  corruption. 
I  ask  the  House  what  graver  charge  can 
be  preferred  against  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  than  to  say,  that  regardless  of  his 
solemn  duty,  by  allowing  the  very  source 
from  which  justice  flows  to  be  poisoned, 
he  had  not  for  the  public  good,  but  the 
advantages  of  the  party  to  which  he  be- 
longed, placed  in  situations  of  public  trust 
and  confidence,  individuals  whom  he  be- 
lieved to  be  not  fit  and  proper  persons  to 
be  intrusted  with  such  privileges?     I  want 
to  know  whether  that  charge  is  to  be  ad- 
vanced without  proof?     I  wish  to  know 
whether  it  is  a  matter  of  no  importance  to 
my  noble  Friend  to  have   his  character 
thus  assailed  ?     I   wish  to  know  whether 
the  House  will  bear  with  common  patience 
to  hear  any  one  Member  of  this  Assembly 
so  attacked ;  while,  when  the  hon.  Baro- 
net, when  asked  to  substantiate  the  charge 
persists  in    a   silence,    which   is   tanta- 
mount to  a  refusal  to  do  so,  and  which  I 
tell  the  hon.  Baronet  is  more — it  is  tanta- 
mount to  an  admission  that  he  is  incapable 
of   substantiating    it  ?     Now    Sir,  (God 
willing)  thus  should  the  case  go  forth  to 
the  country : — ^That  the  hon.  Baronet  has 
charged  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  with  a  corrupt  abandonment  of  his 
duty^  has  declined  to  produce  any  proof 
of  his  charge,  and  then  has  adopted  a 
course  which  I  never,  since  I  had  a  seat^  in 
this  House,  saw  pursued  before  towards 
any    individual     Member — namely,    de-  . 
clined  to  retract,  or  boldly  come  forward  to 
maintain  his  assertion.     Now  then,  Sir,  ! 


let  the  country  judge ;  let  the  people  of 
England  know,  by  the  example  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  what  a  love  of  justice  penetrates 
his  heart.     The  justice  he  has  shown  my 
noble  Friend — let  that  be  the  bright  ex- 
ample to  be  followed  by  the  Administration 
upon  a  greater  scale :  make  charges  and 
refuse     to    support    them.         Let    the 
House  look   at  the  responsibility  which 
rests  upon  any  person  holding  the  office 
of   my    noble    Friend,    and    then    ask, 
whether  he  is  not  entitled  to  be   treated 
with    something   like  candid   considera- 
tion ?       Let    the    hon.    Baronet    place 
himself  in  his  situation  :  here  is  a  new  and 
an  extensive  measure  coming  into  opera- 
tion, and  my  noble  Friend  is  intrusted 
with   the  delicate  and,  undoubtedly    he 
must  admit,  the  difficult  task  of  selecting 
persons  most  fitted  for  filling  the  office  of 
Magistrates.      Why,  if  it  is  considered  a 
sufficient  proof  that  an  appointment  is 
improper,  because   the   Member  for  the 
borough  chooses  to  consider  it  so,  and  if 
it  is  sufficient  upon  these  grounds  alone 
to  impute  corrupt  motives  to  my  noble 
Friend,  I  say  it  is  utterly  impossible  that 
justice  can  be  done;   and  that  a  more 
efiectual   method  cannot  be  pursued  to 
deprecate  the  administration  of  justice  in 
public  opinion,  than  to  give  rise  to  suppo- 
sition that  there  is  cause  for  believing 
they  were  appointed  by  the  Government 
for  corrupt    motives.       Sir,    unless    the 
debate  had  taken  this  course,  I  should  not 
have  risen  at  all.     I  detain  the  House  no 
longer.       I  only  express  my  hope   and 
belief,  that  one  good  effect  at  least  will 
follow  from  what  has  occurred  this  night ; 
it  will  be  a  warning  to  hon.  Members,  who 
think  appointments  not  precisely  according 
to  their  own  wishes,  before  thev  dare  to 
impute  corrupt  motives,  they  will  perhaps 
examine  a  little  into  the  feelings  of  their 
own  hearts. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  observed,  that  he 
was  always  most  anxious  to  restrain  hon. 
Members  from  trenching  upon  the  forms  of 
the  House.  He  was  quite  willing  to  admit 
that  the  phrase  which  had  occasioned  the 
present  discussion  was  somewhat  opposed 
to  the  ruled  of  the  House ;  because  though 
the  terms  ''  corruption  and  corrupting,** 
were,  strictly  speaking,  Parliamentary; 
and  though  he  believed  they  were  in 
this  instance  meant  to  convey  an  im- 
putation of  using  the  influence  of  the 
Crown  unduly,  for  the  purpose  of  promot- 
ing the  interests  of  a  particular  party,  they 
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certainly  in  common  acceptation,  bore 
a  meaning  beyond  that  —  namely,  a 
charge  of  promoting  personal  views  and 
objects.  But  at  the  same  time,  in  the 
beat  of  debate,  and  according  to  the  com- 
mon usage  of  Parliament,  he  must  say 
that  it  was  not  unusual  to  stigmatize 
appointments  which  ran  exclusively  in 
one  current  of  selection,  and  which 
were  made,  not  so  much  with  a  view 
to  the  administration  of  justice,  as  for 
the  promotion  of  party  purposes  [Hear, 
hear  !\  That  was  the  interpretation  which 
the  expression  of  the  hon.  Baronet  fairly 
bore ;  and  the  words  could  not,  in  his 
opinion,  be  reasonably  supposed  to  be 
beyond  that  offensive.  [Mr.  O^Connell 
smiled."]  He  would  not  be  deterred  from 
attempting  to  prevent  the  unpleasant 
consequencesofacrimoniousexpressions,by 
the  merriment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  who  seemed  to  regard  such 
feelings  somewhat  lightly. 

Mr.  O'Connell :  really  I  think  I  have 
a  right  to  interfere.  Nobody  deserves 
less  or  cares  (ess  for  the  taunts  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  than  myself.  The  hon. 
Member  who  sits  near  me  said  something 
which  made  me  laugh.  I  believe  I  ought 
to  have  laughed  at  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  but  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Wynn  resumed.  All  he  would  say 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was,  that  his  heart  was  not  so 
seared  to  the  effects  of  acrimonious  expres- 
sions as  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  if  it  were,  he  had  no  vow 
registered  in  heaven  to  protect  him  against 
the  consequences.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  saying,  that  the 
expression  so  much  commented  upon,  was 
one  which  had  been  used  with  reference 
to  every  administration  within  his  recol- 
lection, and  merely  meant  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  improperly  consulted  the  interest 
of  his  party  in  the  appointments  com- 
plained of. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
always  ready  to  acknowledge  the  autho- 
rity of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Wynn) 
in  all  matters  concerning  the  rules  of 
.that  House;  but  on  this  occasion  he 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  prove  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had .  committed 
mistakes  of  no  ordinary  description.  He 
bcsrsred  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  to  a  distinction 
which  it  wa^  very  natural  should  be 
clearlv  undeistood    by    Parliament.     He 


held  that    if  the  words  which    had  been 
applied  to  his  noble  Friend^  had  been  used 
with  respect  to  any  Member  of  that  House 
the  Chair  would  be  bound  to  interpose, 
and  at   once  declare  the  expression   to 
be  disorderly.     But    the   case  of  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  was  diflferent.    Here 
there  was  no  breach  of  order,  no  ground 
for  personal  complaint,  in  having  such  a 
charge    made.      He   did   not   touch    the 
question  at  all  as  a  personal  one.     The 
orders  of  the  House  were  entirely  beside 
the  question.  The  accusation  did  not  so 
much  affect  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
noble  Friend,  as  it  gave  rise  to  an  impu- 
tation  upon    the    responsible    Minister, 
which  he  was  willing  to  believe  was  thrown 
out   under  the  influence   of  excitement, 
and  which  he  thought  he  could  show  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  ought  not  to  ad- 
here to.  Here  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  the  hon.  Baronet's  explanation  would 
have  been  quite  satisfactory  if  he  had  con- 
fined himself  to  the  phrase  which  he  first 
uttered.    He  stated,  that  the  object  of  his 
noble  Friend  was  to  advance  the  interests 
of  bis  party  in  making  those  appointments. 
Nothing  could  be  more  true.    The  whole 
course  of  his  public  life  was  directed  to 
one  object,  namely,  to  advance  the  inter- 
ests of  his  party.    No  man  in  that  Hoose, 
or  out  of  it,  had  contributed  more  to  raise 
the    character  and    advance    the    inter- 
est of  his  party  than  his  noble  Friend,  to 
whom  they  were  all  strongly  attached  by 
the  ties  of  affection  as  well  as  esteem.     If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  confined  himself 
to  that  expression,    and    had   not  been 
induced — partly  from  supposing,  perhaps, 
that  the   zeal  of  those  hon.  Friends  by 
whom  he  was  surrounded  called  for  some 
bolder  declaration,  and  it  might  be  partly 
from  a  little  irritation  caused  by  the  laugh- 
ter with  which  his  first  announcement  was 
received  at  his  (the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House)— to  make  a  distinct  and  separate 
charge  of  corruption   against   his   noble 
Friend  in  his  individual  capacity.     It  was 
not  to  be   wondered  at  that  his    noble 
Friend  should,  upon  such   an  accusation 
being  brought  against  him,  have  given  to 
it  (at  the  same  time  that  he  challenged 
the  hon.    Baronet  to  substantiate  it)  as 
pointed  and  direct  a  denial  as  was  possi- 
ble for  him   to  offer  under  any  circum- 
stances.     What   showed  that  the    hon. 
Gentleman  was  led  astray,  in  making  the 
charge  which  he  had  preferred  was,  that 
with  respect  to  Bristol,  he  had  forgotten 
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altogether  the  explanation  given  of  the 
rejection  of  Alderman  Daniel  of  Bristol, 
namely,  his  avowed  disinclination  to  un- 
dertake the  discharge  of  such  public  du- 
ties as  the  office  of  Magistrate  imposed. 
Bat  was  the  case  thus  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  limited  to  Bristol  ? 
Certainly  not ;  there  were  several  corpo- 
rations in  a  similar  position.  In  the  case  of 
Cambridge,  the  number  of  names  of  the  re- 
turned was  infinitely  greater  than  that  of 
the  selected.  There  was,  to  be  sure,  a  great 
deal  of  complaint  and  harping  about  the 
matter ;  but,  on  the  average,  the  balance  of 
opinion  was  in  favour  of  the  discretion  which 
bis  noble  Friend  had  exercised.  But  it 
was  said,  that  in  considering  the  lists^  his 
noble  Friend  had  only  consulted  one  side. 
If  so^  whose  fault  was  it  ?  Were  the  doors 
of  the  Home-OflBce  closed  against  any  repre- 
sentation that  might  be  made,  or  had  his 
noble  Friend  shown  any  disinclination  to 
give  access  to  any  Members  of  that  House 
who  expressed  a  desire  to  consult  with  him 
on  the  subject  ?  It  was  notorious  that  the 
reverse  was  the  fact.  If  there  was  any 
truth,  then,  in  the  asserticm,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  acted  on  party  representations, 
the  fault  rested  not  with  the  noble  Lord, 
but  with  those  Members  who,  imagining 
that  they  could  trump  up  a  fine  case  for 
the  House  of  Commons,  neglected  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  fitting  occasion  to  offer 
their  opinions  at  the  Home-Office.  With 
respect  to  the  question  which  had  evidently 
arisen  out  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Bristol,  he  had  only  to  ob. 
serve^  that  in  his  opinion  the  noble  Lord 
had  no  alternative  left,  and  that  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  him,  viewing  the  charge  as 
one  of  a  personal  nature,  to  treat  it  in  the 
manner  he  did.  It  might  be  said  that  it 
was  not  possible  for  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
bring  forward  the  matter  in  a  specific  shape; 
but  the  assumption  of  that  position  placed 
the  case  in  a  much  worse  point  of  view 
than  previously.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  could 
not  bring  forward  the  matter  in  a  specific 
shape,  it  was  obvious  he  was  altogether 
unjustified  in  making  the  accusation  as  he 
had  done^  the  aspect  of  a  specific  charge. 
Feeling  convinced  that  it  was  wholly  out 
of  the  power  of  the  hon.  Baronet  to  reduce 
his  accusation  to  any  tangible  form,  he 
would  not  offer  the  alternative  of  a  public 
charge ;  but  he  did  offer,  nevertheless,  an 
alternative^  of  which  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
bound,  by  every  principle  of  honour  and 
justice^  to  avail  himself — that  of  publicly 
admitting  tbat^  in  a  moment  of  inadvert- 


ence, he  had  said  that  which  was  incor«i 
rect  and  erroneous.  If  the  hon.  Baronet 
declined  making  this  admission,  the  coun- 
try must  be  left  to  judge  of  the  case  as 
between  him  and  his  noble  Friend. 

Viscount  Sandon  contended  that  the 
case  under  consideration  was  one  of  no 
private  or  personal  nature,  and  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  could  not,  with  any  justice, 
be  expected  to  make  the  admission  sought 
of  him.  Of  the  noble  Lord  in  his  public 
capacity,  the  hon.  Baronet,  in  his  public 
capacity,  had  expressed  an  opinion  upon 
certain  official  acts,  and  it  was  certainly  the 
first  time  he  had  ever  heard  of  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  being  so  delicate  and  thin- 
skinned  as,  upon  a  general  charge  of 
corruption  being  made  against  him,  to 
demand  of  the  party  adducing  it  to  bring 
forward  some  specific  charge,  or  admit 
that  he  had  given  expression  to  an  asser- 
tion which  was  not  founded  in  fact.  To 
sav  that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  in  the 
exercise  of  some  particular  duty,  had 
acted  from  motives  of  corruption,  would 
be  unquestionably  a  specific  charge  ;  but 
when  the  hon.  Baronet  merely  gave  it  as 
his  individual  opinion,  that  the  general 
policy  pursued  by  the  Government,  to 
which  he  was  opposed,  was  corrupt,  there 
was  no  charge  implied  which  deserved  the 
consideration  of  a  moment.  All  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  said  of  the  noble  Lord 
was,  that  in  the  performance  of  the  duty 
of  his  office  he  had  consulted  his  own 
party  in  preference  to  that  opposed  to  him, 
and  that  the  noble  Lord  had  done  so  even 
bis  own  Friends  admitted.  There  was  no 
charge  of  corruption  in  this;  and  it  was 
nothing  more  than  every  Administration 
had  in  turn  been  exposed  to.  The  Ad- 
ministration of  Lord  Grey  had  repeatedly 
been  accused  of  giving  too  much  preference 
to  their  own  party  in  the  selection  of 
Lord-lieutenants  of  counties;  but  the 
Members  of  that  Government  had  never 
deemed  such  accusations  worthy  of  even  a 
reply.  With  regard  to  the  policy  of  giving 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De* 
partment  a  discretionary  power  to  alter 
and  amend  the  lists  sent  up  from  the  town- 
council,  he  thought  there  could  not  be  a 
difference  of  opinion.  The  discretion  was 
undoubtedly  a  good  one,  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that,  in  some  respects,  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  made  a  good  use 
of  it.  In  the  case  of  a  Corporation  he 
might,  for  instance,  mention  that  upon 
twenty-four  names  of  extreme  liberal  poli* 
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tics  being  sent  up  for  approval,  the  noble 
Lord  had  recommended  to  the  town-council 
the  policy  of  altering  the  list  by  the 
insertion  of  five  names  of  more  Conservative 
principles.  It  was  said  on  the  other  side, 
''Look  at  the  Magistracy  of  England; 
see  how  Tory  it  is/'  To  that  he  answered, 
'*  Look  at  the  gentry  of  England,  the  body 
from  which  the  Magistracy  was,  or  ought 
to  be,  selected,  how  Tory  it  is."  It  was 
an  undoubted  fact,  that  the  Magistracy  of 
England  was  for  the  most  part  Tory  ;  but 
when  it  was  considered  that  Tory  politics 
were  the  politics  of  the  great  body  from 
which  the  selection  was  made,  there  was 
nothing  unnatural  or  surprising  in  the 
circumstance.  He  did  not  see  why  the 
Ion.  Baronet  should  be  called  upon  to 
retract  the  phrase  he  had  used.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Baronet  had  a  rie<ht  to 
maintain  the  view  of  the  noble  Lord's  con- 
duct he  had  taken,  if  he  thought  it  justifi- 
able ;  and  that  the  House  had  no  right  to 
call  upon  him  for  any  retraction  or  expla- 
nation whatever.  Before  sitting  down,  he 
must  be  permitted  to  observe,  that  it  was 
with  some  surprise  he  had  heard  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
—that  hon.  Member  who,  of  all  the  House 
contained,  was  least  liable  to  the  imputa- 
tion of  being  mealy-mouthed  in  the  con- 
coction of  charges  of  corruption  or  impu- 
tation of  dishonest  motives  against  those 
to  whom  he  was  politically  opposed — rise 
in  his  place  to  lecture  the  hon.  Baronet 
for  the  speech  he  had  made.  Undoubtedly 
it  was  not  an  unusual  occasion  to  witness 
those  who  indulged  in  a  particular  failing 
denounce  it  in  the  case  of  others ;  but 
frequent  as  was  the  occasion,  it  seldom 
failed  in  exciting  such  surprise  as  he  had 
felt  upon  hearinor  the  observations  of  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  that  evening. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  thought,  that  if  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  consent  to  repeat  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat 
down,  and  with  him  say  that  all  he  meant 
by  his  observations  was  to  suggest  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  given  a  preference  to 
his  own  party — a  preference  of  which  he 
disapproved — the  House  ought  to  feel 
satisfied.  As  the  hon.  Baronet*s  words 
now  stood,  they  certainly  went  much 
further  than  the  noble  Lord  represented 
them  ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord's  version  of 
the  hon.  Baronet's  meaning  was  the  cor- 
rect one,  it  was  in  every  sense  incumbent 
on  him  to  to  declare  itt 


Mr.    Thomas  Duncombe  felt  quite  as- 
sured  that  the  present  debate  had  assumed 
a  character  not  contemplated  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  introduced  it,  and  that 
no  one  present  more   regretted  the  cause 
of  the  discussion    than    that   right  hon. 
Baronet  himself.       With    respect  to  the 
subject    more    immediately     before    the 
House— he  meant   the  accusation  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  member  for  Bristol— his 
opinion  was,  that  no  retractation  ought  to 
be  called  for.     It  would  be  qnite  unworthy 
of  him  to  retract ;    but,   nerertheless,  he 
thought  he  ought  to  be  called  upon  to  say 
whether  or  not  he  would  substantiate  on 
some  future  day  the  charge  he  had  made. 
When  he  heard  the  hon.  Baronet's  speech, 
he  confessed  that,  as  an  anxious  supporter 
of  the  present  Government,  be  had  fell 
some  apprehension  there  was  some  ground 
for  a  charge  against  the  noble  Lord,  and 
upon  the  hasty  reflection  of  the  moment, 
he  had  caught  at  the  conclusion  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  abused  some   preroMtiVes 
of  the  Crown,  or  violated  some   Act  of 
Parliament,  and  committed  some  deed  of 
flagrant  injustice  in  seeking  the  advance- 
ment of  his  party;    but  upon  its  subse- 
quently  appearing  that   the    "  head  and 
front  of  his  offending"  was  contained  in 
the  fact,  that  he  had  declined  to  appoint 
an  old  superannuated  Tory  to  the  magis- 
tracy, that  there  was  no  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  abused,  no  Act  of  Paniamenl  vio- 
lated, and  no  deed  of  injustice  committed, 
he  felt  more  inclined  to  treat  the  whole 
affair  as  a  subject  for  ridicule,  than  atucb 
to  it  the  importance  it  had  since  received. 
Upon   the  general  subject  to  which  the 
discussion  related,  he  would  not  detain  the 
House  further  than  to  give  a    piece  of 
advice    to  the   right  hon.    Baronet,  tiie 
x\f  ember  for  Tarn  worth.    That  right  hon. 
Baronet,  In  the  course  of  his  observatiofl'^ 
had  declared  that  he  always  judged  of  & 
man's  principles  by  the  nature  of  the  vote 
he  gave  upon  the  occasion  of  electtoos  for 
Representatives  in  Parliament,  or^  in  other 
words,  that  he  always  set  down  as  Toritf 
those  who  voted  for  Tory  candidates,  sbQ 
calculated  as  Whigs  and   Radicals  the 
supporters    of    individuals    representing 
those  principles.      Now    this    he  cooM 
assure  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  mf*^ 
fallacious  test,  and  he  should  advise  him 
not  in  future  to  take  it  as  a  standafd* 
Perhaps  a  belter   exemplification  of  h« 
position  could  not  be  afforded  than  was 
supplied  by  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
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for  KnarMborottgb.    It  to  chanced  that 
be  (Mr.  Duncorobe)  wa9  intimately  con- 
nected with  that  town,  and  could  boast  of 
knowing  the  political    feeling  of  almost 
every    individual   composing  its    consti* 
tuency.     Now,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
were  to  judge  of  the  political  sentiments 
of  the  constituency  of  Knaresborough  by 
the   votes  which  the  hon.    Member  had 
given,  he  would  anive  at  a  totally  erroneous 
conclusiQn,    It  would,  doubtless,  appear 
somewhat  singular  to  the  House,  but  such 
was  the  fact,  that  almost  all  the  consti« 
tuents  of  the  hon.  Member  to  whom  he 
alluded,    were    Radicals — and  moreover, 
that  they  had  voted  for  the  hon.  Member 
under  the  impression  that  he  was  a  radical, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  Radical  pro- 
fessions he  had  made   to   them  at   the 
hustings.     Such  being  the  case,  he  re* 
commended  the  right  hon.  Baronet  not,  in 
every  instance,  to  judge  by  the  votes  of 
the  Members  of  that  House,  but  rather  to 
look  to  the  character  and  conduct  of  the 
constituents  themselves.     The  speech  of 
the    right    hon.    Baronet    that    evening 
was  chiefly    intended   as    a  sop  to   the 
old  corporators.     He  could  almost  fancy 
he   heard    that    expiring    body    whisper 
into   the  ear  of  the  right  hon.    Baronet, 
"  Why  do  you  not  make  a  better  fight 
for    us    in    the    House    of    Commons. 
You  are  throwing  us  over  in  Ireland,  and 
neglecting  us  wholly  in  England.     Surely 
you  might  make  something  like  a  stand 
for  us  in  our  last  grasp,  and  try  to  put  a 
few  of  us  into  the  magistracy.       How  far 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  appeal  was  likely 
to  prevail  with  the  noble    Lord,  he    of 
course  knew  not ;    but  he  could  not  re- 
frain from  saying,  he  hoped  and  trusted  it 
would  not  avail  with  him.     Certain  he  was 
it  ought  not.     Let  the  noble  Lord  perse- 
vere in  the  course  he  was  pursuing — let 
him  continue  to  appoint  men  of  liberal 
principles,  and  he  would  have  the  double 
satisfaction  of  securing  the  welfare  of  his 
country,  and  at  the  same  lime  entitle  him- 
self to   the    gratitude  and   well-merited 
.praise  of  the  public. 

Mr.  Richards  wished  to  speak  in  ex- 
planation. He  did  not  doubt,  for  one 
moment,  that  the  hon.  Member  believed 
what  he  stated  with  regard  to  him  and  his 
constituents  at  Knaresborough ;  but  he 
cottld  assure  him,  and  the  House  (and  for 
corroboration  he  appealed  to  his  hon. 
Colleague  in  the  representation  of  that 

liorougby  who  fortunately  chanced  to  be 


present,  and  was  well  aware  of  all  the  cir« 
cumstances  attendant  upon  his  election), 
that  the  statement  the  hon.  Member  had 
made   was  altogether  unfounded  in  fact. 
[No,  no.]     Well,  he  would  put  it  to  the 
proof — he  now,  in  the  face   of  the  hon. 
member  for  Finsbury  who  made  the  charge, 
and  of  the  House  who  had  heard  it,  put  it 
to  his  hon.  colleague  to  say,  whether  he 
had  been    returned    for   the    borough   of 
Knaresborough  as  the  advocate  ot  Radical 
principles?  and,  furthermore,  whether  he 
had  not  upon  the  hustings  totally  and  dis* 
tinctly  repudiated  those  principles  ?    These 
questions  he  required  his  hon.  Colleague 
as  a  personal  favour  to  him  to  answer,  and 
sure  he  was,  the  answer  they  would  receive 
would    be    satisfactory   to    his    feelings. 
With  regard  to  the  political  interests  of 
the  constituency   of    Knaresborough,  he 
had   but  one  word    to  say.     The   hon» 
Member  for  Finsbury  was  in  the  habit  of 
mixing  so  much  with  the  Radical  party, 
that  he  believed  it  predominated  every- 
where; but  he  could  assure  him,  that  if 
he  knew  anything  of  the  constituency  of 
Knaresborough,  it    was  so  far  removed 
from  radicalism  that  it  would  not  for  a 
moment  support  the  advocate  of  Radical 
principles.      He  might    further  observe, 
that  the  people  of  Knaresborough  desired 
Reform  as  he  did,  and  in  the  sense  of  the 
word  adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  that  was  to 
say,  that  those  Reforms  which  were  useful, 
safe,  and  calculated  to  promote  the  hap- 
piness   and  well-being  of  the   people   of 
England,  but  not  such  organic  Reforms  as 
must  lead  to  revolution,  anarchy,  and  de- 
mocratic sway.     He  called  upon  his  hon. 
Colleague  to  answer  the  questions  he  had 
put  to  him. 

[There  were  loud  calls  for  Mr.  Lawson, 
but  the  hon.  Member,  though  present,  did 
not  rise.] 

Mr.  T.  S,  Duncombe  should  be  quite 
ready  to  retract  anything  he  had  stated 
respecting  the  hon.  Member  for  Knares- 
borough (Mr.  Richards),  if  his  hon.  Col- 
league would  rise  in  his  place  and  state 
to  the  House  that  the  hon.  Member's 
votes  in  Parliament  were  not  totally  in« 
consistent  with  the  professions  he  bad 
made  upon  the  hustings. 

[The  calls  for  Mr.  Lawson  were  renewed, 
but  the  hon.  Member  kept  his  seat.] 

Mr.  Ewart  rose,  but  the  call  for  Mr. 

Lawson  still  continued.     When    silence 
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the  hon.  Member  for  Koaresborough  (Mr. 
Lawfon)  felt  disposed  to  respond  to  the 
call  made  upon  him,  he  was  willing  at 
once  to  make  way  for  him.  As  the  House, 
continued  the  hon.  Member,  is  not  to 
have  the  benefit  of  the  hon.  Member's 
evidence,  I  will  proceed  with  my  obser- 
vations, nothing  doubting  the  existence  of 
those  Reform  principles  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  professes,  and 
of  which,  in  theory  as  well  as  practice,  he 
has  given  so  many  illustrious  instances. 
Sir,  I  rise,  as  I  think  every  hon.  Member 
ought  to  rise,  when  he  differs  upon  a 
moral  point  with  another  hon.  Member, 
and  state  his  sentiments  thereupon.  I 
understood  my  noble  Colleague  to  say, 
that  every  hon.  Member  might  charge 
another  hon.  Member  with  corrupt  mo- 
tives if  he  considered  them  corrupt.  To 
that  doctrine  I  can  by  no  means  subscribe, 
for  according  to  that,  any  man  might  ac. 
cuse  another  of  corrupt  motives  and  cri- 
minal conduct,  and  then  shelter  himself 
under  a  definition  of  what  he  **  considers" 
corrupt  motives  or  criminal  conduct.  If 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Bristol, 
or  any  other  hon.  Member  accuses  any 
Gentleman  in  this  House  of  corrupt  mo- 
tives, he  is  bound  to  take  one  of  two 
courses,  either  to  retract  or  prove  his 
charge.  Now,  Sir,  hon.  Members  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  have  made  a  serious 
charge  against  the  noble  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department :  viz.,  that  to  a  certain 
extent,  he  has  advanced  those  to  the 
Magisterial  bench,  who  are  members  of 
his  own  party,  and  yet  they  seem  most 
strangely  to  have  forgotten  that  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  their  side  of  the  House 
have  set  him  that  example  for  years  long 
past.  Thus,  by  a  marvellous  inconsistency, 
overlooking  their  own  conduct  in  censur- 
ing the  conduct  of  their  opponent,  I 
hope  I  am  guilty  of  nothing  discourteous 
when  I  remind  my  noble  Colleague  that 
in  the  short  period  of  interregnum  before 
the  Administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  was  formed,  one  of  the 
^nt  things  done,  was  to  appoint  all  at 
once,  per  saUum,  seven  Tory  Magistrates 
for  the  Borough  of  Liverpool.  That  is  now 
an  historical  fact;  it  is  not  to  be  denied.  I 
firmly  believe,  that  it  is  for  the  interest  of 
justice,  that  the  Magistrates  should  be  in 
consonance  with  the  feelings  of  the  people. 
I  am  quite  sure,  also,  that  never  will  justice 
be  well    administered    in   this   kingdom 
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Therefore,  I  applaud  sincerely  the  coodnc 
of  the  noble  Lord ;  his  conduct  has  oo^ 
only  been  justified  by  the  example  of  bis 
opponents,  but  by  right  reason  aod  soaiid 
policy.  And  I  feel  convinced  that  the 
result  of  this  night*8  debate  will  be  lar 
from  adding  to  the  credit  of  those  who 
have  attacked  him ;  and  will  redound  to 
the  honour  and  the  merit  of  the  comve 
which  this  Administration  has  boldly  pur- 
sued ;  a  course  which  they  aiocerely  be« 
lieve  to  be  the  just  course,  and  one  which 
will  be  fully  justified  by  the  people  of 
England. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn:  in  reference  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down,  upon  the  subject 
of  the  appointments  to  the  Liverpool  Ma- 
gistracy, said,  that  for  those  appointments 
he,  in  capacity  of  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  was  entirely  responsible  for 
having  made  them.  In  justice  to  himself, 
however,  he  was  bound  to  observe,  that 
before  making  them  he  had  submitted 
them  to  the  Earl  of  Derby,  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  the  county,  and  two  of  the 
Judges  going  upon  the  circuit, who  all  con- 
curred in  describing  the  individuals  nomi- 
nated as  fit  and  proper  persons  for  the 
situation. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  he  certainly  was 
consulted  on  the  occasion  of  the  appoint* 
ments  in  question ;  but  he  could  state  that 
they  were  made  without  any  reference  to 
political  or  party  feeling. 

Mr.  Ewart  was  quite  aware  that  the 
immediate  author  of  those  appointments 
was  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster.  It  was,  nevertheless,  the  act 
of  the  Administration,  at  that  time  exifit^. 
ing,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
not  at  all  disputed  the  correctness  of  his 
assertion  as  to  their  being  all  Tory  Ma- 
gistrates. 

Mr.  Roebuck:  although.  Sir,  since  I 
have  been  in  this  House,  I  have  become 
so  hardened,  as  never  to  feel  any  astonish, 
ment  at  anything  which  is  done  in  this 
House.  Yet,  I  confess  my  feelings  on  this 
night  have  been  somewhat  tried,  at  seeing 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  after 
having  spent  a  long  life  in  supporting  a 
system  which  was  based  upon  exclusion, 
on  a  sudden  seized  with  a  most  wondrous 
fit  of  virtue,  and  taking  upon  himself  the 
office  of  grand  protector  of  justice  !  Untfl 
the  Magistrates  began  to  be  appointed 
by  the  people,  be  oiily  cared  about  the  po- 
litical (pinions  of  tbose  appointed  to  Ao 
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Magistracy  so  far  as  to  ascertain  that  they 
were  not  of  opinions  opposite  to  his  own.  It 
is  notorious  that  .the  right  hon.  Baronet  all 
bis  political  lifetime  has  appointed  none 
hot  Tory  Magistrates.  And  is  it  anything 
then  hut  sheer  hypocrisy^  that  he  should 
eome  forward  under  the  pretence,  forsooth, 
of  caring  ahout  ''justice?"  It  is  nothing 
more  than  pretence  ;  the  true  meaning 
of  it  IB,  that  he  feeb  at  last  the  people  have 
ffot  the  better  of  him.  It  is  not  that  he 
imagines  justice  is  ahout  to  be  perverted : 
no  such  thing.  He  sees  the  power  in  which 
he  has  so  long  participated  gliding  away 
from  him ;  he  finds  that  the  Tory  domi- 
nation is  departing  for  ever ;  that  the  people 
of  England  are  coming  at  length  to  the 
election  of  their  own  Magistrates ;  and 
then.  Sir,  he  begins  to  talk  about  ''jus- 
tice 1"  Accustomed  as  I  have  been  in  this 
House  to  strange  scenes,  never  till  this 
night  did  I  behold  anything  so  audacious 
(I  use  the  word  advisedly)  as  this  pre- 
tence, extraordinary  and  shallow  as  it  is, 
of  caring  about  justice,  at  the  moment 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  finds  it 
impossible  to  preserve  that  system  of 
Tory  domination  over  the  people  which 
he  has  so  Ions  exercised.  And,  Sir,  let 
me  ask  why  this  virtuous  indignation,  this 
pretence  of  justice,  should  be  confined  to  the 
Corporate  towns  ?  Why  is  it  that  those 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
who  rise  with  such  wrathful  ardour  to 
point  out  three  Whis  Magistrates  and 
only  one  Tory  in  the  boroueh.  And  why 
do  they  not,  in  the  same  admirable  spirit  of 
love  for  justice,  rise  and  point  out  twenty 
Tory  Magistrates  and  not  one  Whig  Ma. 
gistrate  at  all  in  county  B  ?  Oh !  no  sir ! 
that  would  not  exactly  suit  their  pur- 
pose !  But  when  the  neht  hon.  Baronet 
comes  forward  to  accuse  dentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  of  partisan  feeling,  why 
does  he  not  look  back  over  his  own  past 
history  ?  Has  he  never  been  "  a  partisan" 
of  a  domineering  party  in  this  kingdom, 
which  has  now  fallen  before  the  people  of 
England  ?  And  is  it  not  somewhat  too  late 
for  him  to  come  forward  now  under  this 
shallow  pretence  of  justice  ?  For  what  is 
itj  Sir,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
complains?  That  in  a  large  town,  the 
majority,  the  laree  majority  of  the  inhab- 
itants believe  that  men  of  a  particular 
opinion  in  politics  are  more  likely  to  ad- 
minister justice  according  to  the  general 
feeling  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  town  than 
men  of  the  politics  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
pmeXf    Skf  I  am  of  that  opinion ;  and 


more  than  that.  Sir,  I  am  quite  sure,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself,  if  he  were 
in  a  majority,  would  say  the  same,  with  re- 
spect to  hb  opponents  in  politics.  I  want 
to  know  by  what  criterion  we  are  to  deter, 
mine  who  are  to  be  the  Magistrates  in  any 
town  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  admits 
he  has  nothing  to  say  against  their  private 
character ;  are  we  to  travel  about  inquir- 
ing who  is  a  Tory,  and  who  a  Whig  }  No 
Sir  !  but  having  found  out  first  who  are  the 
men  capable  of  filling  the  office,  it  is  an 
important  element  then,  in  the  consideration 
of  the  persons  best  fitted  to  be  intrusted 
with  the  administration  of  justice,  to  know 
who  are  the  persons  most  likely  to  inspire 
the  people  with  a  belief  that  justice  is 
fairly  administered  to  them.  Why,  Sir^ 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  called  (and  I 
believe  justly  in  some  degree,)  "an  enlight- 
ened statesman."  Now,  Sir,  as  such  I  put 
it  to  him  to  say,  whether  it  is  not  an  im- 
portant element  in  the  administration  of 
justice  that  the  people  should  believe  that 
justice  is  administered  to  them  ?  Did  I 
not  hear  him  say  the  other  night,  when 
pleading  for  a  minority,  that  they  should 
have  that  justice  administered  to  them 
which  they  believed  to  be  justice  ?  And 
then^  Sir,  I  should  like  to  know,  whether  or 
not  the  large  majority  are  not  to  be  consi- 
dered ?  Whether  we  are  not  to  ask  what 
they  will  believe  to  be  justice  ?  Has  he 
been  able,  in  all  that  formidable  list  which 
he  has  this  night  enumerated,  to  point  out 
one  single  instance  of  an  appointment  to  the 
Magistracy  in  a  town,  the  majority  of  whose 
inhabitants  did  not  believe  justice  would 
be  administered  by  the  person  so  appointed  ? 
And  if  not,  what  is  his  declamation  about 
Whigs  and  Tories,  but  a  sheer  pretence  f 
What  is  it  but  a  party  clap-trap,  which  he 
ought  to  know,  nnd  does  know,  is  a  shallow 
fallacy  only  likely  to  pass  current  among 
his  wiDing  supporters  ?  He  knows,  Sir^^ 
as  well  as  I  know,  that  it  is  a  fallacy  by 
which  the  people  of  England  will  not  be 
misled ;  which  is  only  fitted  for  the  temj)e« 
rature  of  this  House,  and  thank  Gody  Sir, 
only  fitted  for  one  half  of  this  House. 
Now,  Sir,  again  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, what  it  is  that  induces  him,  having 
so  long  filled  the  office  of  Home  Secretary, 
to  come  forward  at  this  critical  moment^ 
and  complain  of  injustice  being  done  ?  Are 
the  persons  appointed  less  respectable  than 
preening  Magistrates  ?  No  ;  that  is  ad- 
mitted by  himself.  Are  they  in  any  way 
whatever  impeachable  in  their  private  or 
public  character?  No;  that  also  was  granted 
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by  bimielf.  Are  they  opposed  to  the  Go* 
vernment }  No.  For  what  more  would  he 
himself  ask  for  them  than  private   and 

gublic  worth  and  r^n^ctability,  and  their 
eing  friends  of  the  Government  ?    Would 
not  he  himself,  if  he  were  at  the  head  of 
the  GovemmeDt,  come  to  this  House,  and 
say,  "  These  persons  are  all  fitted  for  their 
office,  and  I  have  confidence  in  them  ?" 
And  would  not  these  be  considered  by  him 
ffood  reasons  for  appointing  them  to  the 
Magisterial    office  ?   And    now  he  comes 
forward,  and  having  all  his  lifetime  con- 
ferred appointments  on  persons  of  his  own 
politics,  though  they  might  be  opposed  to 
the  people,  and  though  they  might  be  not 
likely  to  do  justice,  he  finds  fault  vnth  the 
noble  Lord  for  having  done  that  which  I, 
ior  one,  am  heartily  glad  he  has  done,  ap- 
pointed persons  congenial  to  the  people  as 
well  as  in  the  confidence  of  the  Government. 
I  never  was  so  delighted  in  my  life  as 
when  I  heard  the  attack  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.     I  was  quite  convinced  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  been  doing  his  duty,  for 
whenever  he  does  do  his  duty  he  is  sure 
to  ffive  offence  to  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  as  soon   as  I  hear  praises  and  soft 
speeches  from  that  quarter,  I  begin  to  fear 
that  mischief  has  been  done.      A  noble 
Lord  opposite  said,  that  all  the  gentry  of 
England  were  Tories;  but  what  we  want 
to  know  is^  not  what  the  gentry  of  £ng. 
land  think,  but  what  is  the  feeling  of  the 
boroughs  to  which  these  Magistrates  have 
been  appointed,  and  whether  the  majority 
of  the  inhabitants  in  those  boroughs  believe 
that  those  magistrates  will  do  them  justice, 
.that  is  the  question;  and  it  will  go  forth 
to  the  public,  that  no  person  has  said,  (and 
nobody  could  say  it)  that  the  majority  of 
the  people  in  these  towns  believe  that  the 
Magistrates  that  have  been  appointed,  will 
not  do  them  justice.      The  contrary  is 
evidently    admitted  to  be  the  case.     Sir, 
upon    a  former    occasion,    in    opposition 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  (who  in  my 
humble  opinion  did  not  succeed  in  con- 
troverting my  arguments)  I  attempted  to 
show,  and  brought  forward  some  very  apt 
illustrations  in   support  of  my  reasoning, 
that  the  appointment  of  Magistrates  bv  xSe 
majority,  was  the  only  proper  and  efficient 
mode  of  appointing  them.    Now  what  is 
the^  ground  of   attack  upon  the  present 
occf^on  i  That  Magistrates  have  been  ap- 
pointed in  accordance  with  the  feelings  of 
the  people^  and  not  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.     If  the 
HoUe  Lordj  the  liome  Secretary,  had  fol- 


lowed  the  eaumple  of  the  right  hop.  Ba« 
ronet,  he  woula  have  appointed  his  own 
partisans  exclusively  ;  but  the  noUe  Lord 
did  not  do  that,  he  choae  those  persons 
whom  the  majority  of  the  people  said  weia 
fit  to  be  intrusted  with  the  administratioa 
of  justice.  That,  Sir,  ia  the  right  mode  of 
electing  Magistrate*— *there  is  nothing 
which  Treed  mm  popular  oontrol,  will  not 
become  vicious;  and  I  want  judicial 
officers,  like  every  other  officer,  subject  to 
popular  control,  aye,  and  vigilant  populsr 
control  too.  Then  we  shall  not  have 
Tory*ridden  counties,  and  Tory-ridden  cor« 
porations;  we  shall  not  then,  have  tha 
bench  so  disfigured  by  Tory  Magistrate^aad 
injustice  done  under  the  pretence  of  ''  de< 
fending  the  British  Constitution ! "  Sir,  I 
have  b^en  so  troubled  with  these  pretences 
of  the  opposite  side,  bv  their  extraordinsiy 
and  virtuous  indignation,  that  I  was  unabb 
to  contain  my  fedings  upon  this  occasion, 
I  will  end  with  a  prayer  for  those  whose 
immaculate  love  of  ''justice"  has  been  so 
often  expressed — that  a  real  love  of  justice 
may  once  and  for  ever  enter  into  their 
hearts. 

Sir  Robert  Ped  begged  to  be  allowed  to 
say  a  few  words  in  explanation.  A  part  of 
what  had  fidlen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  was  utterly  inconsistent  with  fufi 
another  part  was  founded  on  a  gross  mia* 
representation  of  his  opinions  and  conduct ; 
and  the  remainder  exhibited  as  flagrant  a 
proof  of  at  least  as  much  hypocrisy  and 
simulated  love  of  justice  as  Uie  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  attributed  to  him. 

Mr.  Roebuck  observed,  that  if  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Baronet  was  going  to  speak  against 
him,  he  hoped  the  House  wouU  allow  hiffl 
to  answer. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  resuming,  when 

Mr.  Grote  rose  to  order,  and  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  wouU 
not,  under  the  influence  of  his  party,  be  al« 
lowed  to  make  a  second  speech. 

The  Speaker  stated  that,  according  to 
the  orders  of  the  House,  no  Member,  eX' 
cent  under  peculiar  circumstances,  was  enr 
titled  to  make  a  second  speech.  The  Houa^ 
however,  would  permit  any  hon.  Member 
to  speak  a  second  time  if  it  were  necessary* 

Sir  Henrif  Hardinge  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  accused  his  right 
hon.  Friend  of  being  influenced  by  hypocri^ 
tical  motives;  and  therefore,  in  his  opuiioOi 
his  right  hon.  Friend  was  perfectly  in  order 
and  had  a  right  to  vindicate  himself. 

Sir  Robert  Pee/ would  be  the  last  man  to 
throw  any  impediment  in  the  way  of  ths 
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hon.  Member  for  Batb's  reply*  He  had 
already  stated  that  a  part  of  what  bad  fallen 
tram  the  bon.  Qeotleman  was  inconsiBtent 
with  fact.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  a9^ 
■erted  that  he  had,  in  his  official  life,  uni* 
formly  appointed  individuals  to  the  com* 
miasion  of^the  Peace  with  a  view  to  politi- 
cal purposes.  That  he  most  distinctly  de- 
nied. He  had  never  done  so  in  a  single 
instance.  He  had  never  contributed  to  the 
appointment  of  a  single  individual  as  a 
Magistrate  who  ■  ■  ■■ 

Str  John  Wrottesley  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  whether  it  was  desirable, 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  to 
enter  on  such  a  subject  ? 

Mr.  WiUiams  Wynn  observed,  that  when 
a  personal  charee  was  made  against  an 
hon.  Member,  the  House  always  allowed 
the  individual  attacked  to  defend  himself. 

Sir  Robert  Pee/ said,  that  whether  or  not 
he  were  permitted  to  proceed  must  depend 
entirely  on  the  pleasure  of  ihe  House. 
He  had,  however,  scarcely  ever  heard  a 
speech  containing  so  much  vituperative 
matter  as  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath*  directed  against  a  Member  who 
was  placed  in  such  peculiar  circumstances 
that  be  had  no  right  to  reply.  Although, 
therefore,  he  was  aware  that  he  was  tres- 
passing upon  the  ordinary  rules  of  the 
House,  be  solicited  their  permission  to 
aay  a  few  words.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  declared,  that  as  Secretary  of  State, 
he  bad  rendered  his  official  power  sob- 
aenrient  to  his  political  viewa  in  the 
appointment  of  Magistrates.  That  he 
deuied.  He  had  never,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, done  any  such  thing.  When  in 
office,  he  had  had  repeated  applications 
from  Members  of  Parliament  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  he  had  never  sought  any  political 
object  in  the  appointment.  The  appoint- 
ment of  the  county  Magistrates  rested, 
in  fact,  with  the  Lord  Chancellor;  but 
be  had  never  used  his  influence  or  his 
connexion  with  that  dignitary,  to  procure 
the  appointment  of  iudividoals  as  Magis- 
trates for  political  purposes.  A  part  of 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  founded  on  a  gross  misrepresentation 
of  what  he  had  said.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man asserted  that  his  (Sir  R.  PeeFs)  sole 
complaint  was,  that  the  people,  having 
obtained  power  in  the  appointment  of  the 
Magistracy,  were  allowed  to  exercise  it. 
That  was  not  his  complaint.     His  com- 

Elaint  was  this :   that  where  the  people 
ad  exercised  ibeir  power  In  the  further*. 
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ance  of  conservative  principles,  full  weight 
had    not  been    given   by  his    Majesty's 
Government  to  their  wishes.      He  had 
quoted  the  cases  of  Guildford  and  Bristol 
in  proof  of  his  assertion;  and  he  had 
argued  that  if,  where  Liberal  principles 
predominated,   they    were  allowed  their 
weight,  the  same  ought  to  be  the  case 
where  Conservative    principles  predomi* 
nated.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  assumed 
that  the  people  had  a  right  to  choose  their 
Magistrates.     In  that  assumption  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  was  in  error.    By  the  law,  the 
people  had  not  now  the  power  of  choosing 
the  Magistrates.     But  the  hon.  Member 
would  perhaps  say,  that  because  the  town- 
councils,  who  were  elected  by  the  people, 
had  the  power  of  recommending  indivi* 
duals  for  the  Magistracy,  the  people  had 
an  indirect  influence  on  their  appointment. 
Be  it  so.      But  if  the  doctrine  was  good 
as  it  referred  to  those  who  were  of  liberal 
principles,  why  was  it  not  good  when  it 
referred  to  those  of  conservative  principles? 
He  had  always  doubted  the  policy  of  being 
governed  in  the  appointment  of  Magistratea 
by  either    conservative    or  liberal  town- 
councils;  but  if  it  was  right  to  be  so 
governed    by  a   liberal  town-council,  it 
most  be  right  to  be  so  governed  by  a 
conservative  town-council.     He  had  men- 
tioned the  caaes  of  Guildford  and  Bristol, 
however,  to  prove  that  that  had  not  been 
the   course    pursued    by    his    Majesty^s 
Government.    It  was  hypocrisy  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath — at 
least  eqnal  to  that  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man imputed  to  him— to  pretend  that  he 
was  anxious  to  consult  the  voice  of  the 
people  in  the  appointment  of  Magistrates, 
while  he  maintained  the  expediency  of 
confirming  the  recommendations  of  those 
town-councils    whose    political    opinions 
were  conformable  to  his  own,  and  of  setting 
aside  the  recommendations  of  those  town- 
councils  whose  political  opinions  were  not 
conformable  to  his  own.    What  was  that 
but  a  simulated  regard  for  the  voice  of  the 
people  ?  "  When  the  voice  of  the  people," 
said  the  hon.  Gentleman,  ''agrees  with 
my  own  opinion,  let  it  be  attended  to; 
when  the  voice  of  the  people  and   my 
opinion  are  dissonant,  let  the  voice  of  the 
people  be  disregarded ;  overlook  the  re- 
commendations   of    the    town-councils; 
and  overlook  the  expediency  of  popular 
control.**  He  trusted  that  he  bad  redeemed 
the  pledges  with  which  be  bad  commenced 
hi5  observations. 
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Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  although  he  was 
quite  sure  he  had  a  right  to  reply,  the  de» 
fence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been 
80  dull  and  weak,  that  of  that  right  he  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  avail  himself. 

Mr.  Thomas  Gladstone  said,  that  the 
borough  of  Leicester  was  by  no  means  well 
pleased  with  the  Magisterial  appointments 
of  the  noble  Lord ;  and  he  could  inform  the 
House^  in  addition,  that  an  Address  to  his 
Majesty  on  the  subject,  signed  by  a  great 
majority  of  the  respectable  inhabitants  of 
the  town,  was  ready  for  presentation  at  the 
first  opportunity.  Of  the  ten  persons  who 
had  been  appointed  to  the  Magistracy  in 
Leicester,  nine  had  voted  for  his  opponents 
in  the  last  election  for  the  borough.  Of 
these  nine,  eight  were  very  active  sup- 
porters of  their  cause.  Besides  this,  five  of 
them  were  Socinians,  one  a  Baptist,  three 
were  Churchmen,  and  one  of  them  was  of 
very  doubtful  character.  He  did  not  mean 
as  to  his  morals,  but  the  character  of  his 
creed ;  and  he  wished  to  be  understood  as 
casting  no  reflection  on  the  gentleman.  If 
that  was  not  enough  for  the  measure  of  the 
noble  Lord  he  did  not  know  what  was. 
After  a  few  more  such  specimens  of  it  the 
constituencies  of  the  country  would  be  less 
than  ever  inclined  to  repose  confidence  in 
the  Government.  He  had  been  identified 
with  charges  made  against  the  noble  Lord 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  by  the  cheer 
he  had  uttered  in  support  of  it ;  but  he 
wished  to  qualify  that  identification  by  an 
interpretation,  similar,  if  not  in  terms,  in 
strict  sentiment,  to  that  afforded  by  his  noble 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Liverpool. 

Captain  Berkeley  said,  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Bristol,  had  stated,  that  the 
place  which  he  represented  was  almost,  if 
not  quite,  the  only  influential  town  in  the 
kingdom  where  there  was  a  Tory  corpora- 
tion, and  it  was  upon  the  refusal  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Home  Secretary,  to  comply 
with  the  recommendations  of  that  Tory 
corporation  that  the  hon.  Baronet  founded 
his  charge.  Now,  it  did  so  happen  that  the 
place  which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
was  a  large  mercantile  town,  and  a  place  of 
no  slight  importance,  and  there  also,  there 
was  a  Tory  corporation.  When  that  cor- 
poration was  elected,  he  was  strongly  urged 
by  the  liberal  parly  in  the  town,  who  were 
his  principal  supporters,  to  wait  upon  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Home  Secretary,  and  ex- 
press the  fears  which  they  entertained,  that 
the  recommendations  of  the  corporation, 
as  regarded  the  appointment  of  Magistrates, 
would  not  be  such  as  would  give  general 


satisfaction.  He  waited  upon  the  nohie 
Lord  accordingly,  and  had  a  conversation 
with  him  upon  the  subject  at  some  lengthy 
and  when  he  was  again  urged  by  his  con- 
stituents to  repeat  the  application,  his  replj 
to  them  was  simply  tlus — that  the  noble 
Lord  had  already  given  him  the  amplest 
and  most  satisfactory  reasons  why  he  could 
not  interfere  with  the  recommendations  of 
a  body  which  had  been  popularly  chosen. 
He  thought  that  this  fact  went  far  to  con- 
tradict, if  not  to  falsify,  the  accusations 
which  had  been  brought  forward  against 
the  noble  Lord  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. If  he  stood  in  the  situation  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Bristol,  he 
would  either  manfully  proceed  wiUi  the 
accusation,  or  else  candidly  retract  it. 

Mr.  0*Connell. — Sir;  One  word  with 
respect  to  the  magistrates  of  Leicester.  I 
remarked  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  made 
no  personal  charge  against  any  of  them. 
He  indeed  stated,  that  they  voted  against 
the  sitting  Members ;  but  he  went  no  far- 
ther. The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  has 
thrown  a  new  ingredient  into  the  debate. 
The  hon«  Gentleman  has  assailed  them  on 
account  of  their  relieious  opinions.  Now 
I  did  hope  that  we  might  have  been  spared 
such  a  subject  to-night.  Dissenters  have 
as  much  right  to  be  magistrates,  or  mem- 
bers of  Town  Councils,  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself,  or  anybody  else.  I  did 
hope  that  the  days  had  gone  by  when  a 
man's  religious  opinions  were  to  be  made  a 
ground  of  charge  or  quarrel  against  him. 
Well,  these  gentlemen  were  unanimously 
selected  by  the  Town  Council  of  Leicester^ 
and  the  only  thing  against  them  is,  that 
they  voted  for  the  unsuccessful  candidates 
at  the  last  election.  But  was  any  of  those 
who  voted  for  them  accused  (however 
falsely)  of  bribery?  If  not,  I  don't  see 
how  it  can  be  made  a  matter  of  accusation 
against  any  Gentlemen,  that  they  voted  on 
that  side  of  the  question.  Sir;  the  debate 
to-night  has  assumed  Various  shapes.  We 
have  had  three  kinds  of  public  exhibitions 
— tragedy,  comedy,  and  farce.  The  per- 
formance commenced  with  all  the  tragic 
dignity  of  an  impeachm^it  of  a  Minister. 
Then  we  had  the  amusing  comedy,  or  in* 
terlude,  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  ( Mr.  T.  Duncombe)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  (Mr.  Rich- 
ards) )  and,  finally,  we  had  the  broad  farce 
exhibited  by  the  last-named  Gentleman  in 
his  reply.  But  various  and  amusing  as 
the  topics  of  debate  have  been,  I  think  it 
has  also  been  very  useful— >us^ul  in  thl^ 
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tbat  it  lifts  brought  out  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's (Sir  R.  reel's)  admission^  that  the 
popular  voice  ought  to  be  respected  in  mat- 
ters of  municipcu  government.  The  sub- 
stance of  the  right  hon.  Baronef  s  charge 
against  the  noble  Lord  is^  that  he  has  not 
made  an  equal  selection  of  Magistrates, 
but  that  he  has  given  an  undue  preponder- 
ance to  those  of  his  own  party.  If  the 
noble  Lord  has  done  so,  whose  fault  is  it  ? 
It  is  the  fault  of  the  very  party  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  belongs^  because,  as 
the  Municipal  Reform  Bill  passed  this 
House,  the  Town  Councillors  would  have 
had  the  power  of  nominating  the  Magis- 
trates absolutely ;  and  the  Government,  if 
it  interfered  at  all,  must  have  done  so  upon 
its  own  direct  responsibility.  As  the  Bill 
originally  stood,  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
would  have  had  only  a  negative  veto  upon 
the  appointment  of  the  Town  Council,  for 
the  exercise  of  which  veto  he  must  in  every 
instance  have  given  a  distinct  and  positive 
reason.  The  wisdom  of  another  branch  of 
the  Legislature  induced  them  to  alter  that 
part  of  the  Bill ;  and  the  debate  of  this 
evening  has  given  a  pretty  convincing 
proof  of  our  superior  wisdom  in  that  re- 
spect. The  complaint  brought  forward 
against  the  Government  is^  that  they  have 
given  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  to  so 
many  Liberals.  I  am  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  making  such  a  charge.  It 
is  an  exceedingly  useful  charge,  because, 
till  now,  the  people  of  England  did  not 
know  how  much  the  Government  has  been 
doing  for  them.  The  right  hot.  Baronet 
has  taken  the  trouble  of  informing  them 
upon  that  point;  and  in  that  respect  at 
least  the  people  of  England  are  very  much 
indebted  to  him.  The  Government  owe  it 
to  the  country  to  take  care  of  the  Liberal 
interest ;  to  see  that  it  no  longer  shall  be  a 
crime  for  a  man  to  be  a  Liberal.  Shall  that 
altogether  prevent  him  from  being  put  into 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  ?  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  says — *'  Oh,  I  admit  they 
are  excellent  men  that  are  presented  to 
you  by  the  Town  Council,  but  then  they 
agree  with  you  in  opinion,  and  therefore 
they  must  be  rejected. '  That  is  his  logic. 
—Sir ;  The  nght  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
vindicated  himself  by  saying,  that  he  never 
appointed  the  Magistrates  of  counties. 
Why,  Sir,  I  have  lived  long  enough  to 
know  that  the  Chancellor  issues  the  Com- 
missions ;  but  I  say  the  practice  has  been  to 
appoint  Tory  Magistrates.  I  do  not  com- 
plain that  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 


right  hon.  Baronet^  whilst  he  was  in  office, 
to  appoint  Tory  Magistrates.  I  do  not 
know  that  there  is  any  great  ground  of 
complaint  upon  that  head.  I  do  not  corn* 
plain  that  men  have  been  appointed  be. 
cause  they  were  Tories;  but  of  this  I 
think  there  is  reason  to  complain,  that  men 
have  been  appointed  to  be  Magistrates  who 
would  not  have  been  so  appointed  if  they 
had  been  Radicals  or  Liberals.  No  matter 
what  is  saidj  this  is  the  fact :  in  the  coun^ 
ties  of  England,  99  out  of  100— it  has 
always  hitherto  been  a  total  exclusion  from 
the  Magistracy,  if  a  man  dared  to  enter- 
tain Liberal  opinions.  It  is  so  even  at  this 
moment.  This,  however,  I  do  hope,  will 
be  one  of  the  results  of  the  present  debate, 
that  the  Government  will  no  longer  see 
the  necessity  of  attending  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  Tory  Lords-lieutenant.  In 
many  instances  I  think  it  would  be  well 
to  turn  the  Lieutenants  themselves  to  the 
right  about :  but  at  all  events  this  is  evi- 
dent, that  hereafter  the  Government  ought, 
in  a  degree,  to  keep  itself  independent  of 
these  recommendations,  and  then  we  shall 
not  see  elections  influenced  as  they  are  by 
Tory  Magistrates,  owine  to  Liberals  not 
having  b^n  put  into  the  Commission  in 
the  numbers  in  which  they  ought  to  have 
been. «- Sir;  when  speaking  of  the  system 
that  has  been  pursued  in  Ireland,  I  do  not 
mean  to  impute  any  thing  personally  offen- 
sive to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge : 
I  speak  of  his  Government.  But  really  I 
h^ve  been  turning  the  matter  over  in  my 
mind  for  some  time,  and  endeavouring  to 
recollect  whether,  during  the  last  five 
years,  during  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
there  was  one  man  of  Liberal  opinions  ap- 
pointed to  the  Magistracy  in  that  country. 
Now  there  might  have  been,  but  certainly 
I  do  not  remember  one.  I  am  sorry  he  is 
not  in  the  House,  for  I  should  like  to  ask 
him  to  tax  his  recollection  upon  that  point, 
-^ir ;  I  think  this  debate  will  affora  two 
subjects  for  triumph  to  the  Government. 
The  first  triumph  for  the  Government  is 
the  publicity  which  will  now  be  given  to 
the  fact,  that  they  for  the  first  time  have 
nominated  and  siven  the  Commission  to  a 
number  of  excellent  persons,  who  joined 
with  them  in  their  own  Liberal  opiniomi. 
Their  second  triumph  consists  in  the  ex- 
posure which  has  been  given  to  the  pre- 
tence, that  in  the  counties  «f  England 
there  has  heretofore  been  fair  play  between 
Wfaiga  and  Tories.      Every  body  knows 
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that  UieTtt  has  not;  but  tlie  fact  ia  plaisad 
beyond  dispute  hy  the  dedarationa  which 
hare  been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  in  the  course  of  the  present 
debate. 

Mr.  Tkonuu  Gladstone,  in  explanation^ 
denied  that  he  had  intended  to  make  differ, 
enee  of  religbn  a  matter  of  reproach  against 
any  man. 

Lord  Granville  Somerset  wished  to  know 
from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)* 
whether  it  was  on  account  of  the  private 
character  of  the  individuals  named  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  refused  to  sanction  the 
recommendation  of  the  Bristol  Magistrates* 
He  was  the  more  anxious  to  have  an  answer 
upon  that  point,  because  in  the  early  part 
c^  the  debate  words  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord>  which  induced  him  to  think 
that  the  refusal  had  been  grounded  upon 
the  private  eharacter  of  the  gentlemen  re. 
oommended,  and  with  respect  to  some  of 
them,  he  felt  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
thrown  out  something  like  a  very  grave 
insinuation.  He  did  not  pretend  to  know 
all  the  gentlemen  who  had  been  recom« 
mended;  but  he  knew  two  or  three  of 
them  independent  of  Mr.  Alderman  Daniel, 
and  with  respect  to  them,  he  would  state, 
that  he  defied  the  noble  Lord,  or  any  one 
else  in  that  House  Justly,  to  state  anything 
that  oouldbe  properly  jrSgarded  as  reproach, 
ful  against  them.  The  noble  Lord  stated 
broadly,  that  he  objected  to  them  on  political 
grounds.  If  the  noble  Lord  assured  him« 
that  that  was  the  sole  gi-ound  of  objection, 
he  should  rest  perfectly  satisfied;  but^  if 
the  noble  Lord  had  any  accusation  of  a 
personal  character  to  prefer  against  them, 
it  was  only  right  that  the  parties  should 
know  what  those  accusations  were,  in  order 
that  they  might  have  the  opportunity  of 
satisfactorily  explaining.  He  trusted  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  give  him  a  distinct 
answer. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  quite  misunderstood  him,  if  he 
supposed,  that  in  any  explanation  he  had 

S'ven  of  the  circumstances  alluded  to,  he 
td  meant  to  charge  those  gentlemen  with 
anything  like  unfitness  for  the  office  of 
Magbtrate,  or  to  insinuate  anything  of  a 
personal  nature  against  them.  But  in 
answering  a  question  like  that  put  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  it  was  obviously  im- 
possible for  a  person,  in  his  (Lord  John 
Kussell's)  situation,  to  enter  into  the  various 
teasons  that  had  induced  him  to  make  such 
and  such  appointments.  If  it  were  possi^ 
ble«  it  would  perhaps  be  highly  impolitic* 


As  to  the  partieukr  observations  whieh  bad 
given  rise  to  the  noble  Lord's  remark,  hm 
did  not  make  it  with  special  reference  to  the 
council  or  Magistrates  of  Bristol.  He  had 
made  it  as  a  general  observation.  He  had 
stated  the  reasons  of  objection  only  in  one 
case,  that  of  Alderman  Daniel — ^but  as  to 
those  of  other  individuals,  it  was  quite 
impossible  that  he  should  come  prepared  to 
state  the  reasons  for  the  appointment  or 
rejection  of  any  one  whose  name  might 
pass  through  his  hands. 

Mr.  Scarlett  referred  to  the  circumstanoea 
attending  the  selection  of  Magistrates  for 
Guildford,  where,  out  of  three  persons  put 
in  nomination,  a  deaf  person  was  selected 
by  the  Government.  In  the  city  of  Nor* 
wich  also,  there  was  evidence  of  the  preva- 
lence of  partisan  policy.  A  list  of  twenty 
persons  was  prepared,  in  the  framing  of 
which  the  names  of  all  the  truly  respectable 
and  influential  Conservatives  qualified  to 
act  as  Magistrates  were  studiously  set 
aside,  on  a  system  of  exclusive  dealing  no 
ways  creditable  to  the  operation  of  the 
Municipal  Reform  Act,  and  in  their  stead 
he  fouxiid  placed  on  the  list  only  eight  Con- 
servatives, of  whom  two  were  barristers^ 
two  attorneys^  two  who  declined  to  act,  and 
two  more  who  were  superannuated.  He 
considered  the  preparation  of  such  a  list 
for  Norwich,  positive  evidence  of  great 
unfairness  existing  there  in  that  respect ; 
and  he  honed  the  noble  Lord  would  yet 
inquire  ana  ascertain  from  intelligent  and 
impartial  persons  who  were  really  the 
fittest  to  be  chosen  for  the  important  office 
of  Magistrates  in  these  corporations. 

The  Speaker  wished  to  express  his  hope» 
now  that  the  sense  of  the  House  had  been 
so  fully  developed  on  the  topic  before  thomi 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  feel  the  pro- 
priety of  acknowledging  that  nothing  nad 
been  uttered  by  the  hon.  Baronet  to  imply 
a  charge  of  a  personal  nature,  or  which 
would  call  for  any  further  solicitude  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Lord  in  reference  to  that 
portion  of  the  debate. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
say,  that  he  did  not  retain  any  idea  of  per- 
sonal imputation  in  the  charges  which  had 
been  brought  against  his  official  conduct 
in  this  affair. 

Sir  Richard  Vtfvmn  acquiesced  in  the 
Speaker's  decision,  that  nothing  penonally 
invidious  was  implied  in  his  charges  against 
the  noble  Lord's  exercise  of  power  on  this 
occasion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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Iklavd  NAYZOAnoN  (IkvIiAnd).]  Mr. 
FkzHephem  French  me  iat  the  porpaoe  of 
moving  for  •  Sdeek  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  stale  and  condition  of  the  Irish 
eanak.  It  was  not  his  object  to  interfere 
in  any  manner  with  the  priTmte  afiBurs  of 
these  companies ;  he  meant  to  confine  him- 
self solely  to  that  system  of  comhination, 
monopoly^  and  intimidation,  which  had,  for 
a  long  period,  prerailed  on  them,  through 
which  many  lives  had  been  lost,  and  by 
which  the  country  was  deprived  cf  the  ad- 
vantages which  might  naturally  have  been 
espected  as  the  necessary  consequence  of 
their  formation.  He  did  not  consider  such 
an  inquiry  could  be  fairly  objected  to ;  and 
when  the  House,  in  addition,  would  take 
into  consideration  the  very  large  sums  of 

guUio  money  which  had  been  granted  to 
oth  theee  bodies*  400,000/.  to  the  one,  and 
850,000^  to  the  other,  they  probably  would 
acree  with  him,  that  it.  was  not  only  desira* 
ble  for,  but  incumbent  on,  Puliament  to 
institute  it ;  he  was  also  anxious  that  the 
Committee  should  direct  their  attention  to 
ikd  state  of  the  tributary  rivers  falling  into 
the  Shannon,  on  the  state  of  which  their 
information  was  at  present  very  confined. 
It  was  known,  generally  speaking,  they 
laboured  under  similar  disadvantages  as  the 
Shannon,  but  as  to  the  particular  nature  of 
the  obstructions,  or  the  cost  of  removing 
them,  every  person  who  had  been  examined 
on  the  subject  seemed  totally  ignorant; 
these  rivers  were  neither  few,  nor  unim. 
portant :  for  the  information  of  the  House 
he  would  briefly  enumerate  them,  taking 
them  in  the  order  in  which  they  fell  into 
the  main  river;  the  Shannon  was  gene- 
rally divided  into  four  parts ;  the  first  of 
these  was  from  the  sea  to  Limerick ;  here 
were  the  rivers  Moy,  Feale,  Brick,  Geale, 
and  the  estuary  of  the  Cashen;  on  the 
other  side  was  the  Fergus,  five  mites  in 
width,  at  present  navigable  to  the  town  of 
Clare,  iov  vessels  drawing  sixteen  feet 
water ;  at  a -trifling  expense  the  navigation 
could  be  continued  through  the  Upper 
Fergus  to  the  town  of  Ennis ;  this  river  had, 
in  the  shallowest  places,  at  the  lowest  su  mmer 
level,  from  thirteen  to  fourteen  feet  of  water, 
and  generally  from  eighteen  to  twenty-five ; 
it  flowed  through  the  heart  of  Clare,  a  district 
unsurpassed  in  feKtlity ;  the  second  division 
was  from  Limerick  to  Portumna,  part  to 
Killaloe,  under  the  direction  of  the  Lime* 
rick  Navigation  Company  ;  the  remainder. 
Lough  Derg,  under  the  control  of  Govern- 
meat,  traversing  the  Scarifi^,  the  Rossmore, 
the  Ci^pagh,  and  Ballyshealt  rivers ;  the 


third  division  was  firom  Portumna  to  Ath- 
lone,  under  the  manageasent  of  the^Gxand 
Canal  Company;  herei  on  one  side  wasths 
Upper  and  Lower  Bresna,  and,  on  the 
other,  the  Suck,  a  river  described  by  Mr* 
Rhodtes,  in  his  able  Report  of  18S3,  to  be 
little  inferior  to  the  Shannon  itself;  it 
found  a  circuitous  course  of  about  sixty 
miles — passed  by  the  towns  of  Roscommon, 
Athleague,  Mount  Talbot,  Ballyfomn, 
Ballygill,  and  through  the  town  of  Balli* 
nasloe;  more  money  was  expended  in 
making  a  canal  for  twelve  miles  in  this 
direction,  than  would  have  rendered  this 
river  navigable  for  steam-vessels  to  Bally- 
foran,  a  distance  of  twenty*fi  ve  miles ;  so  far 
back  as  the  year  1 7 15,  an  Act  passed  the  Irish 
Parliament  for  making  this  river  navigable 
to  the  town  of  Castlerea ;  into  the  laM  di<« 
vision,  that  from  Athlone  to  the  source^ 
fall  the  Inny,  the  Camlin,  the  Camedoc, 
and  the  Boyle  waters — the  two  latter  flow« 
ing  through  the  most  fertile  portion  of  Roa^ 
common,  a  district  almost  exclusively  de* 
voted  to  graainff,  from  the  want  of  means 
of  conveying  the  produce  of  their  soil  to 
market.  Mr.  Mullins  declared  that,  tor  a 
few  thousand  pounds,  the  benefit  of  forty 
miles  of  Inland  Navigation,  through  these 
rivers,  could  be  given  to  this  county  and 
the  counties  adjoining  it ;  all  these  rivers^ 
and  there  were  several  others  he  had  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  name,  were,  at  pre* 
sent,  for  navigation,  totally  useless.  The 
various  petitions  he  had  presented  to  that 
House,  stated  them  to  be  choked  up  with 
mill-dams,  eel  weirs,  and  other  obstruo* 
tions,  by  which  thousands  of  acres  in  the 
country  adjoining  them  were  annualTy  in« 
jured.  How  was  it,  he  would  ask,  that  a 
magnificent  river,  such  as  the  Shannon 
was  universally  admitted  to  be,  with  tri^ 
butary  streams,  such  as  these  flowing  into 
it)  running  through  the  most  fertile  portion 
of  a  fertile  country,  had  been,  up  to  the 
present  hour,  almost  usdess  for  the  pur- 
poses of  inland  transport,  and  for  the  pro* 
motion  of  industry  ?-— that  waa  a  question 
not  only  of  great  local  but  of  national  im« 
portanoe«-^ne  equally  afiecting  the  mano« 
facturing  prosperity  of  England,  and  the 
agricultural  welfare  of  Ireland«-ona  which 
anorded  a  curious  illustration  of  Irish  go* 
vemment  and  of  Irish  history ;  it  would  be 
a  mistake  to  attribute  that  phenomenon 
solely  to  that  want  of  union  for  national 
purposes  to  that  total  absence  of  combined 
enterprise  which  had  long  been  the  disb 
tinctive  mark,  and  the  destructive  bane  of 
Ireland.  The  policy  of  Govemmtnt,  from  a 
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remote  period  to  tbe  present  day,  had  ma. 
teriaUy  contributed  to  render  that  magnifi- 
cent river  useless  to  the  nation  it  was 
destined  to  civilise  and  enrich :  no  improve, 
ment  was  made  in  its  navigation — no  ap- 
proaches to  it  from  the  interior  of  the  coun- 
try on  either  side  were  made,  or  would 
have  been  permitted  to  have  been  made^  by 
successive  Administrations,  who  regarded  it 
merely  as  a  line  of  defence  between  three 
provinces  of  Ireland  and  the  fourth ;  and  it 
had,  up  to  that  moment^  but  little  oonnexion 
with  the  interior,  whose  inhabitants  knew 
its  waters  but  as  the  organ  of  destruction 
— as  the  source  of  wide-spreading  waste. 
After  a  good  deal  of  research  on  this  sub- 
ject, the  first  indication  he  found  of  any 
desire,  on  the  part  of  Government,  to  put 
an  end  to  this  baneful  policy,  was  contained 
in  the  instructions  given  in  1 66^,  by  Lord 
Orraond,  to  the  Council  of  Trade;  but, 
although  these  instructions  were  given, 
nothing  was  done ;  it  was  not,  until  the 
commencement  of  the  last  century  that  the 
state  of  that  river  occupied  public  attention, 
and  the  attention  of  Parliament.  In  1703, 
1709f  1715,  Committees  were  appointed, 
and  Bills  passed  through  Parliament  for  the 
improvement  of  its  navigation;  in  1729, 
an  Act  was  passed,  declarmg  it  was  fit  and 
expedient  that  works  of  great  public  utility, 
such  as  this,  should  be  carried  on  at  the 
expense  of  the  nation ;  in  1 767*  the  prin- 
ciple of  contribution  was  introduced,  after* 
wards  so  advantageously  adopted  by  that 
House  in  the  case  of  the  highland  roads 
of  Scotland,  6,000/.  having  been  granted 
for  the  improvement  of  the  Shannon  on 
condition  of  a  further  sum  of  10,000/. 
being  supplied  from  other  sources;  in  1780 
-^but  he  would  not  detain  the  House  by  a 
recapitulation  of  Acts  of  Parliament-— suf- 
fice to  say,  resolutions  were  entered  into 
by  the  grand  juries  of  several  counties, 
declaratory  of  the  necessity  of  opening  the 
navigation  of  this  river.  Various  grants  of 
money  for  this  purpose  were  made  by  the 
Irish  House  of  Commons ;  but  through  the 
want  of  connexion  in  the  different  under- 
takings— the  absence  of  any  plan  embracing 
the  entire  river — the  jarring  of  the  different 
interests — and,  more  than  all,  the  low  state 
of  engineering  skill,  the  money  granted  was 
wasted,  and  the  object  sought  for  unob- 
tained.  ^  The  fault  was  not  with  that  body 
so  oftj  so  unfairly  calumniated— 'the  Irish 
House  of  Commons.  Out  of  a  trifling  re- 
venue, grants  nearly  amounting  to  600^000/. 
were  made  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Inland   Navigation  of  the  country.      By 


that  the  nation  had  been  saved  iSnB  pqnBent 
of  100,000^  a  year  bounty  for  the  imports* 
tion  of  corn  into  Dublin;  and  Irdand 
which,  fifty  years  ago,  imported  to  the 
value  of  half  a  million  sterling,  now  ex- 
ported, in  that  article  alone,  to  the  value  of 
several  millions.  However  their  Parliament 
might  be  blamed  for  a  lavish  expenditure 
of  public  money,  it  cotld  not  be  denied  they 
created  trade  where  it  never  had  before 
existed,  and  materially  improved  what  was 
their  best,  their  only  resource — their  agri- 
culture. Had  the  2d  Geo.  1st,  c  10,  been 
carried  into  effect,  two-thirds  of  Irelaxid 
would  at  that  moment  be  within  five  miles 
of  the  sea,  or  of  some  river  or  canal  com« 
municating  with  it — the  great  difference  in 
trading  activity,  so  apparent  to  every  casual 
observer,  between  the  two  countries  would 
not  have  existed— each  nation  would  have 
had  the  same  facility  for  the  disposal  of  the 
produce  of  their  soils — the  labour,  skill,  and 
industry  of  the  inhabitants  of  both  would 
have  been  on  an  equal  footing— *and  Ireland, 
equal  in  prosperity  to  £ngland,  would  fur- 
nish a  far  Afferent  proportion  of  the  na- 
tional revenue  from  that  she  was  then  ca- 
pable of  doing,  llie  only  objection  he 
could  im^ine  likely  to  be  made  to  granting 
him  the  Committee  he  sought  for  was,  the 
existence  of  the  Commission  under  the 
Shannon  Improvement  Act  of  last  year. 
Having  attentively  examined  the  instruct 
tions  given  by  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  gentlemen  composing  that  Commis- 
sion, which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of 
that  House  on  the  motion  of  his  noble 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Leitrim^  he  con- 
fidently asserted,  there  was  not  anything, 
either  in  the  Commission  itself  or  in  the 
instructions^  which  could  be  fairiy  urged 
against  his  motion.  The  Commissioners 
were  desired  to  report  what  works  were 
nece^Sary,  to  estimate  their  expense,  and  to 
determine  the  districts  direcUy  benefitted 
by  the  improvements  about  to  be  made. 
They  were  also  to  determine  the  portion  of 
the  expense  to  be  borne  b)^  these  districts,  to 
adjudicate  compensation,  to  fix  the  rate  of 
toll,  and  to  ascertain  proper  places  fiir 
havens,  piers,  and  wharis.  Independent  of 
those  duties  which  were  prescribed  to  them 
in  the  Bill,  there  were  two  others :— -Ist, 
To  see  if  it  was  possible  to  combine  the 
useful  drainage  of  the  adjoining  lands  with 
the  main  object,  the  navigation  of  the  river ; 
and,  lastly,  to  consider  the  engagements 
and  liabilities  of  the  Grand  Canal  Company, 
with  respect  to  the  Middle  Shannon.  This 
last,  the  only  one  which  could  be  pretended 
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to  bear  on  Uie  present  motion,  did  not  do 
90  in  reality.     The  engagement  to  be  con- 
sidered was  confined  to  the  river  Shannon 
«— to  that  portion  of  it  called  the  Middle 
Shannon.      It  related    exclusively  to   an 
agreement    entered    into    by   the   Grand 
Canal    Company^    with    Government    in 
1806,  for  the  execution  and  maintenance 
of  certain  worlds,  on  condition  of  a  sum 
of   54,000    odd    hundred    pounds    being 
paid  to  them,  and  the  navigation  of  that 
part  of  the  river  delivered  up  to  them. 
This    navigation    had    been    put    under 
their    control ;     the   sum    stipulated  for 
had  been  paid,  but   the   works  had  not 
been  executed,  nor  had  the  contract  on  the 
part    of  the    Company    been    performed. 
Such  had  been  the  Report  of  a  Committee 
of  that  House,  and  all  the  Commissioners 
could  do  would  be  to  bear  their  additional 
testimony  to  the  fact.    What  had  that  to 
do   with  the  state  of  the  canals  or  the 
tributaries  ?     Notwithstanding  the  lateness 
of  the    hour,    and    his    desire   not   to 
detain  the  House,  he  could  not  sit  down 
without   drawing  their  attention   to   the 
assistance    and    encouragement    given  by 
other  Governments  to  the  developement  of 
the  resources  of  their  countries  by  means  of 
inland  navigation.    The  wealth  and  enter, 
prise  of  the  people  of  England  had,  from 
private    sources,   rendered    Parliamentary 
assistance    needless.      Private    speculation 
had  given  her  the  advantage  of  more  than 
5,000  miles  of  canals  and  navigable  rivers, 
but  no  other  nation  was  similarly  circum- 
stanced.     Elsewhere,   national    assistance 
was  required,   and  had  been  universally 
afforded.     Ireland,    with  a   population  of 
8,000,000,  had  but  340  miles  of  canal. 
He  would   ask    the   right  hon.    Gentle- 
man, the  Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer, 
who  was,  he  understood,  to  reply  to  him, 
ought  such  a  state  of  things  to  remain^ — 
ought  they  not  rather  to  learn  wisdom  from 
the  example  shown  them  by  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Ireland,  by  the  countries  adjoining 
them,  and  by  the  United  States  of  America  ? 
Considering,   as  he  did,   that  facility  of 
transport  was  the  first  step  towards  the 
improvement  and  civilization  of  a  country, 
he  called  on  England  no  longer  to  suffer 
Ireland    to  remain,    both    physically  and 
morally,  an  exception  to  every  general  rule 
by  which  the  prosperity  of  nations  was 
advanced.     He  would  now  beg  leave  to 
move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  and  practicability  of 
improving    the    navigation  of  the  rivers 
Su(*k,  Fergus,  Bresna,  and  the  other  riven 
flowing  into  the  Shannon. 
VOL.  XXXII,  {JSH} 


Mr.  Shaw  seconded  the  motion  on  a 
subject  which,  he  was  happy  to  believe, 
every  Irishman  would  gladly  combine  to 
promote. 

Lord  Morpeth  thought  the  main  object 
of  the  motion  would  be  better  obtained, 
when  the  time  would  arrive  for  entertain- 
ing it  effectively,  by  separating  it  from  the 
latter  portion  of  the  Resolution. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought, 
that  the  best  way  of  advancing  the  object 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  view  was,  to  begin 
by  obtaining  from  the  engineers  who  had 
charge  of  the  improvements  in  that  district, 
the  preliminary  information  as  to  the  levels 
of  the  broad  water  on  the  Upper  Shannon, 
&c.  That  done,  the  hon.  Member  should 
have  his  best  assistance.  But  as  any  attempt 
to  effect  the  object  of  his  motion,  at  present, 
must  be  premature,  and  would  only  confuse 
the  whole  proceedings  for  the  improvement 
of  the  lower  part  of  the  river  Shannon,  he 
must  advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  with- 
draw his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Wednesday,  March  30, 1 836. 

MnfUTCS.]  Bilb.  Read  a  third  time  t^Bankruptcy,  (Ireland)* 
Pedtkmc  preaented.  By  the  Duke  of  LaiNSfna,  ftom  An- 
trim, in  favour  of  Mr.  Buckingham's  Claim.^By  Viscount 
Mblbournb,  flrom  Glasgow,  for  a  repeal  of  that  portion 
of  the  Abolition  of  Slavery  Bill  relating  to  Apprenticeg.— 
By  Beveral  Noblb  Lokos  fhim  various  places  for  Alter- 
ation of  Eoclesiastical  Courts  Consolidating  BUL— By 
Lord  Hathxrton,  from  Plymouth,  for  an  alteration  in 
the  Com  Law9.«-By  Lord  Tbmplbmorb,  from  f^utton  in 
Wexfind,  ftnr  the  Abolition  of  Tithes.^y  Lord  Lvnd- 
HURST,  ftora  Dublin,  against  the  Corporations'  Refona 
(Ireland)  Bill;  and  from  Bristol,  against  the  Suppression 
of  the  Bishopric  of  Bristol 

LsTTJER  Stkalino,  (Scotland).]  The 
Duke  of  Richmond  stated^  tbat  he  trusted 
that  this  Bill  would  be  altered.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  object  of  this  Bill  was  to 
prevent  Magistrates  in  Scotland  taking 
bail  in  cases  of  letter-stealing,  which  they 
were  now  able  to  do.  This  he  thought 
was  going  against  the  principle  of  a 
measure  that  was  passed  last  year^  by 
which  the  powers  of  taking  bail  were 
enlarged.  He  did  not  see  i^hy  there 
should  be  any  alteration  in  the  great  object 
in  view — ^namely,  that  no  person  should 
be  sent  to  gaol  if  he  could  get  sufficient 
security  that  he  would  appear  and  take  his 
trial  in  due  course  of  law.  This  principle 
had  been  established  in  England^  and,  he 
believed,  also  in  Scotland,  by  the  recent 
I  Act ;  but  by  this  Bill  the  po^ver  of  taking 
'  bail  was  taken  from  the  Magistrates  of 
2  £ 
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Scotland,  and  the  Court  of  Justiciary  alone 
could  do  so  in  cases  of  letter-stealing.  He 
linew  that  the  prisons  in  Scotland  were  in 
a  much  worse  condition  than  in  England. 
If  then  they  wished  to  prevent  men  being 
committed  to  a  gaol  in  England,  still  much 
more  should  they  endeavour  to  do  so  in 
Scotland^  for  oflences  in  which  bail  could 
instantly  be  taken.  He  did  not  wish  to 
throw  out  the  Bill,  but  he  was  anxious  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  subject,  and  would  suggest  that  the 
measure  should  be  postponed  till  after  the 
holidays* 

The  Lord  Chancellor  observed,  that  the 
Bill  did  not  prevent  bail  being  taken,  but 
pointed  out  the  mode  in  which  it  should 
be  taken  for  offences  of  this  nature  in  Scot- 
laud.  He  understood  that  bail  could  not  be 
taken  bvMagistrates  in  cases  of  this  kind. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  recommended 
that  the  measure  should  be  postponed  until 
after  the  holidays. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  remarked,  that 
by  this  Bill  bail  could  only  be  taken 
before  the  Justiciary  Court,  which  was 
most  expensive,  and  would  prevent  those 
who  lived  at  a  distance  from  Edinburgh 
from  obtaining  bail  at  all. 

The  Earl  of  Rosebery  admitted,  that  the 
Committee  up  stairs  w«re  of  opinion  that 
it  was  very  desirable  to  allow  bail  to  be 
taken  in  as  many  cases  as  possible.  He, 
therefore,  thought  that  it  would  be  better 
to  postpone  the  Bill,  that  they  might  see 
whether  it  could  not  be  improved  in  this 
respect.  If  the  object  of  the  measure  was 
to  render  the  taking  of  bail  more  effective 
than  at  present,  he  believed  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  it  on  the  part  of 
his  noble  Friend.  If,  however,  it  was  to 
narrow  the  power  of  admitting  persons  to 
bail  charged  with  these  offences,  it  would 
require  very  serious  consideration. 

Measure  postponed. 

Intercoitrse  between  the  United 
Kingdom  akd  America.]  The  Duke 
of  Leinster  moved  for  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  existing  facilities  for 
intercourse  between  the  United  Kingdom 
and  our  American  colonies,  and  to  consi" 
der  what  improvement  can  be  made  therein. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  did  not 
rise  to  oppose  the  motion  of  bis  noble 
Friend,  but  he  wished  to  observe,  that  he 
agreed  in  thinking  it  desirable  that  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  in  that 
House  to  inquire  into  this  subject,  which, 
indeed,  was  one  of  national  importance. 


In  giving  hfs  concurrence^  however,  to  the 
motion,  he  did  fo  in  the  fall  confidence ' 
that  the  meaning  and  object  of  the  noble 
Duke  was,  to  inquire  into  the  means  of 
facilitating  the  communication  between 
the  United  Kingdom  and  the  British  cole* 
nies  in  North  America,  and  not  to  direct 
attention  to,  or  recommend  one  particular 
port  through  which  the  commanication 
should  be  carried  on.  He  thought  that 
a  great  portion  of  this  question  was  con« 
uected  with  a  subject  with  which  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  intimately  to 
inform  themselves,  and  to  gain  that  in* 
formation  from  engineer  officers  who  were 
not  likely  to  be  tainted  or  influenced  by 
personal  interests  or  considerations.  He 
knew,  that  in  consequence  of  the  possi- 
bility of  such  an  inquiry  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Adniiralty  had  taken 
steps  to  obtain  the  best  information  on 
the  subject.  He  had  directed  inquiry  to 
be  made  as  to  the  best  ports  in  Ireland 
for  carrying  on  communication  with  Ame** 
rica.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  this 
part  of  the  subject  had  better  be  left  in 
the  hands  of  the  Admiralty,  by  whom  it 
would  be  adequately  performed,  than  b^ 
assigned  to  persons  who  had  private  in* 
terestf  to  consult.  It  was  not  only  a  fit 
subject  in  a  commercial  point  of  view  for 
the  serious  attention  of  the  House,  but 
also  in  a  military  sense,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  but  that  the  inquiry  of  the  Com* 
mittee  would  lead  to  important  and  bene* 
ficial  results.  He  would,  however,  suggest 
to  his  noble  Friend  to  render  the  subject 
of  his  motion  clear  and  explicit  by  making 
a  slight  alteration  in  the  words  of  it,  to 
the  following  effect :  —  '•  That  a  Com- 
mittee he  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
means  of  facilitating  the  existing;  inter- 
course between  the  United  Kingdom  and 
our  American  colonies." 

Motion  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Roman  Catholic  Reltoious  Estab- 
lishments.] The  Duke  of  Netocasllexose 
to  move  for  certain  Returns  relative  to 
Roman  Catholic  Establishments  in  this 
country.  He  was  most  unwilling  to 
trouble  their  Lordships,  but  he  felt  it  to 
be  a  duty  incumbent  on  him  to  do  so  on 
that  occasion.  The  object  he  had  in  view 
was  to  call  upon  the  House  (o  do  all  in 
their  power  to  protect  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion in  this  country  against  any  open  or 
insidious  attacks  that  might  be  made  oa 
it.    He  believed  that  the  Returns  he  in* 
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tended  to  move  for,  would,  if  accurately 
fomwhed,  do  much  to  inform  their  Lord- 
ships as  to  the  dangerous  increase  that 
had  lately  taken  place  in  the  number  of 
Roman  Catholics.  He  felt  that  the  reli- 
p»ion  of  the  country  was  endangered  by 
this,  and  therefore  he  contended  that  they 
were  called  upon  to  do  all  in  their  power 
to  rescue  it  from  the  situation  in  which  it 
was  placed.  His  attention  had  been  re- 
cently called  to  this  subject  in  conse- 
quence of  some  observations  which  he 
had  seen  in  a  newspaper,  and  certainly 
they  were  well  worthy  of  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  He  would  beg  leave  to 
read  to  their  Lordships  an  extract  he  had 
found  in  the  Newcastle  journal. 

"  Respecting  Great  Britain,  we  have  inforro- 
atjon  of  its  progress  of  a  painful  character. 
About  forty  years  since,  there  were  but  thirty 
chapels  in  Great  Britain  ;  iu  tho  year  1836 
there  were  510.  In  that  year  eleven  new  ones 
have  been  built.  In  Dover,  and  also  in  Kid- 
def  minster,  a  Prutestatu  chapel  has  been  con- 
verted into  a  Papal  chapel.  They  will — wiih 
praiseworthy  zeal  if  it  were  in  a  right  cause, — 
build  a  chapel  where  they  have  not  a  dozen 
members ;  and  this  chapel  is  sometimes  filled, 
by  the  zeal  of  those  members,  from  the  neigh- 
bourhood. There  are  said  to  be  now  700 
ecclesiastics  in  this  island,  and  they  have  re- 
sorted in  several  places  to  preaching  in  the 
open  air.  Popish  colleges  and  seminaries  are 
multiplyingf  and  these  are  modern  institutions. 
There  are  now  eight  Popish  colleges  and  fifty- 
two  seminaries ;  and  in  many  of  them  great 
decorum  and  application  to  their* object  is 
manifested;  Monasteries  and  nunneries  are 
also  beginning.  With  these  efforts  are  con- 
nected several  tract  societies ;  they  have  been 
very  active  in  distributing  tracts  in  favour  of 
Popery  at  the  doors  of  meetings  and  churches ; 
ana  the  Scotch  church,  near  Covent-Garden, 
at  the  evening  service  in  the  church.  They 
have  formed  schools  adapted  to  attract  the 
children  of  the  poor,  giving  public  breakfasts 
and  clothing  the  children,  and  thus  getting  the 
parents  to  attend  mass.  The  chief  body  of 
the  reporters  for  the  public  journals  are  said 
to  be  Irish  papists.  While  a  few  of  the  higher 
classes,  many  of  the  lower,  it  is  believed,  have 
been  entrapped  into  this  snare  of  the  enemy. 
In  Scotland  there  once  were  but  very  few 
Roman  Catholic  families,  there  are  now,  in 
Glasgow,  30,000  Roman  Catholics ;  and  it  is 
believed  that  there  has  been  an  increase  of 
Popery  in  the  eastern  as  well  as  the  western 
jfioast.  I  am  credibly  informed  that  since  the 
year  1815,  large  sums  have  been  remitted  from 
the  Continent  to  this  country  and  Ireland,  for 
the  purpose  of  promoting  Popery;  my  in« 
formant  puts  the  sum  at  400,000/.  and  stated 
the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  the  distribu- 
tion of  it  is  assigned/' 


The  passage  he  had  read  purported  to  be 
taken  from  a  book  recently  published  on 
the  progress  of  Popery,  and  written  by 
the  rev.  Edward  Bickersteth.  He  had  said 
enough  he  was  sure  to  convince  their 
Ix)rdships  of  the  danger  which  threatened 
the  country,  and  he  would  conclude  by 
moving  for  Returns  of  all  Roman  Catho- 
lich  chapels,  with  the  dates  of  their  erec- 
tion ;  also  Returns  of  all  monastic  estab- 
lishments, distinguishing  whether  for 
monks  or  nuns,  together  with  the  number 
in  each  ;  also  for  a  return  of  all  Roman 
Catholic  colleges  and  seminaries  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  distinguishing  those 
which  belonged  to  the  Jesuits ;  and  also 
of  the  number  of  Roman  Catholics  in 
Great  Britain  in  the  year  1799,  and  their 
progressive  increase  down  to  the  present 
time.  If  this  latter  Return  could  not  be 
made,  he  would  propose  that  a  Return 
should  be  made  of  the  number  in  1 828, 
and  each  year  to  1835. 

Viscount  Melbourne  had  no  objection  to 
some  of  the  returns  moved  for  by  the  noble 
Duke,  as  he  did  not  see  that  any  harm 
could  arise  from  them  ;  but  he  wished  to 
state,  with  respect  to  several  points  of  the 
motion,  that  they  could  not  be  complied 
with,  as  the  information  called  for  could 
not  be  obtained.  Government  having  no 
power  to  enforce  the  communication  of  it. 
They  could  make  the  return  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  licensed  places  of  Roman  Catholic 
worship,  as  they  could  of  all  other  dissent- 
ing places  of  worship^  and  also  the  dates 
when  thej  were  certified,  in  order  to  be 
licensed.  These  returns  could,  without 
difficulty,  be  obtained  from  the  clerks  of 
the  peace  in  the  several  counties.  The 
second  motion,  with  respect  to  the  monastic 
establishments,  and  the  number  of  residents 
in  each,  the  noble  Duke  knew  that  there 
was  a  provision  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
Relief  Bill  requiring  a  register  of  all  males 
in  the  monastic  establishments,  and  if,  after 
that  period;  any  members  were  admitted, 
there. were  severe  penalties  for  not  comply- 
ing  with  the  Act,  and  the  parties  in  such 
establishments  would  be  liable  to  punish- 
ment as  guilty  of  misdemeanour.  Nun- 
neries were  excepted  from  the  Act,  there- 
fore it  was  competent  for  persons  to  estab- 
lish them  ;  but  they  could  not  obtain  any 
information  respecting  them  from  which 
anything  like  just  conclusions  should  be 
drawn.  As  to  Ronuin  Catholic  colleges  and 
seminaries,  he  would  only  observe  that,  as 
it  was  competent  for  any  persons  to  estab- 
lish such  places  for  the  education  of  persons 
2E2 
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in  the  Roman  Catholic  religion,  he  did  not 
see  how  they  could  prevent  it,  nor  could 
they  obtain  any  returns  respecting  their 
institutions  any  more  than  regarding  those 
of  other  Dissenters,  or  belonging  to  the 
members  of  the  Establishment.  With  re- 
spect to  information  regarding  the  number 
of  Roman  Catholics  in  England  since  1799 
he  would  only  add,  that  there  were  no 
means  for  ascertaining  it.  There  was  a 
recent  return  in  Ireland  distinguishing  the 
number  of  Catholics  from  Protestants,  but 
no  returns  of  the  kind  had  been  made  in 
this  country.  He  believed,  by  the  Act  for 
the  relief  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  Jesuits, 
and  members  of  other  monastic  orders  were 
allowed  to  live  in  this  country,  provided 
they  sent  in  their  names  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.  So  far,  therefore,  information 
might  be  furnished,  but  with  respect  to 
many  of  the  returns  it  was  utterly  impos- 
sible to  make  them. 

The  Duke  of  Newcastle  thought  that 
they  might  obtain  the  information  he  called 
for,  by  requiring  the  parish  clergy  to  make 
returns.  The  truth  was,  that  Roman  Ca- 
tholic chapels  were  raising  in  all  directions, 
and  Popery  was  spreading,  and  yet  it  was 
regarded  with  apathy.  He  had  received  a 
letter  on  this  subject  from  a  gentleman 
who  did  not  sign  his  name  to  it,  in  which 
it  was  stated,  that  a  very  large  Roman 
Catholic  establishment  had  been  erected  at 
St.  Leonard's  near  Hastings,  and  which 
looked  more  like  a  fortress  than  anything 
else.  It  was  notorious,  that  there  was  a 
large  Jesuit  monastic  establishment  at 
Stoneyhurst,  and  he  had  seen  the  bull  by 
which  it  was  established,  and  it  was  de- 
scribed  to  be  of  the  Jesuits'  order.  He  be- 
lieved that,  by  the  Relief  Act,  members  of 
the  Jesuits'  society  might  come  to  England 
on  obtaining  a  licence  from  the  Secretary 
of  State;  but  he  should  like  to  know  in 
how  many  instances  this  had  been  com- 
plied with.  He  trusted  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  go  along  with  him  in  desiring 
to  abolish  such  places  as  he  had  alluded  to, 
which  were  called  seminaries,  but  which 
(as  we  understood  the  Noble  Duke  to  say) 
he  could  not  help  regarding  as  a  pestilence. 
He  trusted  that  their  Lordships  would  sup- 
])ort  iiim  in  pressing  for  the  returns  he  had 
moved  for. 

I^ord  Holland  observed,  that  with  respect 
to  many  of  these  clauses.  Parliament  had 
no  power  to  obtain  information.  They  had 
Ti »  right  to  inquire  as  to  what  religion  a 
111. 1 1)  professed.  To  adopt  the  means  pro- 
posetl  by  tliv*  Noble  Duke  to  carry  on  the 
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inquiry,  would  be  in  effect  doing  notihiiig 
more  nor  less  than  giving  to  the  Protestant 
clergy  of  Great  Britain  the  Popish  power 
of  confession  as  to  the  tenets  of  a  man's 
religion.  Supposing  the  noble  Duke's 
suggestion  was  adopted,  he  should  like  to 
know  by  what  means  a  clergyman  of  a 
parish  would  learn  the  religion  of  every 
person  in  his  parish.  He  held  that  the  first 
doctrine  of  the  Protestant  religion  was,  that 
no  man  had  a  right  to  say  or  to  judge  what 
were  the  religious  opinions  of  another. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  that  there 
was  no  doubt  that  what  had  fallen  from 
his  noble  Friend  as  to  the  difficulties  the 
parochial  clergy  would  experience  in  making 
their  returns,  was  to  a  great  degree,  true ; 
but  this  did  not  apply  to  the  religious 
seminaries.  He  thought  that  the  noble 
Duke  was  entitled  to  the  information  if  it 
could  be  furnished  to  him ;  he  would,  there- 
fore, recommend  him  to  add  to  his  motion 
the  words,  ^'as  far  as  they  can  be  ob« 
tained." 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  thought 
that,  though  the  returns  as  a  mere  matter 
of  curiosity  might  be  sufficiently  interesting, 
yet  no  Parliamentary  grounds  had  been  laid 
before  their  Lordships  to  induce  them  to 
consent  to  their  being  made  out.  Was  it 
the  noble  Lord's  intention  to  move  the  re- 
peal of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  or 
to  ground  any  such  proceeding  upon  these 
returns,  if  they  were  made  ?  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  returns  being  granted,  as 
far  as  it  was  possible  they  could  be  made, 
but  he  repeated,  no  Parliamentary  grounds 
had  been  laid  for  the  motion. 

Lord  Wharncliffe  thought  it  was  impos- 
sible to  comply  with  some  part  of  the  motion 
of  the  noble  Duke. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  on  behalf 
of  the  parochial  clergy  of  the  country,  pro- 
tested against  their  Lordships  imposing  so 
arduous  a  duty  on  them  as  was  proposed  by 
the  noble  Duke.  What  was  to  prevent 
any  of  their  Lordships,  if  this  motion  were 
complied  with,  from  calling  upon  the  pa- 
rochial clergy  of  the  country  to  furnish  a 
return  of  the  number  of  Baptists,  Method- 
ists, or  of  any  other  sect,  if  such  a  return 
he  might  find  necessary  either  to  gratify 
his  curiosity,  or  appease  his  apprehension  } 
Any  noble  Lord  in  that  House  who  might 
have  a  desire  to  put  down  those  ''pesti^ 
lences,"  as  the  noble  Duke  was  pleased  to 
term  those  bodies  of  conscientious  men  who 
had  formed  themselves  into  societies  through 
the  country,  might,  upon  that  pretence, 
call  for  returns,  to  which  it  would  be  quite 
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impossible  for  their  Lordships  to  consent  ! 
No  matter,  however,  what  the  nature  of 
the  motion  might  he,  he  protested  against 
any  Peer  of  that  House  applying  such 
a  term  to  any  society  of  conscientious 
Christians,  of  whatever  denomination.  So 
far  as  any  information  could  be  obtained 
he  had  no  objection  to  its  being  given ;  but 
he  once  m(Hf«  protested  against  imposing 
the  duty  on  the  parochial  clergy. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  begged  to 
remind  the  Noble  Duke  (Newcastle)  that 
the  Jesuits,  as  an  order,  were  as  fully  sup- 
pressed by  the  Pope  as  the  noble  Duke 
himself  could  desire. 

The  Duke  of  Newcastle  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not  let  it  go  forth  to  the 
country  that  they  had  refused  any  informa. 
tion  in  their  power  on  this  important  sub* 
ject  He  should  advertise  in  the  public 
papers  for  any  information  that  could  be 
jforwarded  to  him  on  this  subject. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  said,  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Relief  Bill,  relating  to 
monasteries  and  societies  of  Jesuits  had 
been  evaded. 

The  motion  amended  was  agreed  to. 


.■WHOOWtWKI*. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  March  30,  1836. 

MiNUTBS.]  Bills.  Read  a  ftnt  tirae  Z'-Exciie  Lioeooct' (Ire* 
lind)  {  Land  Tax  Coromissionen  Names  \  Court  of  Session 
(SeoUand)  \  Bankrupts  (Irdaiid). 

Petitiora  presented.  By  Colonel  Anson,  ftom  the  Corpora- 
tioo  of  Yarmouth,  in  fhvour  of  the  Mvnicipal  Corporations' 
(Ireland)  Bill. — By  several  Mkmbbiis>  from  various 
Places,  In  favour  of  tlie  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newspapers. 
— By  M^)or  Cvmmino  BrocSi  ftom  Inverness,  for  the 
Repeal  of  all  Stamps  on  Knowledge  s  fkom  Leith,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  I^sper;  ftom  Inverness,  for  a  Bill 
fbr  Better  Regulation  of  the  Coast  Light :  and  ttom  the 
Fishcnnett  of  the  Moray  Forth,  against  the  Salmon 
Fisheries  (Scotland)  BilL — By  Lord  Sandon,  ttan  Livers 
pool,  for  the  Abolition  of  the  Duty  on  Saltt  fh>m  the 
Presbyterians  in  Lanoashire,  that  their  Ministers  may 
perfotm  the  ooramony  of  Marriage  in  private  Houses  t  and 
firom  Montreal,  against  the  Alteration  of  the  Timber 
Duties.— By  Mr.  Aolionbt  and  Mr.  Binobam  BABrNo, 
ftom  the  Lleenoed  Victuallers  of  Cockermouth  and  Win- 
Mhmffm^  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  LioeDoes.—By  Mr. 
Thomas  Dunoombb,  ftom  Gravesend.  for  Inquiry  into 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Bradley's  Case.— By  Mr.  Wablbt, 
ftom  Chichester,  Ibr  the  AbcditioB  oTPIogglBg  in  the  Army  t 
ftom  Staatoo,  fior  the  Repeal  of  Mr.  Stuiges  BoumeTs  Act  \ 
ftom  St.  Marylebone,  that  the  Attobnbt-Obnbbal,  be 
instructed  to  file  a  Criminal  Information  against  the 
OiBBge  AssodBtioQt  ftom  Brighton,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the 
Septennial  Act;  and  ftom  Finsbury,  that  Evidence  in 
Cases  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  be  taken  in  Writing  and 
preserved. — By  Mr.  Hartbt,  ftom  Chichester  and  Here- 
fbrd,  fcr  Inquiry  into  the  Pension>List  i  and  ftom  Col- 
chester, that  the  Elective  Franchise  be  eBtcodcd  to  all 
Burgesses  created  by  the  Municipal  Refbrm  BilL— By  Sir 
John  Yabab  Bvllbb,  ftom  Buckfkstleigh  and  Dean  Prior, 
fbr  Relief  ftom  the  Horse  Tax.— By  the  Lobd-Aotocatb, 
ftom  the  Merchants  of  Leith,  fbr  a  Bill  regulating  the 
eoortnwllon  of  Merchant  Vessels;  and  ftom  the  SottdCors 


of  Leith,  for  the  Abolition  of  the  Tab  on  Attorneys* 
Certificates.— By  Mr.  Fox  Maulb,  ftom  the  Handiootn 
Weavers  of  Glasgow,  complaining  of  Distress  and  asking 
for  Relief. — ^By  Mr.  Hutt,  ftom  the  Wine  MerchanU  of 
Hull,  fbr  the  Equaliation  of  the  Duty  on  Foreign  Wine. — 
By  Mr.  Mabsland,  ftom  the  Dissenters  of  Newcastl<s 
upon-Tyne,  for  the  Endowment  of  New  Churches  in 
Scotland,  and  for  the  disoontinuanoe  of  the  Rcgium 
Donum.— By  Mr.  Shaw,  ftom  tfie  Corporation  of  Tailors 
(Dublin),  against  the  Municipal  Corporations'  Bill  (Ire- 
land).—By  Mr.  Waklby,  ftom  Northampton,  fbr  the 
Repeal  of  the  Poor-Law  Amendment  Act. — By  Mr.  H  awb8, 
ftom  SL  Ciementt  Danes,  for  incressing  the  Penalty  on 
Sunday  Trading.— By  Mr.  Callaohan,  ftom  Batyhooty 
and  KillaUy,  for  the  Abolition  of  Tithes  (Ireland). 

Church  of  Ireland.]  Mr.  Mark 
Phillips  presented  a  Petition,  agreed  to  at 
a  very  large  and  respectable  meeting  held 
in  Manchester,  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish 
Church.  The  Dissenters  of  that  town 
were  among  the  petitioners,  as  were  all 
interested  in  the  prosperity  and  welfare  of 
Ireland,  and  anxious  for  the  removal  of  the 
grievances  which  press  upon  the  Dissenters 
from  the  Established  Church.  The*J)cti- 
tioners  stated  their  regret  at  the  measures 
hitherto  introduced  and  adopted  on  the 
subject  of  the  Established  Church,  and  to 
enforce  its  acceptance  by  the  Irish  people; 
they  believed  that  any  connexion  between 
Church  and  State  was  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  religion,  and  they  desired  the 
abolition  of  the  abuses  allowed  to  exist  in 
the  Church  of  Ireland.  They  complained 
that  the  property  of  the  State  should  be 
appropriated  to  the  support  of  the  re- 
ligion of  a  very  small  section  of  the  |)co- 
pie,  and  they  thcreforc  prayed  that, 
after  the  due  maintenance  of  the  Irish 
clergy,  the  surplus  should  be  applied  to 
national  purposes.  They  stated,  that  the 
Dissenters  of  the  United  Kingdom  Imd 
waived  their  claims  to  a  redress  of  griev- 
ances till  the  present  Session,  in  the  hope 
that  they  would  be  dealt  with  in  a  more 
complete  manner  than  hitherto.  They 
also  prayed  that  the  grant  to  the  Dissen- 
ters in  Ireland,  called  the  Regium  Donum, 
might  be  withdrawn,  and  that  the  revenues 
of  the  Irish  church  should  be  resumed  by 
the  State.  They  prayed  that  the  Bills  for 
the  registration  of  births,  deaths  and  mar- 
riages might  pass  this  Session.  They 
further  prayed  that  the  Ecclesiastical 
Courts  might  be  abolished.  The  petition 
was  signed  by  32,000  individuiils.  Dissen- 
ters and  other  inhabitants  of  Manchester. 
It  was  his  duty  to  state  to  the  House  what 
their  views  and  feelings  w*ere.  lie  must 
say,  that  he  did  not  cordially  assent  to 
some  portions  of  the  petition  ;  but  the 
portion  to  which  he  cordially  gave  his 
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support  was  that  wbich  prayed  for  the 
reoress  of  the  grioFancea  of  the  Dissenters 
durittg  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
He  most  cordially  gave  his  support  to  that 
part  of  it  which  prayed  for  the  civil  regis- 
tration of  births,  marriages,  and  deaths, 
and  also  to  that  portion  which  prayed  for 
the  abolition  of  one  of  the  greatest  nui- 
sances— he  meant  the  present  system  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Courts.  With  respect 
to  the  Regium  Donum,  he  could  not  enter 
into  the  question.  He  was  only  speaking 
the  sentiments  of  the  petitioners,  who 
objected  to  the  grant. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  had  been  solicited 
to  protest  against  the  sentiments  contained 
in  the  petition  just  read  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, which  could  be  considered  as  like  tra- 
velling at  the  rate  of  twenty  miles  an  hour. 
The  hon.  Member  was  proceeding  when 

The  Speaker  inquired  if  the  object  of 
the  hon.  member  was  to  object  to  the  peti- 
tion being  laid  on  the  Table  ?  [Mr.  Tre- 
No !"]     If  tliat  were  not  the  case. 


vor: 


he  begged  to  a^k  the  hon*.  Member  whether 
he  thought  right,  where  there  were  so 
many  subjects  referred  to  in  the  ])etition, 
to  consume  the  public  time  with  discussions 
on  the  petition,  when  ample  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  for  that  purpose  when  the 
subjects  referred  to  in  the  petition  were 
brought  in  a  distinct  form  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  ?  Unless  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  oppose  the 
petition  being  laid  on  the  Table,  it  was 
better  to  allow  the  business  to  proceed. 

Mr.il.  Trevor  said,  that  he  was  induced 
to  offer  the  few  remarks  he  had  made  in 
consequence  of  the  language  contained  in 
the  petition,  and  he  was  disposed  to  oppose 
its  being  laid  on  the  Table ;  but  as  the 
sense  of  the  House  appeared  to  be  against 
him,  he  would  not  trouble  them  with  any 
fiirther  observations. 

Hull  and  Selbt  Railway.]  Mr. 
Bethell  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Hull  and  Selby  Railway  Bill. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  opposed  the  Bill ;  and 
moved  that  it  be  read  a  third  time  on  this 
day  six  months.  It  was  one  of  the  specu- 
lations of  the  day,  the  shareholders  being 
chiefly  resident.  These  railway  gentlemen 
drove  their  lines  through  a  man*s  grounds 
and  gardens  without  even  asking  his  con- 
sent, so  that  the  old  saying  every  man's 
bouse  is  his  castle,  was  no  longer  true,  for 
though  the  King  could  not  enter  it,  these 
railway  speculators  could,  and  pull  it 
down  about  bis  ears. 


Mr.  A.  Trevor  seconded  the  amend-* 
ment.  According  to  all  the  information 
which  he  had  been  abletooblain,theca8eof 
the  gentleman  alluded  to  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  appeared  to  be  one  of 
peculiar  hardship.  He  admitted,  that 
private  interests  roust  yield  to  the  geoeral 
interest  of  the  community  at  large,  but 
the  former  ought  not  to  be  unnecesaarily 
injured.  The  line  which  the  gentlenHtn 
in  question  wished  the  company  to  adopt« 
instead  of  that  which  they  had  determined 
on,  would  qot  occasion  more  than  a  nlQula 
and-a- half's  delay.  If  ever  there  was  a 
case  in  which  the  House  was  called  opoa 
to  protect  the  rights  of  an  individual,  the 
present  was  such  a  case.  Whatever  rotghi 
be  the  fate  of  the  amendment,  he  should 
have  great  pleasure  in  standing  by  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  It  was  not  the 
first  time  he  had  had  that  high  honour. 

Mr.  Hutt:  The  Committee  had  re- 
ported, and  he  thought  justly,  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  There  was  no  line  more  advan- 
tageous, and  thechiefopposition  came  from  a 
gentleman  whose  house  was  not  approached 
by  the  railway  nearer  than  three  quarters 
of  a  mile. 

Colonel  Thompson  hoped  the  House 
would  not  allow  an  individual  to  defeat  a 
measure  of  public  utility,  which  the  Com- 
mittee approved  of. 

The  House  divided  .on  the  original 
question. 

Ayes  128 ;  Noes  9— Majority  1 19. 

Mr.  Lawson  moved  the  mtroductiou  of 
a  clause  to  prevent  Sunday  travelling  on 
this  railroad. 

Mr.  War  bur  ion  did  not  understand  the 
hon«  Member  as  bringing  forward  an  ob-» 
jection  to  Sunday  travelling  in  general ; 
and,  undoubtedly,  the  mode  of  locomotion 
upon  railways  was  the  least  objectionable 
of  all,  as  employing  the  fewest  number  of 
men,  and  the  least  amount  of  labour.  He 
should  oppose  the  bringing  up  of  this 
clause. 

Mr.  Hume  could  not  conceive  what  oe- 
cessity  there  was  for  this  clause.  The 
proprietors  of  the  railroad  had  full  power 
to  prevent  Sunday  travelling  upon  it  if  they 
pleased. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  the  hon.  Member 
should  bring  forward  a  general  proposition, 
if  any,  upon  the  subject,  and  not  introduce 
it  in  reference  to  a  particular  railway. 

Sir  Robert  hglis  thought  the  hen. 
Member  had  better  not  presa  the  notioO| 


845      Hull  and  SMy  Railway,      {.MaKch  SO} 


Xorci  Brwienell. 


846 


thougby  if  he  did  io,  he  should  consider  it 
his  duly  to  support  him. 

Mr.  O'Connell  was  surprised  that  hon. 
Members  should  object  to  Sunday  tra- 
velling on  the  railway*  seeing  that  it  would 
be  attended  with  this  one  great  advantage 
—that  it  would  enable  persons  to  select 
among  a  greater  number  of  churches. 

Mr«  Trevor  said,  there  might  be  a  great 
deal  of  wit  in  the  hon.  and  Learned  Mem- 
ber's observation^  but  there  was  no  argu- 
ment* It  was  very  desirable  that  the 
same  sort  of  exemption  should  be  extended 
to  all  railways. 

Mr.  Potter  said^  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  sanction  this  attempt  to  prevent 
Sunday  travelling. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  would  not  vote  for  the 
hon.  Member's  motion.  The  projectors  of 
this  Bill  made  loud  protestations  about  the 
wonderful  liberality  of  their  intentions  and 
their  desire  to  afford  opportunities  of  cheap 
travelling  to  the  poor,  yet  by  this  clause 
they  sought  to  hinder  the  lower  classes 
from  availing  themselves  of  this  cheap  tra- 
velling on  the  very  day  most  open  to  them. 
The  projectors  themselves,  he  would  dare 
to  say,  would  have  no  scruple  about  tra- 
velling on  Sundays  in  their  carriages  and 
on  horseback.  The  short  of  the  matter 
was,  that  their  professed  liberality  was  all 
a  pretence;  they  cared  for  nobody  but 
themselves,  and  he  would  pronounce  of 
this,  as  of  roost  other  such  speculations, 
that  it  was  a  mere  selfish  project. 

Colonel  Thompson  said,  he  stood  in  a 
rather  peculiar  situation  on  the  subject  of 
the  Bill.  The  religious  classes  in  Hull 
knew  there  were  special  reasons  why,  if 
any  invasion  were  attempted  of  their  free- 
dom or  privileges,  he  must  of  necessity  be 
the  lirst  to  join  them,  and  the  last  to  quit. 
But  he  must  say  to  them  distinctly,  he 
could  not  support  them  in  their  unreason- 
ableness. He  did  not  see  that  any  such 
invasion  was  attempted  here.  There  was 
no  endeavour,  that  he  was  aware  of,  to 
force  any  of  his  worthy  friends,  the  Metho- 
dists of  Hull,  to  travel  on  this  railway  on 
Sundays  against  their  consent;  and  if  a 
clause  to  that  effect  should  ever  be  pro- 
posed, they  might  depend  upon  its  meet- 
ing his  most  strenuous  opposition.  From 
what  he  had  just  heard  he  gathered  that 
he  was  right  in  his  persuasion,  that  the 
proprietors  of  the  railway  had  power  to 
make  any  regulations  for  the  travelling  on 
it  thay  pteaMd.    NoW|  if  this  Housa  was 


applied  to  by  certain  individuals,  request- 
ing  us  to  shut  their  mouths  in  the  dog« 
dayS|  lest  flies  should  enter  in,  should  we 
not  reply  to  them,  **  Shut  them  your* 
selves."  illusion  had  been  made  to  some- 
thing he  had  said  in  the  Committee,  and 
therefore  he  was  under  the  necessity  of 
repeating  it  here,  leaving  it  to  obtain  such 
credence  as  the  belief  of  his  capability  for 
giving  evidence  might  procure,  that  in 
1808  he  was  going  as  Governor  to  Sierra 
Leone,  and  Mr.  Wilberforce,  as  would 
readily  be  believed,  gave  him  advice  on 
many  subjects,  which  no  man  could  do 
better  than  to  follow ;  and,  among  other 
things,  said  to  him,  '*  That,  for  his  part, 
he  did  not  believe  the  Sabbath  to  be  of 
Divine  obligation  upon  Christians,  but  he 
thought  it  an  excellent  political  institution, 
and  hoped  the  Qovernment  in  Sierra 
Leone  would  do  everything  in  its  power  to 
uphold  it" 

The  House  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  clause  be  brought  up. 

Ayes  14;  Noes  101— Majority  87. 

Bill  passed. 

Lord  Brudenbll.]  Sir  Wiliiam 
Molesfvarih  said,  he  wished  to  aska  ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  at 
War.  Having  read  the  decision  of  a  court- 
martial,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  there 
had  been  introduced  into  the  15th  regi- 
ment of  Hussars  "  a  practice  which  (the 
court-martial  said)  cannot  be  considered 
otherwise  than  revolting  to  every  proper 
and  honourable  feeling  of  a  gentleman, 
and  as  being  certain  to  create  disunion 
and  to  be  most  injurious  to  his  Majesty's 
service;"  having  read,  likewise,  in  a  gene- 
ral order  from  the  Horse  Guards,  that 
'^  his  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  approve 
and  confirm  the  finding  of  the  court;" 
and  likewise  that  *'  his  Majesty  has  been 
pleased  to  order  that  Lieutenant-Colonel 
Lord  Brudenell  shall  be  removed  from  the 
command  of  the  15th  Hussars/'  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  at  War  whether, 
without  this  decision  being  previously  can- 
celled, without  its  being  solemnly  pro- 
claimed to  the  army  as  being  most  unjust 
and  folse,  it  can  possibly  be  trne  that  the 
noble  Lord  in  question  is  appointed  to  the 
lieutenant-colonelcy  of  the  11th  Light 
Dragoons  ?  If  it  be  true  that  such  is  the 
case,  he  wished  to  know  likewise  whether 
the  Secretarr  at  War  had  approved  of  and 
sanctioned  tnis  appointment? 

Viscount  Uowkks   in   answer  to  the 
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question  put  by  the  hon.  Baronet^  could 
only  sav,  that  it  certainly  was  true  that 
the  noble  Lord  referred  to  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  the  lieutenant-colonelcy  of  the 
11th  Light  Dragoons.    Having  stated  this 
fact,  which  the  hon.  Baronet  was  equally 
aware  of  before  from  having  seen  it  ga^ 
zetted,  in  answer  to  the  second  part  of  the 
hon*  Baronet's  question — namely,  whether 
that  appointment  had  taken  place  with  his 
(Lord  Howick's)  sanction,  he  could  only 
say  that  the  hon.  Baronet,  by  the  fact  of 
asking  such  a  question,  had  shown  him- 
self to  be  quite  unacquainted  with  the 
practice  adhered  to  in  making  these  ap- 
pointments.    The  duty  of  a  Secretary  at 
War,  as  many  hon.   Members  from  ex- 
perience knew,  and  particularly  the  gallant 
officer  opposite,  was  confined  to  watching 
over  the  arrangement  of  the  finances  ap- 
propriated to  the  army.    He  had  no  con- 
cern or  right  whatever  to  interfere  in  any 
respect  in  army  promotions,  appointments, 
or  in  anything  connected  with  the  disci- 
pline or  internal  management  of  the  army ; 
for  all  that  related  to  such  matters,  the 
Commander-in-chief,   and    he  only,  was 
responsible.      According    to     the    usual 
practice,  the  Secretary  at  War  was  never 
made  aware  of  any  intended  promotion  or 
appointment    until     the    Horse    Guards 
minute  had  actually  been  approved  by  his 
Majesty,  and  sent  by  the  Commander-in- 
chief  to  the  War-office.     The  Secretary  at 
War  had  no  more  to  do  with  military  ap- 
pointments than   the  hon.  Baronet   had. 
This  was  the  usual  course;   but  in  the 
present  instance  he  could  not  say  that  the 
usual  practice  had  altogether   been  ad- 
hered to,  for  in  point  of  fact  he  had  been 
aware,  before  the  appointment  in  question 
was  submitted  to  the  Crown,  that  such  an 
appointment  was  intended.    When  he  was 
apprised  by  the  Commander-in-chief  of  the 
contemplated  appointment,  his  answer  was, 
"It  is  for  your  Lordship  to  determine 
upon  it :    I  have  no  means   of  judging 
whether    the    appointment    is    right    or 
wrong ;  your  Lordship  is  the  responsible 
party,  and  it,  therefore,  rests  altogether 
with  your  judgment     If  you  think  proper 
to  make  the  appointment,  I  have  no  pos- 
sible grounds  upon  which  to  object.'*     He 
(Lord  Howick)  had  said,  that  he  had  no 
grounds  upon  which  to  object,  because  he 
liad  found  in  the  records  of  the  War-office, 
that  a  few  months  before  the  court-martial 
took  place  which  led  to  the  removal  of  the 
noble  Lord  from  the  15th  Hussars,  a  cor- 
respondence had  taken  place  between  his 


right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Coven- 
try, then  Secretary  at  War,  and  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief, the  result  of  which  had 
been  the  full  acquiescence  of  that  noUe 
Lord  in  the  rule  very  properly  laid  down 
for  his  adoption  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man—- that  no  officer  «'  should  be  removed 
from  full  to  half-pay  but  who  was  not  can- 
sidered  by  the  Commander-iD-chief  fit — 
from  his  character  and  oonduct^to  be 
called  again  into  actire  service,  if  the 
Commander-in-chief  should  think  prqwr^*' 
This  being  the  principle  fully  admitted  by 
Lord  Hill  in  November,  1833,  and  the 
noble  Lord  now  in  question  not  having 
been  put  by  him  on  the  half-pay  list  in 
March,  1834,  it  was  manifest  that  the 
noble  and  gallant  officer  must  at  that  time 
have  been  considered  by  the  Comnander- 
in-chief  as  eligible  in  every  respect  to  be 
called  into  active  employment  when  the 
occasion  should  be  considered  by  him  to 
arrive.  He  (Lord  Howtck)  had  there- 
fore considered  that  he  had  no  right 
whatever  to  object  to  the  appointment, 
and  that  it  might  be  very  possible,  for  all 
he  was  entitled  to  know  to  the  contrary, 
that  among  all  the  candidates  for  employ- 
ment, the  noble  Lord  had  made  the  most 
fitting  selection.  Upon  this  point  there 
were  no  documents  within  the  reach  of  the 
Secretary  at  War  which  might  enable  him 
to  form  an  opinion.  He  would  repeat, 
the  appointment  had  certainly  taken  place, 
and  with  his  knowledge,  ana  without  any 
objection  on  his  part;  but  at  the  same 
time  without  his  sanction — ^in  this  sense, 
that,  as  he  had  before  said,  as  Secretary  at 
War,  he  had  not  been  called  upon  to  give 
or  withhold  his  consent. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
having  very  honestly  and  candidly  stated 
that  he  was  not  responsible  for  these 
matters,  he  should  beg  leave  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  in  the  name  of  the  Commons 
of  England,  who  was.  It  was  fit  that 
somebody  should  be  responsible  to  the 
country  for  the  management  and  control 
of  the  army,  and  moreover,  that  the 
country  should  know  who  that  respon^bls 
person  was.  The  gOYemroent,  responsible 
to  the  country  for  the  general  conduct  of 
its  afifairs,  intrusted  to  a  noUe  Lord  the 
management  and  superintendence  of  the 
internal  afi^irs  of  tne  army.  He  (Mr. 
Hume)  wished  it  to  be  understood,  whe- 
ther that  noble  Lord  was  independent  of 
all  responsibility,  and  whether  his  acts,  as 
Commander-in-diief,  were  to  be  subject 
to  no  control  from  any  quarter  whatsoever? 
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Was  the  Secretary  at  War,  in  point  of 
fact,  as  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  really  stated 
the  case  to  be,  merely  a  derk  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief? It  was  necessary  that 
the  country  should  be  put  in  possession  of 
the  real  nature  of  the  case,  and  that  it 
should  be  understood  whether  the  party 
exercising  the  entire  control  and  manage- 
ment of  the  army  was  or  was  not  subject 
to  the  same  responsibility  which  attached 
to  Ministers  themselves. 

Lord  John  Russell  would  offer  a  few 
observations  upon  what  had  been  asked, 
without,  however,  going  much  into  the 
question,  upon  which  he  rather  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member,  in  reference  to  the 
powers  of  the  Secretary  at  War  as  re- 
garded the  Commander-in-chief.  But  so 
rar  as  regarded  appointments  and  pro- 
motions in  the  army,  the  discretion  was 
placed,  and  he  must  say  by  no  means  im. 
properly  placed,  in  the  Commander-in-chief. 
If  the  Commander-in-chief,  being  the 
person  of  the  highest  station  in  the  army, 
and  necessarily  acquainted  with  the  merits 
of  the  diiierent  officers  serving  in  it,  did 
his  duty,  he  was  responsible  for  the  ap- 

E ointments  and  promotions  made  by  him, 
is  Majesty's  Ministers,  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  being  responsible  for  ad- 
vising his  Majesty  to  adopt  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commander-in-chief  in 
such  cases.  If,  on  the  contrary,  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  were  of  opinion  that  the 
discretion  so  lodged  in  the  Commander-in- 
chief  was  wrongly  exercised,  that  it  was 
not  exercised  in  such  a  manner  as  to  bene- 
fit the  army  and  do  credit  to  the  service, 
he  should  say  the  responsibility,  in  such  a 
case,  fell  upon  the  Ministers,  for  not  advis- 
ing his  Majesty  to  remove  the  Commander- 
in-chief.  So  that,  in  his  (Lord  John 
RusselFs)  view  of  the  matter,  while  Lord 
Hill  continued  Commander.in-chief,  he 
was,  no  doubt,  responsible  for  the  due  exe- 
cution of  his  duties,  and  for  taking  care 
that  all  the  appointments  and  promotions 
made  by  him,  should  be  founded  upon  his 
unbiassed  judgment  of  the  merits  of  the 
respective  officers,  and  their  position  in  the 
service.  For  the  general  discretion,  and 
confidence  placed  by  Government  in  the 
person  holoing  the  office  of  Commander- 
in-chief,  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  was  ready 
to  take  his  share  of  responsibility,  for  he 
thought  that  if  a  Ministry  were  of  opinion 
that  the  person  holding  so  important  an 
office  was  not  properly  and  conscientiously 
performing  his  duties,  it  would  be  they, 
wA  not  tbo  Commander-in-chief,   who 


would  be  responsible,  for  their  dear  duty 
would  be  to  advise  his  Majesty  to  make 
another  choice. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  whether  he 
were  riffht  in  understanding  the  noble 
Lord  to  nave  said,  that  the  Commander** 
in-chief  was  responsible  for  the  promotions 
he  made,  and  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
were  responsible  for  the  acts  of  the  Com- 
mander-m-chief.  Then,  if  so,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  inform  him  whe- 
ther the  act  of  promoting  Lord  Brudenell 
received  the  Ministers'  sanction  and  ap- 
probation. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  he  had  ex- 
plained the  position  of  Ministers  and  the 
position  of  the  Commander-in-chief.  His 
explanation  was,  that  the  Commander-in- 
chief  was  responsible  for  the  particular  acts 
which  he  advised,  and  the  Ministers  were 
responsible  for  advising  the  Crown  to 
place  confidence  in  him.  With  respect  to 
the  particular  act  of  the  appointment  of 
Lora  Brudenell,  he  would  apply  to  that 
what  he  had  stated  as  to  the  appointments 
of  the  Commander-in-chief  generally.  He 
thought  it  would  be  exceedingly  incon- 
venient if  on  each  occasion  of  the  appoint- 
ment to  a  lieutenant-colonelcy,  or  other 
commission  in  a  regiment,  it  became  the 
practice  that  those  who  held  civil  situations 
in  his  Majesty's  service,  should  intrude 
their  opinions  on  the  Commander-in-chief 
in  respect  to  the  military  services  of  the 
officer.  As  to  the  case  of  Lord  Brudenell, 
he,  like  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Howick) 
was  informed  by  Lord  Hill  that  such  an  ap- 
pointment was  m  contemplation  before  Lord 
Hill  had  decided  on  makingit;  but  certainly 
he  did  not  think  proper,  any  more  than  his 
noble  Friend,  to  inform  Lord  Hill  that  he 
had  formed  an  opinion  as  to  whether  Lord 
Brudenell  shoula  or  should  not  be  placed 
in  the  situation  of  lieutenant-colonel  of  a 
regiment ;  but  he  did  make  some  observa- 
tions that  were  similar  to  those  made  by 
his  noble  Friend.  He  said,  he  thought 
that  it  was  a  question  for  the  discretion  of 
the  Commander-in-chief.  He  had  under- 
stood, from  what  he  recollected  of  the  cir- 
cumstances, that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Coventry,  who  was  Secretary 
at  War,  asked  at  the  time  of  Lord  Brude- 
neirs  removal  from  the  command  of  the 
15th  Hussars,  whether  he  was  to  under- 
stand that  the  Commander-in-chief  would 
not  think  fit  to  appoint  Lord  Brudenell  to 
such  a  situation  as  he  now  held ;  and  he 
believed  Lord  Hill  stated  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  that  be  did  consider  Lord  Briide^ 
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neli  as  ft  pergoo,  whom,  at  some  future 
tirae»  he  should  think  it  a  benefit  to  the 
military  servioe  to  employ  agaio  under  his 
Miyesty's  command.  Lord  Hill  having 
giren  that  opinion  in  1884,  he  considered 
it  was  a  question  for  Lord  Hill's  discretion 
and  judgment  whether  the  removal  of 
Lord  Brudenell  from  active  service  should 
be  followed  by  a  continuance  of  that  punish- 
ment— for  it  must  be  considered  as  a 
punishment— for  a  greater  or  a  l^s  period 
of  time.  He  did  not  venture  to  say,  that 
he  thought  it  was  fit  at  this  time,  or  not 
fit,  to  remove  him  ;  but  this  much  he  did 
say,  that  he  had  full  confidence  that  Lord 
Hill  would  form  an  unbiassed  judgment 
on  the  subject,  according  to  his  conscienti- 
ous sense  of  duty.  Therefore  he  came 
back  to  what  he  had  stated  in  the  be. 
ginning)  viz.,  that  Lord  Hill  was  re« 
sponsible  for  this  act,  and  the  Ministers 
were  responsible  for  confiding  in  him  as  a 
person  nt  to  be  trusted  in  the  ofiice  of 
Commander-in-chief. 

Sir  Henry  Hardmge  entirely  concurred 
in  opinion  with  the  Noble  Lord  who  last 
spoke,  and  also  with  the  Noble  Lord  who 
was  Secretary  at  War,  as  regarded  their 
responsibility,  for  the  appointment  under 
consideration.  There  was  certainly  a 
general  responsibility,  and  the  special 
responsibility  rested  with  the  Commander, 
in -chief.  He  agreed  with  the  Noble  Lord 
that  if  the  Commander-in-chief  conducted 
the  affairs  of  the  army  in  such  a  way  as 
not  to  secure  the  confidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  was  a  fit  subject  for  the  con* 
sideration  of  the  Government  whether 
they  should  not  advise  his  Majesty  to 
remove  him  from  his  ofiSce.  He  admitted 
the  principle*  and  thought  that  was  the 
mode  in  which  the  affairs  of  the  army 
ought  to  be  carried  on.  But  he  had  heard 
that  night,  as  on  former  occasions,  that 
Lord  Hill  did  so  conduct  himself  as  to 
merit  the  confidence  of  the  Government. 
Under  these  circumstances  in  his  opinion 
the  act  of  Lord  Hill  was  an  act  which  was 
approved  by  the  Government,  inasmuch  as 
the  Government  did  not  interfere  in  the 
individual  appointments  of  the  Commander- 
in-chief,  unless  those  appointments  were 
such  as  they  disapproved  of;  in  which  case 
they  were  bouna  to  remonstrate,  and,  if 
necessary,  apply  the  remedy  of  removing 
the  Commanaer-in-chief  from  his  office. 
As  to  this  particular  case  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cornwall  stated  that  Lord  Brudenell 
waa  removed  from   the  command  of  the 


of  the  court  martial  and  he  had  quoted  the 
substance  of  it»  from  which  it  appeared 
that  the  diarge  against  Lord  Brudenell 
was,  tJiat  he  was  in  the  habit  of  taking 
down  the  private  Communications  of 
officers  in  the  orderly-room  without  theif 
knowledge. 

The  Speaker  suggested  to  the  hon,  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  propriety  of  not  en. 
tering  into  particulars. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  was  not  going  to 
enter  into  the  particulars.  He  was  only 
about  to  state,  that  the  noble  Lord,  when 
he  was  removed  from  the  command  of  the 
15th  Hussars,  in  consequence  of  the 
verdict,  did  petition  the  King  praying 
that  he  would  allow  him  to  be  tried  by  a 
genersd  court  martial,  and  declaring  that 
he  never  had — 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  order.  In  his  opinion, 
they  ought  either  to  enter  into  the  subject 
fully  and  fairly,  or  not  go  into  it  at  alL 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  introduced 
details  into  the  debate  which  were  not 
noticed  in  asking  the  question.  He  put 
it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  thought  it  right  to  enter  into  a. general 
discussion  of  the  subject  now  :— in  bis 
opinion,  the  details  ought  to  be^  reserved 
for  the  period  when  the  question  came 
regularly  before  the  House.  He  protested 
against  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  being 
permitted  to  go  into  particulars,  unless 
the  other  side  were  allowed  the  privilege  of 
reply. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  go  into  particulars  ;  but  the  hou. 
Member  for  Cornwall  stated  a  fact,  and  he 
thought  it  but  fair  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  rebut  that  fact.  Lord  Brudenell, 
so  far  from  assenting  to  the  justice  of  the 
sentence  upon  him,  petitioned  the  Kins 
praying  his  Majesty  to  order  that  he  should 
be  tried  by  a  general  court-martial.  The 
King,  however,  did  not  acquiesce  in  his 
request;  thinking,  probably,  that  it 
would  be  injurious  to  tlie  service  to  do  so. 
But  it  was  intimated  to  Lord  Brudenell, 
that  the  case  being  one  of  discipline  onl^iTi 
he  might  expect  to  be  reinstated  in  his 
original  position  after  a  time.  The 
Secretary  at  War  of  that  day  asked  the 
Commander-in-chief  if  he  considered  the 
conduct  of  Lord  Brudenell  such  that  be 
should  be  permanently  placed  on  the 
half-pay  list,  or  temporarily  as  a  punisli- 
ment  merely }  the  answer  was,  that  he 
was  placed  on  half-pay  for  the  purpose 
of  being  restored  to  the  service  on  a  future 
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the  coort^  in  the  estimation  of  the  Com- 
manderwin-chief  was  not  ^  such  as  to 
call  for  the  permanent  remoFal  of  Lord 
Brudenell  from  the  active  service  of  the 
King.  He  had  taken  steps  to  ascertain 
what  were  the  impressions  entertained  on 
the  subject  by  persons  at  head-quarters ; 
and  he  could  state  them  to  hare  been,  that 
there  was  no  intention  to  fix  Lord  Brudenell 
permanently  on  the  half-pay  list,  but  on 
the  contrary  to  restore  him,  after  a  time, 
to  active  service.  He  begged  to  add,  that 
he  never  saw  an  appointment  with  more 
satiafsM^tion  than  he  did  that  by  which  the 
noble  Lord  was  placed  on  full  pay.  It  was 
an  appointment  by  which  the  gallant 
Officer  was  restored  with  honour  to  the 
service ;  and  he  was  satisfied  that  in  his 
future  caxeeF  he  would  do  that  appointment 
credit. 

Captain  Curteis,  as  aMember  of  the  court 
martial  referred  to,  begged  to  ask  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  opposite  whether  be  meant 
to  impugn  the  justice  of  the  verdict  of 
that  court  ? 

Sir  Henry  HardingehBd  never  advocated 
the  sjrstem  of  canvassing  the  sentences  of 
courts  martial  in  that  House,  and  he  hal 
not  done  so  on  the  present  occasion.  That 
being  the  case,  ne  begged  to  say,  in 
Parliamentary  phrase,  that  the  Gallant 
Officer  ought  not  to  ask  him  a  question  of 
that  kind. 

Mr.  CnrieU  disapproved,  as  well  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  of  the  inter- 
ference of  that  House  with  the  discipline 
of  the  army.  He  was  glkd  the  question 
had  afforded  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
opportunity  of  making  a  satisfactory  reply. 

Lord  G.  Lennox  said,  he  had  the  honour 
of  commanding  in  the  army  for  twenty- 
four  years,  and  there  was  no  one  trans* 
action  in  his  military  life  which  gave  him 
more  satisfaction  than  he  derived  from 
seeinff  the  name  of  Lord  Brudenell  re- 
stored to  the  army.  He  should  not  feel 
that  he  had  acted  with  justice  towards 
Lord  Brudenell  if  he  did  not  make  that  de- 
claration boldly  in  the  &ce  of  military  men. 

Sir  WUUam  Maksworth  gave  notice 
that  soon  after  Easter,  he  should  move  a 
humble  Address  to  his  Majesty  on  the 
subject  of  this  appointment.  In  the 
course  of  this  evening  he  should  move  for 
Copies  of  the  Correspondence  referred  to 
by  the  gallant  Officer  opposite. 

Sir  n,  Hardifige  asked  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  by  correspondence  ? 

Sir  William  MoUswortk :  The  Petition 

and  the  Answeri 


~  Sir  H.  Hardinge  said,  lie  knew  of  uq 
correspondence  but  the  Petition  of  Lord 
Brudenell,  and  the  answer  received  to  it. 
As  to  those  documents,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  boo.  Member  would  be  as  much 
gratified  as  he  was  .on  seeing  them,  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  the  feelinffs  of  a  Gentle- 
man, which  no  doubt  he  had. 

Lord  Hawick  suggested,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  not  move  this  evening 
for  a  Copy  of  the  Petition,  as  he  (Lord 
Howick)  should  not  feel  justified  in  con- 
cur  ring  in  the  motion,  or,  indeed,  in  any 
motion  for  the  production  of  any  Papers 
on  the  subject,  till  he  had  been  aflforded 
an  opportunity  of  communicating  with 
Lord  Hill.      . 

Subject  dropped. 

Foreign  Affairs— Cbacow.]  Mr. 
Patrick  M.  Stewart  said,  seeing  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Foreign  Secretai*y  in  his  place, 
he  wished  to  put  to  him  one  or  two 
questions  of  great  importance  with  respect 
to  our  national  honour,  and  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  commercial  interests  of 
this  country.  In  the  course  of  the  recent 
discussion  which  took  place,  relative  to 
the  late  unfortunate  events  at  Cracow, 
the  noble  Lord  stated,  that  communications 
had  been  made  on  that  subject  with  the 
Ministers  abroad.  The  first  Question 
which  he  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
was,  whether  amonffst  the  parties  he  had 
communicated  with  were  included  the 
authorities  of  Cracow  itself;  and  whether 
any  answer  to  his  communications  had 
been  received?  The  second  question  he 
had  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  was,  whether 
he  had  received  any  official  notice  of  events 
which  it  was  said  had  occurred  affecting 
the  victims  of  Cracow  since  the  occupation 
of  that  place  ?  Was  the  noble  Lord  aware 
that  the  Polish  Refugees,  having  been 
induced  to  pass  out  of  the  district  in 
which  they  were,  instead  of  being  for- 
warded to  the  place  of  their  destination, 
had  been  delivered  up  by  the  three  nowers 
into  the  hands  of  Russia,  and  baa  been 
marched,  in  all  probability,  to  Siberia  or 
to  Tobolsk  ?  His  next  question  had  refer* 
ence  to  our  commercial  interests.  He 
begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  if  he  had 
information  of  an  attempt  on  the  part  of 
Russia  to  dose  the  moutns  of  the  Danube 
by  certain  quarantine  regulations.  He 
begged  also  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  inform  the  House 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  interfere  to  prevent  this  further 
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violation  of  tbe  treaties  of  Vienna  and 
Adrianople,  by  both  of  which  it  was 
declared  that  all  the  navigable  rivers 
traversing  the  European  states  shoald  be 
free  and  open  in  their  course  to  the  whole 
of  Europe. 

Viscount  Pahnerston,  with  reference 
to  the  first  question,  had  to  asLj,  that  he 
had  received  answers  from  most  of  those 
Ministers  to  whom  he  had  written  for 
information  respecting  the  affairs  of  Cra- 
cow; but  he  had  not  had  any  commu* 
nication  with  the  authorities  of  Cracow 
themselves  on  the  subject.  It  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government^  when  first 
they  heard  of  the  state  of  Cracow,  and  of 
the  disposition  to  expel  certain  refugees 
from  that  country,  to  send  the  British 
Consul  at  Warsaw  to  Cracow^  to  obtain 
full  information ;  but  before  the  Govern- 
ment could  give  effect  to  their  intention^ 
they  heard  of  tbe  actual  occupation  of  the 
town  by  the  three  protecting  powers,  and 
it  did  not  appear  to  them  that  that  was  a 
fitting  occasion  for  the  Consul  at  Warsaw 
to  present  himself  in  the  town  of  Cracow. 
It  occurred  to  the  Government  that  he  not 
having  any  official  character  at  that  place, 
his  presence  there  might  rather  be  con- 
strued into  a  tacit  acknowledgment  of  the 
measure  which  was  carried  into  effect,  or 
it  might  put  him  in  a  situation  unfitting 
for  a  British  officer.  With  regit rd  to  the 
second  question,  he  bad  heard  from  two 
quarters  that  some  of  the  refugees  had 
been  sent  back  to  the  kingdom  of  Poland, 
instead  ol^  being  transferred  to  France  or 
the  other  parts  of  Europe,  as  was  origin- 
ally agreed.  An  account  to  that  effect  had 
reach^  the  British  Minister  at  St.  Peters- 
burg, and  he  had  asked  for  information  on  the 
subject  from  the  Russian  Government,  by 
whom  he  was  informed  that  they  had  re- 
ceived no  notice  of  such  an  arrangement, 
and  they  did  not  believe  that  such  an 
event  had  taken  place ;  but  they  assured 
him  that  at  all  events  what  had  been  done 
was  not  with  a  view  to  subject  the  persons 
to  banishment  or  punishment.  Count 
Nesselrode  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  if 
there  had  been  any  such  occurrence,  it 
must  have  been  because  a  certain  number 
of  individuals  preferred  the  change,  from  a 
wish  to  return  to  Poland.  He  promised 
to  make  inquiries,  and  communicate  the 
result  to  Lord  Durham.  With  regard  to 
the  third  question,  he  had  to  state,  that 
he  had  not  received  any  information  with 
respect  to  that  quarantine  which  it  was 
said  in  the  public  papers  had  been  imposed 


by  the  Russian  (Government  in  the  mouths 
of  the  Danube.     By  the  treaty  of  Adri- 
anople, the  Russian    Government    had   a 
right  to  establish  a  bond  Jide  quarantine  at 
the  mouths  of  that  river.     All  the  three 
branches  of  the  river  either  fell  into  the 
territory  ceded  by  the  treaty  of  Adrianople 
to   Russia,   or  one  bank   of    them    was 
bounded  by  the  .territory  of  Russia.     But 
though  Russia  had  a  right  to  establish  a 
bond  Jide  quarantine,  yet  he   thought   it 
was    indisputable  that  as  the  treaty   of 
Vienna  expressly  declared   that   all    the 
navigable  rivers  throughout  Europe  should 
be   free  and  open  to   the   navigation    of 
Europe,  Russia  was  not  entitled  to  estab- 
lish   any    quarantine    on    the     Danube, 
which,  under  the  pretence  of  preserving 
health,  was  really  and  truly  intended   to 
embarrass  commerce.     Having  no  official 
information  on  the  subject,  he  could  not 
give  any  other  answer. 

Mr.  P.  M,  Stewart  said,  he  should  feel 
it  his  duty  on  Friday,  the  15th  of  April, 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what 
he  advisedly  and  deliberately  designated 
the  aggression  of  Russia. 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Portu- 
6AI..3  Mr.  Robinson  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  he  could  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  state  of 
the  negotiations  between  the  Queen  of 
Portugal  and  his  Majesty's  Government 
affecting  the  commercial  relations  of  the 
two  countries  ?  Another  question  he  de* 
sired  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  was,  whether 
his  Majesty's  Government  had  consented 
to  annul  the  treaty  which  existed  with  the 
State  of  Frankfort,  by  which  that  State 
was  excluded  from  joining,  without  the 
consent  of  this  country,  the  German  Coo. 
federation  ?  If  the  consent  of  this  coun- 
try had  been  given,  he  should  be  obliged 
by  the  noble  Lord  stating  on  what  grounds. 

Viscount  Palmer ston  was  not  able  to 
report  to  the  House  that  the  negotiation 
carrying  on  for  a  new  commercial  treaty 
with  Portugal  had  been  brought  to  a  satis, 
factory  termination;  it  was  proceeding, 
however,  and  he  should  hope  that  it  would 
be  attended  by  a  satisfactory  result.  But 
at  the  same  time  be  would  remark,  that 
the  House  must  have  seen  by  the  public 
channels,  that  undoubtedly  there  were 
symptoms  on  the  part  of  the  Portuguese 
Government,  of  opinions  on  the  subject  of 
trade  and  commerce  being  entertained 
which  were  not  very  favourable  to  the 
conclusion  of  a  treaty  on  terms  of  recipro* 
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.  cal  advantage  to  the  two  countries.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that  a  tariff 
had  been  lately  proposed  to  the  Portuguese 
Chamber,  which  would  be  inconsistent  with 
any  thine  like  an  endeavour  to  establish  on 
a  liberal  and  advantageous  footing  the  com- 
merce between  this  country  and  that.  He 
hoped,  however^  that  the  Government  of 
Portugal  would  be  found  too  enlightened 
to  give  their  support  to  such  injurious  pro- 
positions. But  should  they  be  carried  into 
effect,  it  would  then  be  for  the  Government 
of  this  country  and  for  Parliament  to 
consider  what  steps  it  was  necessary  for 
this  country  to  take,  so  that  we  might 
shape  our  course  according  to  theirs.  With 
regard  to  Frankfort,  it  was  true  that  four 
years  ago  this  country  concluded  a  conven- 
tion with  that  state,  by  one  article  of 
which  it  was  precluded  from  making  any 
alteration  in  its  then  existing  tariff  with- 
out the  consent  of  England.  It  having 
been  represented  to  his  Majesty's  Govern, 
ment  that  it  was  indispensable  to  the 
welLbeing  and  prosperity  of  Frankfort, 
and  through  that  country  to  the  well- 
being  and  prosperity  of  the  British  inter- 
ests, that  rrankfort  should  be  allowed  to 
associate  itself  in  the  German  union — on 
that  representation  being  made  as  to  the 
state  of  Frankfort  a  subsequent  convention 
was  entered  into  releasing  Frankfort  from 
that  which  was  a  bar  to  her  joining  the 
German  union,  and  since  then  the  junction 
of  Frankfort  with  that  union  had  been 
formed.  The  convention  to  which  he  ad- 
verted would  be  speedily  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  then  have  an  opportunity  of  judging 
as  to  its  propriety. 

Canton.]]  Lord  Sandon  would  avail 
himself  of  that  opportunity  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  to  fill  up  the 
vacancy  at  Canton  occasioned  by  the  death 
of  Lord  Napier? 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  question 
involved  some  very  important  considera- 
tions connected  with  the  commerce  of  this 
country — considerations,  the  very  import- 
ance of  which,  he  could  assure  nis  noble 
Friend,  was  one  reason  why  the  Govern- 
ment had  paused  for  so  long  a  time  with 
regard  to  any  measures  which  it  might  be 
% '  deemed  advisable  to  take.  By  the  instruc- 
tions sent  out  to  the  superintendents  when 
Lord  Napier  first  went  out  there,  it  was 
ordered  that  every  vacancy  as  it  occurred, 
was  to  be  filled  ^p  on  the  spot,  subject  to 


the  approbation  of  the  Government  at 
home.  Pursuant  to  that  arrangement 
there  were  now  three  superintendents; 
thev  were  Sir  G.  Robinson,  who  had  been 
in  the  service  of  the  East- India  Company^ 
he  was  the  senior  superintendent ;  Cap- 
tain Elliot  was  the  second ;  and  Mr. 
Johnson  was  the  third. 

Spanish  Loan.]  Mr.  Arthur  Trevor 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  general  rumour, 
that  a  negotiation  was  going  forward  for  a 
loaDifor  the  service  df  the  Queen  of  Spain, 
and  that  this  country  was  to  guarantee  its 
repayment  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  had  no  objection 
to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  information 
he  requested,  but  thought  he  should  be  al- 
most entitled  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  return  a  counter  question  of  just  the 
same  nature.  In  reply  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  begged  to  say,  that 
no  loan  had  been  negociatM^  by  the  Queen 
of  Spain  which  the  Government  of  this 
country  was  to  guarantee.  He  now  begeed 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman,  or  any  other 
hon.  Gentleman  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
whether*  '^  as  he  had  seen  it  reported,"  a 
loan  had  been  negociated  for  Don  Carlos; 
and  if  so,  upon  what  guarantee? 

Subject  dropped. 

Parliamentary  Survey  op  Church 
Lands.]  Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  moved 
for  the  Survey  of  Church  Lands,  at  present 
in  the  Library  of  Lambeth  Palace.  The 
document  in  question  was  one  of  very  great 
importance  in  all  inquiries  on  the  sul^ect 
to  which  it  referred :  it  was  deposited  in 
Lambeth  Palace  about  the  time  of  the 
Restoration,  by  order  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  considered  it  was  a  public 
document  belonging  to  the  country ;  and 
that  that  House  having  originally  ordered 
its  removal  to  the  place  where  it  now  was, 
had  a  right  to  demand  it  back  again. 

The  Solicitor  General  admitted  the  im. 
portance  of  the  document  in  question,  but 
expressed  some  doubt  as  to  the  right  of 
that  House  to  call  for  it.  It  was  of  very 
great  importance  in  a  legal  point  of  view, 
in  suits  for  tithes,  moduses,  &c. ;  but  not 
many  years  ago,  the  Court  of  Chancery 
had  decided,  that  extracts  from  it  were  to 
be  received  as  evidence,  so  as  to  render  its 
production  in  Court  not  necessary ;  and  he 
understood,  that  there  was  every  facility 
given  on  payment  of  a  small  fee,  for  the 
inspection  of  it,  and  if  required  for  taking 
extracts  from  it. 
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demand  the  prodoction  of  the  document : 
in  one  point  of  view,  they  would  be  com- 
mitting a  great  injustice  in  so  doing ;  for 
the  person  in  whose  custodjr  it  now  was 
received  certain  fees  for  its  inspection.  He 
had  a  vested  interest  in  those  fees,  and  that 
House  had  no  just  right  to  deprive  him  of  it 

The  iSp^oArersaid,  that,  as  Chairman  of 
the  Record  Commission^  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  that  they 
would  use  their  influence  to  procure  the 
production  of  the  document  referred  ta 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  said,  his  only 
object  was  to  get  at  the  document ;  vluq, 
on  that  assurance^  he  would  withdraw  his 
motion.*— Motion  withdrawn* 

Court  op  Sessions.]  The  Lord  Ad^ 
vacate  said,  in  bringing  before  the  House 
a  Bill  for  making  certain  alterations  in  the 
duties  of  the  Lords  Ordinary,  &c.,he  wished 
to  call  attention  in  the  first  place  to  the 
savings  that  had  been  made  in  the  Court  of 
Senion  and  Court  of  Admiralty,  and  Court 
of  Exchequer  in  Scotland.  In  the  Court 
(k  Session  and  Admiralty,  the  savings 
which  had  actually  accrued  amount«l 
already  to  17,S75/.  %».  A^d.  per  annum ; 
the  prospective  savings  to  11,566/!.  6^.  Sd. 
The  actual  savings  in  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer amounted  to  14,996/1  XSs.  44. ;  the  pro- 
spective to  ^,2lbL  Ms,  4td,i  amounting 
altogether  to  51,153/.  \^.Z\d.  The  re- 
turns from  the  Commissary  clerk  were  not 
so  clearly  made,  but  the  savings  by  the 
abolition  of  that  Court  would  exceed 
2,000/.  These  returns,  as  soon  as  a  further 
return  was  obtained  from  the  Commissary 
Court,  he  should  move  should  be  printed 
af^er  the  recess ;  but  savings  to  the  public 
would  take  place  which  could  not  appear 
on  any  return,  for  from  twenty  judges  being 
reduced  to  thirteen,  and  six  principal 
clerks  to  four,  a  very  considerable  saving 
would  take  place  in  the  amount  of  retiring 
allowances.  The  ofHce  of  Keeper  of  the 
Privy  Seali  which  had  undergone  no 
change,  and  who,  besides  drawing  a  salary 
of  3,000/.  receives  a  large  amount  of  fees, 
would  be  reduced  to  1,200/,,  no  part  of 
which  would  be  payable  from  the  Exche- 
quer, but  entirely  from  the  fees,  and  the 
balance  would  be  payable  to  the  Treasury. 
A  very  large  saving  would  also  arise  in  the 
event  of  the  office  of  Lord  Register,  Keeper 
of  the  Sasines  and  of  the  Signet,  becoming 
vacant.  In  the  department  of  stamps  and 
taxes,  the  savings  would  be  upwards  of 


ments  in  those  departments  in  Seothod  had 
been  vny  considerable.  In  these  drcum- 
stances,  it  was  natural  that  the  suitors 
should  look  for  some  diminution  in  the  fee» 
which  they  paid,  which  would  render  tbtf 
expense  of  litigation  leas,  and  throw  open 
the  Courts  of  Justice  to  persons  of  ordinary 
means,  without  exposing  them  to  ruin,  for 
justice  could  not  be  said  to  be  free  if  parties 
were  obliged,  besides  paying  counsel  and 
attomies,  which  must  always  be  a  heavy 
expense,  to  pay  large  court  fees  on  every 
step  of  the  proceedings.  The  great  object 
of  this  Bill  was  to  follow  out  the  recent 
mendations  of  the  first  and  second  Reports 
of  the  Law  Commissioners.  The  first  pro-* 
vision  of  the  Act  was,  that  the  junior  Lord 
Ordinary  should  act  as  one  of  the  permanent 
Ordinaries,  as  one  of  the  other  four,  and 
that  actions  of  reduction  sheuld  not  be  can- 
fined  to  him,  but  might  be  brought  before 
any  of  the  other  Lords  Ordinary.  The 
junior  Lord  Ordinary  has  hitherto  been 
overloaded  with  business;  and,  although 
the  great  2eal  and  ability  of  the  present 
Judge  has  enabled  him  to  get  througli  his 
duties  with  great  satisfaction  to  the  coun- 
try ;  yet,  under  the  former  arrangement,  it 
was  not  possible  for  Judges  of  great  aeal, 
industry,  and  knowledge,  to  overtake  the 
cases  brought  before  them.  His  Majesty's 
Government  have  found  it  necessary  this 
year  to  prolong  the  Session,  so  far  as  re<- 
garded  the  Lords  Ordinary,  by  one  fort- 
night. This  was  the  first  time,  that  the 
Act  of  the  Ist  of  his  present  Majesty,  sec 
10,  had  been  carried  into  effect.  It  had 
heretofore  reinained  a  dead  letter."  I  have 
been  told,  that  this  Order  in  Council  has 
given  dissatisfaction  to  some  individuals; 
but,  I  trust,  that  the  advantages  it  will  be 
of  to  the  administration  of  justice,  and  the 
satisfaction  it  has  given  to  the  country, 
as  a  proof  that  Government  is  resolved  to 
remove  all  unnecessary  delays,  are  more 
than  sufficient  to  justify  the  adoption  of 
that  measure.  The  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill  relate  to  arrangements,  the  great  olgect 
of  which  are  to  improve  the  administration 
of  justice  and  diminish  the  amount  of  fees 
which  are  exacted  from  the  suitors.  I  have, 
in  all  the  salaries  proposed,  adopted  the 
recommendations  maue  by  the  Commission* 
ers  on  Scotch  Law,  with  the  exception  of 
one,  where  the  proposed  salary  was  600/.  a- 
year,  and  it  appeared  to  me  that  400/. 
would  be  sufficient;  but  if  It  shall  appear 
to  the  House,  that  the  salary  proposea  by 
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the  Ctmmmao&n  ought  not  to  be  reduced, 
I  shall  most  zeadUj  aequieeoe.    In  general, 
the  salacka  of  the  esuUishment  proposed 
by  the  Law  Comnuasionera  are  very  mode- 
rate—«in  the  opinion  of  many  peraons  much 
too  low.     The  saving  in  fees  to  litigantt 
ivill   amount  to  upwards  of  19^000/.  per 
annum.    They  will  be  great  gainers  by 
this  change,  and  I  think  they  ought  to  be 
so.      It  appears  to  me,  that  nothing  can  be 
more  unjust  than  that  the  proceedings  be- 
fore courts  of  law,  which  must  necessarily 
be  heavy  and  vexatious  to  those  engaged  in 
them,  should  be  severely  taxed  to  pay  fees 
to  officers  of  Court.     By  trying  a  question, 
and  having  it  ascertained  what  the  law  i8> 
the  parties  of^en  do  what  is  serviceable  to 
many  hundreds,  who  hold  their  property 
afterwards  in  greater  security,  or  are  enabled 
to    avoid  questions  previously  unsettled; 
but  the  delay  with  which  the  discussion  is 
attended  is  often  most  vexatious,  and  the 
expense  frequently  exceeds  the  value  of  the 
auDJect  in  dispute.     I  am  persuaded,  that 
an  enlightened  Government  could  render 
no  greater  service  to  the  country  than  by 
improving  the  Courts  of  Justice,  and  re- 
moving, as  far  as  can  be,  every  source  of 
delay  and  expense.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  moving,  for  leave  to 
bring  in  the  Bill. 

Leave  given.  Bill  read  a  iirst  time. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Mmdayy  April  11,  1836. 

Mivurn.]  BUli.  Rada  Uiixd  Uiim:— Revenue  Departments 
Securities. — Read  a  second  time:— Banknipti*  (Ireland); 
Alien  Rcgffltration. 

yeHdoni  ftcsemed.  By  OolQiiel  TflOiirtoir,  fhmi  Ktoaston* 
vpoo-HttUf  in  fiivour  of  Mr.  BacuNGBAM'a  Claims. — By 
several  Members,  firom  virious  Places,  for  Uie  Better 
Observaaee  oT  the  Loidl  Day.— By  several  Hcsasaa, 
fton  various  Plaees,  fat  the  Rqpcal  d  the  Duty  on  Nei»a- 
papers.— By  Mr.  HAwaa,  fhnn  St  Marylebone,  for  the 
Alteration  of  the  Poor-Law  Amendment  Act — By  several 
MsansMt  ftom  the  Licensed  Vietuallat  of  various 
Plaese,  tat  the  Repealof  the  Duty  on  Spirit  Uoanoes.— By 
Mr.  BAaXARo,  from  Woolwich,  for  the  Abolition  of 
Corporal  Punishment  in  the  Army  and  Navy. — By  several 
MonsBtt  ftoiB  the  Mcdieal  Proaaslon  of  various  Places, 
for  Rmunention  ft»  Attending  Coronenr  inquests.— By 
Mr.  WiLKS,  from  Haddenham,  for  the  Abolition  of  Church 
Rates.— By  Mr.  John  Maxwjill,  from  Calder  and  Cam* 
bMing*  ftv  Um  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  Statute  Labonr 
(Scotland);  and  from  certain  Handloom  Weaveis,  for 
Itellef.— By  Mr.  Ditctt,  from  the  Carrien  of  Devon*  for 
a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Carrier^  Carts.  «» 

Supply -^Ordkakcb.]  Lord  John 
Ruisell  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  a 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  the  House  re- 
tolred  itself  into  (Jommittee. 

Sir  Andrew  Leith  Hay  said,  that  in 
bringing  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  the  Ordnance  estimates  for  the 


year,  it  would  not  be  nece«ary  for  him  to 
aetain  them  by  any  very  lengthened  pre« 
liminary  details.    The  estimates  had  been 
framed  in  conformity  with  those  of  former 
years.    They  had  been  carefully  examined, 
and  he  believed  all  the  circumstances  con- 
nected in  the  first  place  with  efficiency, 
and  secondly  with  economy,  had  been  con- 
sidered and  acted   upon    in   this    yeai's 
estimates.    The  estimate  for  the  present 
year  was  52,610/.  less  than  that  of  last 
year.     This  diminution  had   arisen  from 
various  causes,  which  would  be  ascertained 
by  a  reference  to  the  items.     But  the 
credits  for  last  year,  which  amounted  to 
200,000/.,  were  decreased  in  the  estimate 
now  proposed,  by  20,000/.,  consequently 
the  sum  to  be  voted,  instead  of  bein^ 
69,610/.  less  than  that  of  last  year,  would 
only  be  32,610/.  less.     In  adverting  to  the 
different  items  which  it  would  be  his  duty 
to  bring  before  the  House,  he  should  refer, 
in  the  first  place,  to  the  vote  called  for  for 
the  store  department.     The  amount  last 
year  was  not  so  great  as  that  for  which  it 
was  intended  to  call  on  the  House  on  the 
present  occasion,  by  10,000/.  but  that  was 
the  aggregate,  and  included  the  sum  of 
20,000/.  for  small  arms,  whereas  the  sum 
required  last  year  for  that  purpose  was  only 
5,000/.     It  had  been  considered  necessary 
to  increase  the  sum  providing  for  small 
arms,    in    consequence  of   the    absolute 
necessity  of  filling  up  the  stores  with  a 
superior  class  of  arms,  and  keeping  those 
necessary  and  proper  for  the  exigencies  of 
the  public  service,  and  issuing  to  the  troops 
arms  of  a  better  and   more  serviceable 
description.    The  estimate  of  the  present 
year  for  stores  was  75,000/.,  while  that  for 
last  year  had  been  65,000/. ;  but  the  snm 
to  be  voted  was  in  fact  5,000/.  less  than 
in  the  preceding  year  for  the  general  supply 
of  stores.     The  Commissariat  Supplies  of 
last  year  as  compared  with  this  amounted  , 
to  a  much  greater  sum,  in  consequence  oF*^ 
the  variation  in  the  price  of  forage  for  the 
Cavalry.    The  price  of  forage  last  year 
had  been  considerably  higher  than  it  was  ' 
at  present,  and  a  diminution  of  the  ex- 
penditure to  the  amount  of  19,666/.  would 
take  place  in  this  particular  item.     In  the 
present  estimate  there  was  an   increase 
under  the  head  of  the  unprovided,  in  con- 
sequence  of  completing  an  alteration  sug- 
gested for  purposes  of  economy,  and  novr 
carried   into  effect — the  removal  of  the 
great  stores  in  Tooley-street  to  the  ^ower. 
That  removal  had  now  been  accomplished; 
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but  it  had  occasioned  in  the  unprovided 
branch  of  the  estimates  a  very  considerable 
excess  in  consequence  of  sums  formerly 
voted  not  having  met  the  exigences  of  the 
service  for  which  they  were  granted.     The 
removing  Jof  the  stores  in  Tooley-street, 
and  preparing  a  store-house  in  the  Tower 
for  their  reception,  and  for  purposes  neces- 
sary to  the  service,  had  cost  the  public  the 
sum  of  8,705/.     Government  had  held  the 
lease  of  the  store  in  Tooley-street  for  an 
unexpired  term  of  years.     That  lease  had 
bean  sold,  and  the  proceeds  had  been 
10,150/.,  fully  covering  all  the  expenses 
occasioned  by  the  transfer,  and  a  sum  of 
3,300/.  annual  rent  would  be  saved  to  the 
public.    There  was  another  item  which 
formed  a  very  considerable  feature  in  the 
estimate  of  the  year,  namely,  the  expense 
of  the  surveys  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
The  sum  taken  for  the  survey  of  Great 
Britain  last  year  was  1 0,500/. ;  that  pro- 
posed now  to  be  applied  to  that  object 
was  13,000/.,  making  an  excess  of  2,500/. 
This  was  called  for   by  an   application 
which  had  been  made  to  hasten  the  pro- 
gress of  the  survey,  and,  if  possible,  to 
terminate  it  in  a  shorter  time  than  had 
been  previously  intended.    The  sum  to  be 
set  apart  for  the  survey  of  Ireland  was 
exactly  similar  to  that  of  last  year,  amount* 
ing  to  40,000/.     He  felt  satisfied  that  if 
there  were  any  scientific  work  that  had 
done  honour  to  this  country,  that  would 
be  serviceable  for  all  the  purposes  of  local 
legislation,  and  for  those  objects  connected 
with  the  interests  and  improvement  of  the 
country,  it  was  the  survey  of  Great  Britain 
and   Ireland.     The  officer  who  had  the 
charge  of  superintending  it  (Mr  Goldby) 
was  a  person  of   the   highest    scientific 
attainments,  and  had  conducted  it  in  a 
mode    creditable    to    himself.      He    was 
satisfied  that  when  completed,  it  would 
reflect  honour  on  the  country,  and  would 
^'  '^tplace  science  on   a  footing  it   had   not 
hitherto  occupied.    The  maintenance  of 
the  barrack   accommodation    throughout 
i  the  United  Kingdom  naturally  formed  a 
great  item  in  the  estimate,  and  he  had  the 
satisfaction  to  state,  that  the  saving  effected 
this  -year,    as  compared   with    the  last, 
amounted  to  16,790/.,  notwithstanding  the 
expenses    incurred   owing  to   the    losses 
caused  by  the  hurricane  which  took  place 
in  the  West  Indies.     The  repairs  thereby 
rendered    necessary    had     amounted    to 
4,152/.^  which  must  be  considered  as  an 
entirely  accidental  expense.     Therefore, 


the  saving  on  the  barrack  ezpenditare, 

including  the  repairs  and  soppoirt  af£   the 
buildings,  was  20,942/.     He  would    now 
state  to  the  House  what  he   thoa^lit    it 
would  be  interesting  to  shotv — ^that    tbe 
Board  of  Ordnance,  while  keeping:  ap  the 
immense  buildings  necessary  for   the    ac- 
commodation of  the  troops,  were  carrying 
on  the  expenditure  with  all  possible  atten- 
tion to  economy.     The  expenditare    now 
was  of  a  description  very  different    from 
what  it  was  in  former  days,  and   beneficial 
to  the  public  in  point  of  economy.      The 
barrack  expenditure,  previously  to   being- 
placed  under  the  direction  of  the  Ordnance, 
in  1821,  amounted  in  Great  Britain,   to 
143,809/.,  being  at  the  rate  of  51.  5s.  1  Id. 
per  man.     In  1835  it  was  64,118/.,  being 
at  the  rate  of  3/.  9s,  4d.  per  man.     The 
barrack  expenditure  in  Ireland   in    1821 
had  been  conducted  on  a  similar  scale. 
It  amounted  to  134,838/.,  being    at    the 
rate  of  4/.  lis.  for  each  man.    In  ] 835  it 
was  only  54,919/.,  or  2/.  10«.  9d.  per  man. 
When  it  was  considered  that  barrack  ac- 
commodation for  the  British  army  in  Great 
Britain,    Ireland,  and  the  colonies,   was 
constructed  for  no  less  than  134,726  men, 
it  would  be  seen,  that  as  a  natural  conse- 
quence, a  great  outlay  was  required  to 
maintain  these  buildings,  particularly  where 
the  climates  were  so  different,  and  where 
the  barrckcks  were  liable  to  be  damaged ; 
and  he  considered,  that  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  sum  now  taken*  was  the  least 
possible,  and  might  reasonably  be  sup- 
posed to  be  absolutely  necessary  for  that 
particular  branch  of  the  service.    He  had 
stated  briefly  to  the  House  some  of  the 
items  of  the  estimates,  contrasted  with 
those  of  past  years,  and  he  had  said,  that 
he  considered  it  unnecessary  to  trespass 
then  for  any  very  great  length  of  time,  but 
he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  this  particular  subject — the  absolute 
necessity  of  keeping  the  ordnance  esta- 
blishments of  the  country  in  an  eflkient 
and  serviceable  state.    He  hoped  that  no 
subjects  connected  with  economy  would 
ever  be  considered  the    primary  object 
wh^  the  importance  of  that  great  branch 
of  the  defences  of  the  country,  and  the  ne- 
cessity of  providing  the  troops  with  com- 
missariat supplies,  were  taken  into  coosi« 
deration.    He  felt  satisfied  that  the  House, 
on  the   present  occasion,  would  support 
this  branch  of  the  public  service,  and  vote 
those    supplies    which    they    (Minisleif) 
believed  absolutely  necessary,  which  they 
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would  not  seek  if  they  did  not  consider  so, 
and  which  ihey  supposed  the  Honse  would 
have  no  objection  to  grant,  in  order  that 
this  branch  of  the  pubh'c  service  might  be 
carried  on  with  credit  to  the  country,  with 
efficiency  in  present  circumstances,  with 
the  certainty  of  beiug  efficient  in  the  event 
of  a  war  breaking  out,  and  of  being  able 
to  maintain  the  honour  of  the  Crown. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
the  different  votes,  which  were  severally 
agreed  to  without  observation. 
The  House  resumed. 

The  New  Houses  of  Parliament.] 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  seeing  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  his  place,  rose  to  put 
a  question  to  him  respecting  the  exhibition 
of  the  plans  for  the  new  Houses  of  Par- 
liament. He  had  received  several  com- 
munications which  made  him  believe  that 
considerable  dissatisfaction  was  felt  upon 
the  subject  on  two  grounds — first,  that 
architects  were  specifically  excluded  from 
permission  to  inspect  the  successful  plans. 
He  had  received  a  letter  from  a  very  emi- 
nent architect  who  applied  to  be  admitted  : 
he  had  gone  with  a  friend,  who  was 
allowed  to  enter,  but  being  himself  asked 
if  he  were  an  architect,  and  the  answer 
being  in  the  affirmative,  he  was  excluded, 
as  be  was  told,  by  the  express  orders  of  the 
Woods  and  Forests  Department.  Unless 
some  good  reason  could  be  assigned,  this 
exclusion,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  seemed 
ungenerous*  The  other  ground  of  com- 
plaint was,  that  the  plans  of  the  successful 
candidates  were  not  exhibited  with  the 
others.  He  had  understood  the  Chancel  lor 
of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  successful  plans 
should  be  sent  with  the  others  for  exhibi- 
tion in  the  building  intended  for  the 
National  Gallery.  It  was  easy  to  see  why 
the  plan  that  had  been  eminently  successful 
— that  of  Mr,  Barry — could  not  yet  be 
exhibited,  because  it  might  be  necessary  to 
retain  it  for  the  purpose  of  forming  the 
estimates  of  the  expense  of  carrying  it  into 
execution ;  but  he  could  not  see  why  the 
three  others  next  in  merit  should  not  have 
been  sent  for  exhibition  with  the  others. 
Unless  they  were  sent  at  an  early  period,  it 
seemed  likely  that  the  public  attention 
Mroald  be  exhausted,  and  he  therefore 
hoped,  that  .some  means  would  be  adopted, 
that  the  three  less  successful  plans  would 
be  exhibited  according  to  their  original 
intention. 

The   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
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I  reply  to  the  second  question  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  was  able  to  state  (having 
received  a  communication  from  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  department  of 
Woods  and  Forests),  that  he  had  himself 
been  disposed  to  think,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  there  would  be  no  inconveniences  in 
sending  the  three  less  successful  plans  for 
exhibition ;  but  his  noble  Friend  had  been 
of  opinion  that  until  the  Committees  of  the 
two  Houses  bad  finally  determined  what 
should  be  done — the  approval  of  Mr. 
Barry's  plan  being  only  provisional — he 
had  no  right  to  part  with  the  custody  of 
them.  On  Monday  next  he  believed  the 
Committees  resumed  their  sittings;  and 
perhaps  it  was  not  too  much  to  anticipate, 
that,  at  one  meeting,  the  preliminary  point 
might  be  settled,  and  then  the  three  plans 
might  be  exhibited  on  Tuesday  or  Wed- 
nesday, and  soon  afterwards  an  engraved 
copy  of  Mr.  Barry's  plan  might  be  placed 
with  them  in  the  collection.  He  was  not 
so  well  prepared  to  reply  to  the  first 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  he  did 
not  know  on  what  grounds  professional 
men  were  excluded  from  an  inspection  of 
the  successful  plans,  but  the  rule  laid  down 
might  possibly  be  founded  upon  the  alarm 
of  the  architects,  lest  sketches  should  be 
made  of  their  plans,  and  an  unauthorised 
publication  made  of  their  designs.  On 
some  former  occasion,  an  incident  of  this 
sort  had  occurred,  and  it  was  more  likely 
to  arise  out  of  the  inspection  of  professional 
than  non-professional  men.  It  did  not, 
however,  seem  a  matter  of  importance, 
inasmuch  as  next  week  all  the  plans  would 
probably  be  publicly  exhibited. 

Mr.  Hawes  knew,  that  architects  had 
been  excluded,  and  not  only  architects 
generally,  but  particular  architects  by 
name.  He  did  not  think  that  any  rule 
for  the  exclusion  of  professional  men 
should  have  been  adopted,  but  if  it  wer^ 
adopted,  it  ought  at  least  to  be  general, 
and  not  particular.  He  did  not  see  why 
the  four  plans  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  • 
Woods  and  Forests ;  they  ought  rather  to 
be  in  the  custody  of  the  Committee.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  spoken 
of  an  engraved  copy  of  Mr.  Barry's  plan, 
and  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  an  engraving  of  the  ori- 
ginal plan,  or  of  the  plan  as  it  had  been 
cut  down  for  the  estimate?  The  original 
plan,  it  should  be  recollected,  had  been 
departed  from.  He  did  not  say  that  ihe 
public  had  been  treated  with  disrespect, 
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but  perhaps  two-thirds  of  those  who  were 
likely  to  visit  the  National  Gallery  had 
been  there  already,  and  the  object  of  the 
exhibition  had,  therefore,  been  so  far  de- 
feated. 

Mr.  Hume  had  received  a  letter  from  an 
architect,  who  had  been  anxious  to  see  the 
approved  plans.  This  was  the  fifth  or 
'Sixth  time  the  subject  had  been  mentioned, 
and  the  expectation  held  out  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  about  three  weeks 
ago,  had  been  disappointed.  He  did  not 
know  why  the  three  less  successful  plans 
bad  been  kept  back,  and  it  was  very  na- 
tural that  the  public,  which  paid  for  them, 
should  feel  a  curiosity  to  inspect  them. 
^They  had  a  right  to  see  all,  and  they 
would  not  be  fairly  dealt  with  if  Mr. 
Barry's  plan  were  exhibited  with  any  of 
the  leading  features  altered.  The  original, 
as  approved  by  the  Commissioners,  ought 
to  be  placed  in  the  National  Gallery. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob- 
served, that  the  Committee  had  not  yet 
finally  decided,  and  until  they  had  decided, 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Woods 
and  Forests  had  no  right  to  deal  with  the 
plans;  by  parting  with  them  the  Com- 
missioners might  be  deprived  of  the  means 
of  carrying  into  effect  the  directions  of 
the  Committees.  He  had  formerly  pledged 
himself  that  before  the  House  came  to  its 
ultimate  determination  on  the  plan  to  be 
adopted,  they  should  all  be  exhibited,  and 
to  that  undertaking  he  still  adhered. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  added,  that  exclusion 
gave  an  artificial  importance  and  mystery 
to  the  aflPair ;  he  could  see  no  good  reason 
why  all  the  world  should  not  be  allowed 
to  inspect  at  least  three  of  the  plans,  re- 
serving Mr.  Barry's  as  necessary  to  the 
formation  of  the  estimate ;  when  that  was 
completed  it  ought  to  be  shown  with  the 
others. 

Subject  dropped. 

Statue  op  King  William.]  Sir  G. 
Sinclair:  I  rise,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of 
asking  what  line  of  conduct  his  Majesty's 
Government  intend  to  pursue  in  conse- 
quence of  that  gross  outrage  which  has 
been  committed  in  Dublin,  against  the 
statue  of  King  William,  against  the  statue 
of  that  monarch  of  *'  glorious,  pious,  and 
immortal  memory,"  and  who  has  ever  been 
held  in  the  highest  veneration  by  those 
who  are  the  lovers  of  religious  liberty. 

Lord  Morpeth :  As  yet.  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ceived no  official  details  on  the  subject. 


Ordnance   Estimates.]    Mr.  Hume 
said,  he  was  accidentally  not  present  whea 
the  Army  Estimates  were  moved,  but  he 
should  not  lose  the  opportunity  of  advert- 
ing to  the  subject  on  the  bringine  up  of 
the  Report,  because  bethought  it  of  essen- 
tial importance  to  know  what  the  Govern- 
ment was  doing  with  regard  to  that  de- 
partment.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  side  of  the  House  proposed  a  change 
last  year,  in  which  the  noble  Lord  con- 
curred ;  and  he  understood  that  in  conse- 
quence of  what  then  took  place,  a  Com- 
mission was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
civil  establishment  of  the  Ordnance,  with 
the  view,  he  presumed,  of  carrying  into 
effect  the  amalgamation  of  the  Ordnance 
and  engineers  with  the   Commander-in- 
chief's  department.     By  this  arrangement 
he  believed  that  no  less  than  300,000/. 
per  annum  would  be  saved  to  the  public. 
ihe  present  was  a  most  wasteful  and  ex- 
travagant system.     He  wished  to  know 
whether  that  inquiry  had  made  any  pro« 
gress,  and  whether  it  was  proceeding  ? 

Viscount  Howich  would  repeat  what  he 
had  stated  on  a  former  occasion,  viz.-— 
that  the  inquiry  was  in  progress.    It  was, 
however,  a  subject  of   great    difficulty. 
When  the  Commission,  of  which  he  had 
the  honour  of  being  a  Member,  was  ap- 
pointed, they  found  a  scale  of  some  alter- 
ations which  had  been  made  by  a  former 
Commission,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  a  member.    Considerable  evi- 
dence had  been  gone  into  on  the  subject ; 
but  much  more  was  necessary.  During  this 
sitting  of  Parliament  it  was  not  possible 
to  proceed  with  the  inquiry  as  rapidly  as 
might  be  desired  ;  but  they  were  makin«|^ 
progress  as  fast  as,   under  the  ctituni->> 
stances,  was  practicable,  and  he  hoped 
before  the  end  of  the  Session  to  be  able  to 
lay  the  Report  of  the  Commission  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.     With  reference 
to  that  part  of  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  which  related  to  his  extrava- 
gance, he  must  express  his  regret  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  present  when  hift 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  brought  the  Ord- 
nance estimates  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.    Whenever  the  hon.  Gen  - 
tleman  revived  the  subject,  his  hon.  sitid 
gallant  Friend  would  no  doubt  be  pre- 
pared  to  meet  him. 

On  the  Motion  of  Viscount  Howick,  ihe 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
Supply. 
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Supply  -^  Army  Estimates.]  Od 
Viscount  Howick  proposing  a  vote  of 
13,764;.  1 5s.  Sd.  for  the  charge  of  the 
Royal  Military  Asylum,  and  of  the  Hiber* 
nian  Military  School, 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  his  disapprobation 
of  the  system  which  was  pursued  in  refer- 
ence to  these  institutions,  and  he  was 
sorry  to  see  the  Government  not  disposed 
to  follow  the  course  which  had  been  com- 
menced by  their  predecessors  in  office— 
viz.,  that  of  gradually  reducing,  and  even- 
tually giving  them  up  altogether.  It  was 
bis  opinion,  that  the  expense  which  was 
incurred  in  the  support  of  these  schools, 
was  no  way  proportionate  to  the  good 
which  they  effected ;  he  believed  that,  by 
sending  the  children  to  some  part  of  the 
country  where  they  might  be  boarded  and 
placed  under  proper  superintendence, 
twice  the  good  would  be  accomplished  at 
half  the  expense  at  present  incurred.  He 
observed,  there  was  no  less  a  sum  than 
1,860/.  in  the  estimate  for  salaries  to 
offioers ;  and  then  there  was  the  immense 
sum  of  4^500/*  for  other  expenses.  He 
was  persuaded,  that  half  this  might  be 
saved ;  and  the  costly  building  which  they 
at  present  occupied,  might  be  converted 
to  some  purpose  of  public  utility.  But, 
even  Siupposing  it  were  advisable  that  the 
system  should  be  carried  on,  he  disap- 
proved of  the  mode  of  management  which 
Government  intended  to  pursue.  He  per- 
ceived that  the  scholars  were  to  be  limited 
to  a  certain  number;  and  thus,  whatever 
the  noble  Secretary  at  War  might  fix  upon 
as  the  proper  number  for  enjoying  the 
benefit  of  the  schools,  some  must  be  ex- 
cluded, and  thus  injustice  would  be  done. 
Either  the  system  ought  altogether  to  be 
abandoned,  or  it  ought  not  to  be  thus 
limited  in  its  operations. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Upon  the  question  that  1 06,21 1/.  6s.  8d. 
be  granted  for  tbechargeofVolunteer  Corps, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  would  put  a  question 
to  the  noble  Secretary  at  War,  and  to  Ris 
Majesty's  Government,  which  was  this — 
was  it  really  their  intention  to  keep  up  the 
yeomanry  and  volunteer  corps  ?  He  had, 
during  the  last  Session,  presented  several 
petitions  from  the  county  of  Fife,  against 
keeping  up  this  description  of  force  in  a 
time  of  peace ;  his  belief  was,  that  they 
were  only  so  kept  up  to  imtimidate  and 
insult  the  labouring  classes  of  the  com- 
munity. On  several  occasions  he  had  ex- 
pressed bis  objections  to  this  corps;  and, 


for  the  last  three  years,  he  had  taken  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  it ;  he  should  do 
so  in  the  present  instance,  and  see  whether 
or  not  the  voice  of  the  country  would  be 
listened  to. 

Viscount  Howick  was  firmly  convinced, 
that  the  yeomanry  and  volunteer  corps  of 
the  country  had  never  been  used  for  party 
purposes.  He  believed  that  they  were  of 
great  use  to  the  country,  inasmuch  as 
they  were  available  corps,  and  supported 
at  a  very  small  expense.  He  could  state^ 
of  his  own  knowledge,  that,  in  several  in- 
stances, when  called  upon  to  act,  they  had 
done  so  with  the  greatest  advantage  to  the 
public.  His  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Middlesex,  would  recollect  that  a  great 
reduction  had  taken  place  in  the  Militia 
staff  in  the  last  year,  and  he  thought  it  a 
politic  measure  to  keep  up  these  corps 
under  such  circumstances.  They  were 
volunteers,  and,  in  point  of  fact,  were  no 
real  burthen  on  the  community  at  large, 
while  they  were  a  most  useful  and  avail- 
able force. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Resolu* 
tion :    Ayes  53 ;  Noes  9 ;  Migority  44, 

A  List  of  the  Noes.    {Not  offidaL) 

Chnpman,  M.  L.  Tulk,  C.  A. 

LushingtoD,  C.  Whalley,  Sir  S. 

Molesworth,  Sir  W.  Williams,  William 
Sheldon,  JS.  R.  C.  teller 

Thompson,  Colonel 

Thornely,  Tbos.  Hume,  Joseph 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Viscount  Howick:  in  moving  that 
25,000/.  be  granted  for  the  maintenance 
and  clothing  of  two  companies  of  Mounted 
Riflemen  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
stated,  that  they  were  only  raised  for 
temporary  purposes. 

Mr.  Hume  objected  to  the  vote.  Ha 
considered  that  they  should  have  some 
information  as  to  the  calamitous  occur-* 
rences  which  bad  recently  taken  place  at 
the  Cape.  Although  some  information 
could  be  procured,  by  means  of  the  Com- 
mittee moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Weymouth,  still  he  did  not  think 
that  they  should  be  able  to  obtain  the 
whole  truth,  until  Commissioners  were 
sent  out  to  examine  upon  the  spot  into 
all  the  facts.  It  was  of  importance  not 
only  to  the  colonists  themselves,  but  also 
to  the  interests  of  England,  that  the 
causes  which  led  to  such  calamities 
should  be  inquired  into. 

The  vote  was  agreed  to.  On  the  quest4 
ion,  that  the  Chaaman  report  progress, 
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*  General  Sharpe  wished  to  ask  the 
Doble  Lord  a  question »  with  respect  to  an 
appointnrtent  that  he  was  sure  would 
create  great  uneasiness  in  that  part  of  his 
Majesty's  army,  who  were  employed  in 
India.  He  alluded  to  the  individual  who 
had  been  engaged  in  the  Company's  ser- 
vice; he  still  retained  the  rank  of  Captain 
in  the  Company's  service,  and  he  was 
gazetted  as  Major-General,  he  (General 
Sharpe)  thought  in  February  last.  Such 
an  appointment,  he  considered,  was  cal- 
culated to  outrage  the  feelings  of  officers, 
and  he  knew  nothing  more  calculated 
than  it  to  produce  a  collision.  The  ap- 
pointment that  he  referred  to,  was  that  of 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Sir  Henry  Bethune, 
in  the  employment  of  Persia,  and  gazetted 
as  a  Major-General  in  Asia.  He  hoped 
that  was  a  mistake  for  Asia  Minor  or 
Persia.  He  merely  now  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  noble  Lord  to  the  subject, 
end  wished  to  receive  an  answer  respect- 
ing it. 

Viscount  Hofvick  requested  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  to  put  the  question 
when  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control,  was  in  the  House. 

The  House  resumed. 

Stamp  Duties.]  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Hume  stated,  that  he  had  received 
communications  asserting  that  the  pre- 
sent consolidation  would  be  found  as 
oppressive  as  that  which  Mr.  Qoulburn 
had  brought  in.  He  had  not  himself 
seen  the  schedule ;  but  he  was  told  that 
in  many  cases  it  would  aggravate  the 
pressure  of  taxation.  He  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  in- 
quire into  the  subject;  for  he  believed 
there  must  be  some  mistake.  Certainly 
the  gentleman  from  whom  he  received 
the  letter  was  one  upon  whose  judgtuent 
and  experience  he  was  disposed  to  place 
every  reliance.  He  hoped  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  give  full  time  for 
having  the  details  examined  into. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
already  observed,  that  he  only  wished 
that  the  Bill  should  be  now  read  a  second 
time  that  evening.  His  intention  was  to 
postpone  the  Committee  until  the  29th 
of  the  present  month,  and  this  for  the 
purpose  of  affording  all  parries,  in  and 
out  of  the  House,  full  time  for  considering 
the  Bill.     If  persons  were  to  take  up  par- 


ticular parts  of  the  Bill,  if  they  were  to 
look  to  some  duties,  an  increase  might  be 
shown.  In  one  particular  branch  of 
duties,  those  on  conveyances,  for  instance, 
he  had  no  doubt  but  an  increase  might  be 
shown ;  but,  in  such  cases,  the  increase 
would  be  upon  those  duties  that  were  un- 
justly low.  The  fate  of  the  Bill  ought 
not  to  be  determined  by  the  consideration 
of  whether  certain  duties  were  increased ; 
but  let  the  House  decide  whether  the  ad 
valorem  principle  was  a  just  one  or  not. 
When  they  decided  that  in  the  affirmative, 
it  was  in  vain  to  exclaim  Against  a  particu- 
lar tax.  The  Bill  was  intended  to  remove  an 
inequality  of  pressure :  it  could  not  do 
that  without  pressiug  in  some  degree 
upon  those  who  were  now  too  lightly 
taxed.  The  Bill  was  intended  to  appor- 
tion justly  that  which  was  now  unjustly 
distributed.  He  begged  to  say,  that  he 
had  received  a  great  many  valuable 
suggestions,  particularly  from  Members 
of  the  legal  profession.  He  should  give 
the  earliest  intimation  of  any  alterations 
intended  to  be  made  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  William  Smith  O'Brien  wished 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take 
this  opportunity  of  announcing  something 
calculated  to  allay  the  ferment  that  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland  with  respect  to  the 
stamp  duties  on  newspapers.  The  demand 
in  Ireland  was,  that  the  stamp  duty 
should  be  reduced  one-half  what  it  was 
intended  to  be  in  England,  as  it  is  at  this 
moment. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was^ 
he  said,  unwilling  to  discuss  a  question 
now,  which  would '  be  so  much  better 
postponed  to  a  future  stage.  For  his 
own  part  he  begged  to  say,  that  he 
thought  the  arguments  used  on  the  part 
of  his  Irish  friends  on  this  subject,  were 
quite  untenable.  The  Irish  newspapers 
were  to  be  conveyed  post- free.  Upon 
this  point  he  would  also  call  the  attention 
of  those  who  demanded  an  entire  repeal 
or  the  stamp-duty  upon  newspapers,  that 
supposing  the  repeal  were  to  take  place, 
and  they  followed  up  the  argument  used 
in  favour  of  the  Irish  newspapers,  having 
repealed  the  whole  amount  of  the  duty  in 
England,  they  would  be  bound  to  pay  a 
bounty  to  the  Irish  newspapers.  He 
would  take  the  opportunity  to  notice,  that 
his  proposition  had  been  subjected  to 
gross  misrepresentation.  It  had  been 
said,  that  it  amounted  to  the  same  thing 
as  the  proposition  for  raising  the  stamp* 


613 


Ctmitabuiary 


{April  12} 


f  Ireland.) 


874 


duty  to  4d,  io  both  countrie8--^a  propo* 
sition  that  he  had  resisted;  that  was  a 
propositioD  for  doubling  the  amount  of 
iitamp-duty>  while  his  was  one  for  reduc* 
ing  it  one-half. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Tuesday,  April  12,  1836. 

Miirirrts.]  Bills.  Read  a  fint  time :— Revenue  Departments 
Securities ;  PriKmers  Counsel  Bill ;  Plurality  of  Benefices. 

Petitions  presented.  By  the  Bfarqueas  of  Lanbdowicb, 
from  the  Methodists  of  Road,  for  the  Better  Observance  of 
the  Sabbath.— By  the  Earl  of  Rossltw,  from  Godman- 
Chester*  that  certain  Provisions  be  added  to  the  Municipal 
Corpontion^  BilL 

Constabulary  (Ireland).^  Viscount 
Duncannon  rose  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Constabulary  Bill  for  Ireland. 
The  present  measure  was  similar  to  that 
which  had  been  introduced  towards  the 
end  of  last  Session ;  and,  as  ihSre  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  serious  objection  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  it  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  take  up  the  time  of  their  Lord- 
ships with  many  remarks,  especially  as  the 
details  could  be  more  conveniently  dis- 
cussed in  Committee.  It  was  proposed 
by  the  present  Bill  to  grant  to  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  the  power  to  appoint  one  in- 
spector-general, who  should  be  authorized 
to  provide  for  the  regulation  and  manage- 
ment of  the  police  force  throughout  Ire- 
land, instead  of  four  inspectors-general, 
who  now  directed  the  police  force  in  the 
four  provinces.  Under  this  chief  it  was 
proposed  that  there  should  be  two  deputy- 
inspectors.  Power  was  also  granted  by 
the  Bill  to  the  Lord -lieu  tenant  to  appoint 
county-inspectors,  one  inspector  for  each 
county,  with  the  exception  of  Cork,  Tip- 
perary,  and  Gal  way,  each  of  which,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  great  extent  of  those 
counties,  would  require  two.  Power  was 
also  conferred  on  the  Lord-lieutenant  to 
appoint  pay-masters,  store-keepers,  and 
clerks,  who  were  to  give  proper  securities, 
and  also  to  appoint  sub-inspectors.  This 
course  was  adopted  because  one  of  the 
objections  to  the  present  system  was,  that 
there  was  not  an  effectual  and  efficient 
supervision  of  the  police  force.  The  Bill 
placed  the  appointment  of  all  constables, 
whether  chief-constables,  head-constables, 
constables,  or  sub-constables,  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government.  The  power  of  appoint- 
ment was  transferred  from  the  local  Ma- 
gistracy of  Ireland  to  the  Lord-lieutenant. 
Io  adoptini;  thai  course^  he  disclaimed 


the  idea  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
the  least  intention  of  casting  any  slur  on 
the   local   Magistracy  of  Ireland.      The 
power  of  making  these  appointments  would 
be  nominally  vested  in  the  Lord-lieute- 
nant, but  really  in  the  in  spec  tor- general ; 
and  it  was  conceived  that  a  single  officer 
was  more  likely  to  select  persons  suitable 
to  fill  the  office  of  chief-constable,  &c., 
than  a  large  body  of  individuals,  such  as 
the   local   Magistracy   of  Ireland.     The 
selection  made  by  the  former  would  not 
be  exposed  to  that  sort  of  bias  which  it 
was  by  no  means  impossible  might  operate 
with   reference  to   the  latter.     The  Bill 
empowered  two  or  more  justices  to  impose 
on  constables  a  fine  not  exceeding  5L  for 
neglect  of  duty.     It  would  authorize  the 
establishment  of  a  supernumerary  or  sub- 
sidiary force,  the  men  composing  which 
were  to  meet  once  or  twice  a-year,  for  the 
purpose  of  being  instructed  in  their  duties; 
and  from  this  force  all  future  appointments 
of  constables  and  sub-constables  were  to  be 
made.     It  was  also  proposed  to  empower 
the  inspect  or- general,  subject  to  the  ap- 
probation of  the   Lord-lieutenant,  to  re- 
move any  part  of  the  force  from  one  county 
to  another,  as  the  state  of  things  might  re- 
quire.    A  superannuation  fund  was  to  be 
provided   by  a  deduction  of  two  per  cent 
from  the  salaries  of  all  the  officers  of  the 
force,  which  would  tend,  in  a  very  great 
degree,   to  lighten  the  burthen  imposed 
upon  the  public.     By  a  deduction  of  10s. 
per  cent  on  all  salaries,  it  was  proposed  to 
create  a  police  reward  fund,  from  which 
gratuities  might  be   paid  for  special  ser- 
vices, and  which  would  also  be  available 
for  the  widows  and  children  of  men  who 
might  fall  or  be  disabled  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duty.     He  might  add,  that  Go- 
vernment intended,  as  far  as  it  was  possi- 
ble,   to    avail    themselves,    in    the  new 
arrangement,  of  the  services  of  officers  on 
half-pay.     The  noble  Viscount  concluded 
by  moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
The  Earl  of  Hadditiglon  observed,  that 
this  Bill  extended  to  the  Government  very 
great    powers    indeed.      It    swept    away 
several  existing  Acts  of  Parliament,  and, 
ii>- their  stead,  substituted  a  single  mea- 
sure.    The  Bill  being  of  such  importance, 
he  was  very  glad  to  find  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
— and,  indeed,   after  what  had  been  said 
on  the  subject,  it  was  impossible  that  it 
could  be  their  intention — ^to  hurry  such  a 
sweeping  measure  through    the   House, 
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He  was  very  well  satisfied  that  some 
increase  should  be  made  in  the  lower  class 
of  constables.  But,  considering  the  very 
great  changes  contemplated  by  this  Bill — 
considering  the  great  difference  between 
what  was  proposed  last  year  and  that 
Tchich  was  now  proposed — he  wished  to 
have  had  a  much  fuller^  to  have  heard  a  less 
meagre,  statement  of  the  nature  of  this 
measure,  upon  its  introduction  by  the 
noble  Viscount.  The  noble  Viscount  had 
begun  by  stating,  that  the  present  Bill 
was  exactly  similar  to  the  former — that 
there  was  scarcely  any  difference  between 
the  two  measures.  Now,  he  would  say, 
that  where  a  common  object — where  the 
same  object — was  to  be  obtained  by  the 
one  Bill  as  by  the  other,  it  was  impossible 
for  the  ingenuity  of  man  to  have  framed 
two  measures  more  completely  unlike  each 
other,  than  the  Bill  of  last  year  and  that 
which  was  now  before  their  Lordships.  It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  their 
Lordships,  that  last  Session  of  Parliament 
was  followed  up,  during  the  recess,  by  a 
great  deal  of  itinerant  oratory  and  agitation, 
the  object  of  the  chief  performer  being  to 
incite  the  mindi  of  the  people  against  that 
House  ~  to  misrepresent  all  their  motives 
and  proceedings — ^to  hold  them  up  to 
public  scorn  and  detestation,  and  to  call 
for  a  reform—which,  in  other  words,  was 
equivalent  to  an  abolition — of  the  House 
of  Lords.  Now,  though  undoubtedly  they 
did  not  generally  join  in  that  cry,  yet  there 
were  two  personages,  very  high  in  his 
Majesty's  Government,  wearing  silk  gowns, 
and  by  profession  conservators  of  the  public 
peace — he  alluded  to  the  Attorney-General 
of  England,  who  addressed,  at  that  time, 
his  worthy  constituents  of  the  city  of 
Edinburgh  ;  and  Mr.  Attorney-General  of 
Ireland,  who  proceeded  to  harangue  his 
constituents  of  Dun^arvan.  In  the  course 
of  their  speeches,  they  dealt  very  hardly 
with  that  House,  and  thereby  gave  a  good 
deal  of  weight  and  currency  to  the  abuse 
and  vulgar  slang  which  had  been  levelled 
at  their  Lordships.  The  English  Attornev- 
General  did  not,  he  believed,  advert  to  tne 
Constabulary  Bill,  though  he  did  to  other 
measures  which  their  Lordships  had  thrown 
out.  But  the  Attorney-General  of  Ireland 
naturally  went  over  all  those  measures 
which  related  to  that  country.  Amongst 
other  things,  the  learned  Gentleman  said, 
'^he  could  see  no  solid  reason  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Constabulary  Bill ;"  and 
he  further  asserted,  ''that  it  was  an 
ecpnomical  measure^  the  object  of  which 


was  to  reduce  the  expense  of  the  police 
force.'*  On  that  point  he  would  say,  with 
great  deference  to  the  learned  Gentleman, 
that  he  was  entirely  mistaken.  The 
learned  Gentleman  further  observed,  "  that 
the  measure  would  render  the  police  much 
more  effective ;  and  he  could  not,  therefore, 
see  why  it  had  been  rejected."  There  was, 
he  added,  a  clause  in  the  Bill  against  the 
admission  into  the  police  of  persons  who 
had  taken  an  oath  as  Orangemen,  or  who 
were  connected  with  secret  societies ;  and 
the  learned  Gentleman  inferred,  that  the 
Bill  was  rejected  on  account  of  that  pro- 
vision. This  declaration  was  followed  by 
groans  on  the  part  of  those  whom  the 
learned  Gentleman  addressed,  who  thus 
manifested  their  indignation  at  the  course 
which  their  Lordships  had  adopted.  The 
real  motives,  however,  for  throwing  out  the 
Bill  were  plain  and  simple.  They  were 
very  short,  and  they  were  mentioned  at  the 
time.  The  Bill  was  brought  into  tlie 
House  of  Commons  on  the  10th  of  August, 
and  it  came  up  to  their  Lordships'  House 
on  the  20th  of  August.  It  passed  through 
the  Commons'  House  with  little  or  no 
examination ;  and  their  Lordships  did  not 
choose  to  take  upon  themselves  therespoosi* 
bility  of  passing  a  Bill  of  so  important  a 
nature  at  a  period  of  the  Session  when  it 
was  not  possible  matuiely  to  consider  it. 
But  he  thought  that  the  learned  Gentleman 
to  whom  he  had  allude<l,  and  who,  he 
believed,  was  one  of  the  framers  of  the 
present  Bill,  had  afforded  to  their  Lord- 
ships a  most  triumphant  answer  to  his  own 
assertion.  If  the  measure  then  before  their 
Lordships  were  a  wise  and  well-considered 
measure,  if  its  provisions  were  properly 
suited  to  meet  the  objects  which  his 
Majesty's  Government  professed  to  have 
in  view,  then  was  he  justified  in  saying, 
that  the  Bill  of  last  Session  was  one  of  the 
most  useless,  the  most  worthless,  tb^  roost 
slovenly,  pieces  of  legislation  that  was  ever 
submitted  to  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment, and,  as  such,  fully  merited  the  fate 
which  it  had  met.  The  two  measures 
were  most  unlike  each  other.  In  the 
present  Bill  there  were  forty-seven  clauses; 
the  former  contained  only  twenty.  Was 
it  not  perfectly  obvious,  from  this  one  fact, 
that  it  was^  found  absolutely  necessary 
most  materially  to  alter  the  measure? 
The  Bill  of  last  year  incorporated  in  its 
provisions  the  Peace  Preservation  Act; 
but  the  present  Bill  repealed  all  the  Acta 
that  related  to  the  subject— the  Peace 
Preservation  Bill  and  the  Police  Bill-i-Ml 
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Mmed  a  consolidated  Act.  This  might 
be  an  improvement^  he  did  not  argue 
against  that ;  but  what  he  contended  for 
was,  that  the  more  it  was  an  impro?ement« 
the  more  were  their  Lordships  justified  in 
throwing  out  the  other  measure.  Ue,  for 
one»  never  would  yield  to  that  summary 
and  authoritative  manner  in  which  they 
were  called  on  by  the  noble  Viscount 
opposite  to  pass  those  ilUconsidered  edicts 
which  were  hurried  before  them  from  the 
other  House.  By  the  present  Bill,  the 
inspector-general,  with  the  approbation 
of  the  Lord*Lieutenant,  hnd  the  power  to 
form  rules  and  regulations  for  the  govern- 
ment 9f  the  police  force  throughout  Ireland. 
That  power  was  granted  by  the  4th  clause 
of  this  Bill.  But  by  the  12th  clause  of  the 
former  measure  it  was  enacted,  "  that  the 
Lord*Lieuteoant,  or  other  chief  governor, 
or  governors)  of  Ireland,  for  the  time  being, 
should  be  empowered  to  frame  rules,  orders, 
and  regulations,  in  respect  of  the  several 
duties  to  be  performed  by,  and  for  the 
general  government  of,  the  general  super- 
intendent or  inspector,  his  deputy,  and  of 
all  local  inspectors,  paymasters,  clerks, 
chief  and  other  constables,  and  sub-con- 
stables.*' Here  was  a  considerable  difference 
between  the  two  measures.  By  the  4th 
clause  of  the '  present  Bill,  it  was,  as  he 
had  shown,  enacted,   that  the  inspector- 

feneral,  with  the  approbation  of  the  Lord- 
ieutenant,  might  frame  whatsoever  sort  of 
rules,  ordt^rs,  and  regulations  he  pleased, 
for  the  general  government  of  the  several 
persons  appointed  under  him,  "as  well 
with  respect  to  the  places  of  their  residence, 
their  classification,  rank,  and  particular 
services,  the  extent  and  limit  of  their 
respective  duties,  and  their  conduct  and 
proceedings  in  the  performance  thereof.*' 
The  question  here  occurred,  whether  it 
was  expedient  or  right  to  give  this  extra- 
ordinary power  to  his  Majesty's  Govern, 
ment  ?  If  it  were  right  and  proper,  then 
it  should  be  granted  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
Id  Council,  and  not  to  the  inspector-general. 
That,  however,  was  not  the  only,  nor  the 
greatest,  objection  which  he  felt  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  inspector's  authority 
went.  If  the  noble  Viscount  would  look 
at  the  Bill,  he  would  see  that  it  gave  to 
the  Lord«Lieutenant  a  right  to  overlay  and 
overrule  the  proceedings,  customs,  and 
oUigatjkms  of  the  constable  at  common  law. 
By  the  common  law  of  the  land,  the  con- 
stable was  obliged  to  serve  certain  processes, 
as  in  the  case  of  tithe.  Bat,  by  this  Bill, 
llMjr  (in  to  th«  Lord-Ueutenant  the 


power  to  overrule  and  control  that  cus. 
tomary  proceeding.  That  was  one  strong 
case.  If  this  part  of  the  Bill  were  an 
improvement,  undoubtedly  it  was  a  very 
extensive  improvement.  With  respect  to 
the  execution  of  warrants,  it  was  enacted 
by  the  10th  clause  of  this  Bill,  «'  that  no 
sub-inspector,  chief  or  other  constable,  or 
sub-constable,  shall  be  employed  in  the 
recovery  of  tithes  or  tithe  composition,  or 
in  the  levy  of  rents  by  distress,  or  in  the 
levying  of  fines  or  penalties,  under  any 
Act  or  Acts  relating  to  the  revenue  in 
Ireland,  nor  in  enforcing  of  any  Acts  relating 
to  the  laws  for  the  preservation  of  game  or 
fish,  except  only  in  cases  where  forcible 
resistance  shall  have  been  actually  made* 
and  proved  by  information  taken  on  oath, 
or  unless  by  the  special  orders  and  direct* 
ions  of  the  Lord.Lieuteoant  or  other  chief 
governor  or  governors  of  Ireland."  By 
the  5th  Geo.  4th,  clauses  7  and  9^  specific 
powers  were  given  with  reference  to 
serving  warrants.  The  constable  re- 
fusing was,  by  clause  7,  subject  to  the 
forfeiture  of  his  recognizance,  and,  by 
clause  9,    he  was   liable  to    pi^  certain 

I  penalties  in  case  of  refusal.  The  Bill  of  the 
ast  year  left  the  law  precisely  as  it  found 
it.  But  here,  bv  the  new  measure,  the 
constable  was  jforbidden  to  afford  any 
aid,  except  where  forcible  resistance  was 
proved,  on  oath,  to  have  taken  place. 
First  of  all,  a  riot  must  take  place,  and 
then  the  constable  was  sent  down  to  repress 
it.  Really,  after  the  riot  had  taken  pIaoe« 
after  heads  had  been  broken,  after  life  had 
been  endangered,  then  to  send  down  the 
constable  with  his  warrant,  appeared  to 
him  (and  he  meant  no  offence  to  his  noble 
Friend)  to  be  a  true  specimen  of  Irish  legifr< 
lation.  Anobleaud  learned  Lord(Plunkett)f 
whom  he  was  sorry  he  did  not  see  in  his 
place,  had  told  them  that  the  principle  on 
which  the  present  Irish  Government  had 
acted,  was  the  same  that  had  been  adopted  by 
their  predecessors  in  office.  This,  however, 
judging  from  certain  letters  from  the  Chief 
Secretarv,  which  had  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers, did  not  seem  to  be  the  case.  When 
Sir  Henry  Hardinge  was  Chief  Secretary 
of  Ireland  it  certainly  was  not  his  policy 
to  afford  constabulary  assistance  after  the 
riot  was  over.  He  said  that  aid  should  be 
granted  on  afiidavit  being  made  before 
a  magistrate,  showing  reasonable  and  well- 
grounded  s^prehension  that  a  riot  wan 
likely  to  occur.  In  that  case  he  was  anxious 
that  the  constabulary  force  should  te 
mnpkiyed  to  prevent  the  apprehended  riot« 
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He  wai  very  well  satisfied  tliHt  some 
increase  sliouid  be  made  in  the  lower  cliiss 
of  constables.  But,  considering  the  very 
great  changes  contemplated  by  this  Rill — 
considering  the  great  diflfercnce  between 
what  was  proposed  last  year  and  that 
which  was  now  proposed-^he  wished  to 
have  had  a  much  fuller,  to  have  heard  a  less 
iBeagroj  statement  of  the  nature  of  this 
measure,  upon  its  introduction  by  the 
noble  Viscount.  The  noble  Viscount  had 
begun  by  stating,  that  the  present  Bill 
was  exactly  similar  to  the  former— that 
there  was  scarcely  any  difference  between 
the  two  measures.  Now,  he  would  say, 
that  where  a  common  object-^where  the 
same  object^-*was  to  be  obtained  by  the 
one  Bill  as  by  the  other,  it  was  imfxissible 
for  the  ingenuity  of  man  to  have  framed 
two  measures  more  completely  unlike  each 
other,  than  the  Bill  of  last  year  and  that 
which  was  now  before  their  Lordships.  It 
would  bo  in  the  recollection  or  their 
Lordships,  that  last  Session  of  Parliament 
was  followed  up,  during  the  rcccsH,  by  a 
great  deal  of  itinerant  oratory  and  a^itulion, 
the  object  of  the  chief  performer  being  to 
incite  the  minds  of  tho  people  against  that 
House— to  misrepresent  all  their  motives 
and  proceedings — to  hold  them  up  to 
public  scorn  and  detestation,  and  to  call 
for  a  reform— which,  in  other  words,  was 
equivalent  to  an  abolition— of  the  House 
of  Lords.  Now,  though  undoubtedly  they 
did  not  generally  join  in  that  cry,  yet  there 
were  two  personages,  very  high  in  his 
Majesty's  Uovernment,  wearing  silk  gowns, 
and  by  profession  conservators  of  the  public 
peace — lie  alluded  to  the  Attornoy-Oi^neral 
of  England,  who  addressed,  at  that  timo, 
his  worthy  constituents  of  the  city  of 
Edinburgh  ;  and  Mr.  Attorney-General  of 
Ireland,  who  proceeded  to  harangue  his 
constituents  of  Dungarvan.  In  the  course 
of  their  speeches,  they  dealt  very  hardly 
with  that  House,  and  thereby  gave  a  good 
deal  of  weight  and  currency  to  the  abuse 
and  vulgar  slang  which  had  been  levelled 
at  their  Lordships.  The  English  Attorney- 
General  did  not,  he  believed,  advert  to  tne 
Constabulary  Bill,  tliough  he  did  to  other 
measures  which  their  Lordships  had  thrown 
out.  But  the  Attorney-General  of  Ireland 
naturally  went  over  all  those  measures 
which  related  to  that  country.  Amongst 
other  things,  the  learned  Gentleman  said, 
•'  he  coulci  see  no  solid  reason  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Constabulary  Bill  ;**  and 
he  ftirther  asserted,  "that  it  was  an 
eoonomioal  meiwurei  the  object  of  which 


was  to  reduce  the  expense  of  the  police 
force."  On  that  point  he  would  say,  with 
great  deference  to  the  learned  Gentleman, 
that  he  was  entirely  mistaken.  The 
learned  Gentleman  further  observed,  "  that 
the  measure  would  render  the  police  much 
more  effective  ;  and  he  could  not,  therefore, 
see  why  it  had  been  rejected."  There  wa**, 
he  added,  a  clause  in  the  Bill  against  the 
admission  into  the  police  of  persons  who 
had  taken  an  oath  as  Orangemen,  or  who 
were  connected  with  secret  sooieties;  and 
the  learned  Gentleman  inferred,  that  the 
Bill  was  rejected  on  account  of  that  pro* 
vision.  This  declaration  was  followed  by 
groans  on  the  part  of  those  whom  the 
learned  Gentleman  addressed,  who  thus 
manifested  their  indignation  at  the  course 
which  their  Lordships  had  adopted.  The 
real  motives,  however,  for  throwing  out  tho 
Bill  were  plain  and  simple.  They  were 
very  short,  and  they  were  mentioneu  at  tho 
time.  The  Bill  was  brought  into  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  10th  of  August, 
and  it  came  up  to  their  Lordships'  House 
on  the  1120th  of  August.  It  passed  through 
the  Commons'  House  with  little  or  no 
examination  ;  and  their  Lordships  did  not 
choose  to  take  upon  themselves  the  responsi* 
bility  of  passing  a  Bill  of  so  im|>ortant  a 
nature  at  a  period  of  the  Session  when  it 
was  not  possible  matuiely  to  consider  it« 
But  he  thought  that  the  learned  CJentleman 
to  whom  ho  had  alluded,  and  who,  he 
believed,  was  one  of  the  frumers  of  the 
present  Bill,  hail  afforded  to  their  Lord- 
ships a  most  triumphant  answer  to  his  own 
assertion*  If  the  measure  then  before  their 
Lordships  were  a  wise  and  well-considered 
measure,  if  its  provisions  wore  pro|)orly 
suited  to  meet  the  objects  which  his 
Migcsty's  Government  professed  to  have 
in  view,  then  was  he  justified  in  saying, 
that  the  Bill  of  lust  Session  was  one  of  the 
most  useless,  the  most  worthlesH,  thtf  most 
slovenly,  nieces  of  legislation  that  was  ever 
submitted  to  the  consideration  of  Parlia« 
ment,  and,  as  such,  fullv  merited  the  fate 
which  it  had  met.  liie  two  measures 
were  most  unlike  each  other.  In  the 
present  Bill  there  were  forty*seven  clauses; 
the  former  contained  only  twenty.  Was 
it  not  |)erfect]y  obvious,  f^*om  this  one  fact, 
that  it  was  found  absolutely  necessary 
most  materially  to  alter  the  measurer 
The  Bill  of  last  year  incorporated  in  its 
provisions  the  Peace  Preservation  Act ; 
but  the  present  Bill  repealed  all  the  Acta 
that  related  to  tho  subject-^the  Peace 
I  Preservation  BUI  and  the  Polioe  BiU«Him| 
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fdrtn^d  a  coniolidHtud  Act.  This  might 
be  fin  iii)provetn«nt|  ho  did  not  argua 
Bgaln«t  that ;  but  what  he  contended  for 
waa«  that  the  more  it  was  an  Improvomonti 
the  more  were  their  Lordships  justified  in 
throwing  out  the  other  measure,  lloi  fur 
one»  never  would  yield  to  that  sumnmry 
and  authorltatlfo  manner  in  which  they 
were  oalled  on  by  the  noble  Vidcnunt 
opposite  to  pass  those  ilUconsidered  edicts 
which  were  hurried  before  them  from  the 
other  House.  By  tlie  present  Bill,  tlie 
iuspeotor-generali  with  the  upprobatlun 
of  tlie  Lord-Lieutenant,  hud  the  power  to 
form  rules  and  regulations  fur  the  govern- 
ment ^i  the  police  force  throughout  Iroliiud. 
That  power  was  granted  by  the  4tli  clause 
of  this  Bill.  But  by  the  m\\  clause  of  the 
former  measure  it  Vfw$  onoctod,  "  that  the 
Lord*Lieutenant|  or  other  chief  governor, 
or  governors,  of  Irelandi  for  the  time  buingi 
should  be  empowered  to  frame  rules,  oidors, 
and  regulations,  In  respect  of  the  several 
duties  to  be  performed  by,  and  fur  the 
general  government  of,  the  gencrel  super- 
intendent or  inspector,  his  deputy,  and  of 
all  looal  lusuectorsi  |wymasters,  clerks, 
chief  and  other  constabies«  and  sub-con- 
stables." Here  was  a  considerable  difference 
between  the  two  measures.  By  the  4th 
clause  of  the  present  Bill,  it  was,  as  he 
had  shown,  enacted,   that  the  inspector- 

feneral,  with  the  approbation  uf  the  Lord* 
lieutenant,  might  frame  whatsoever  sort  of 
rules,  ordtrs,  and  regulations  he  pleased, 
for  Uie  geneial  government  of  the  several 
persons  appointed  under  htm,  "as  well 
with  respect  to  the  places  of  their  residence, 
their  classification,  rank,  and  particular 
aervioos,  the  extent  and  limit  of  tlieir 
respective  duties,  and  tlieir  conduct  and 
proceedings  in  tlio  |)erformance  thereof.*' 
The  question  hero  occurred,  whether  it 
was  expedient  or  right  to  give  this  extra- 
ordinary power  to  Tils  Migesty's  Govern, 
ment  }  If  it  were  right  and  tiroper,  then 
it  should  be  granted  to  the  Lorn- Lieu  tenant 
in  Council,  and  not  to  the  ins|N)ctor~general. 
That,  however,  was  not  the  only,  nor  the 
greatest,  objection  which  he  felt  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  inspector's  authoritv 
went.  If  the  noble  Viscount  would  look 
at  the  Bill,  he  would  see  that  it  gave  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  a  right  to  overlay  and 
overrule  the  proceedings,  customs,  and 
obligations  of  the  constable  at  common  law. 
By  the  common  law  of  the  land,  the  con- 
atable  was  obliged  to  servo  certain  processes, 
tw  ta  the  case  of  tithe.  But,  by  this  Bill, 
tlM|r  |iM  to  the  Lord-Ueuteaanl  the 


'  power  to  overrule  and  control  that  cus« 
toniary  uroceoding.  That  was  one  strong 
case.  If  this  part  of  the  Bill  were  an 
improvement,  undoubtedly  it  was  a  very 
extensive  improvement.  With  res|H)ct  to 
the  cxrcution  of  warrants,  it  was  enacted 
by  the  lOth  clause  of  this  Bill,  "  that  no 
Hub-iuipccturj  chlof  or  other  constable,  or 
sub-constable,  shall  be  ompluyod  in  the 
rccovorv  of  tithes  or  tithe  composition,  or 
in  the  levy  of  runts  by  distress,  or  in  the 
levying  of  fines  or  penalties,  under  any 
Act  or  Acts  relating  to  the  revenue  in 
Jrelandt  nor  in  enforcing  of  any  Acts  relating 
to  the  laws  for  the  nruscrvation  of  game  or 
fish,  except  only  in  cases  whore  forcible 
resistance  shall  nave  been  actually  made* 
and  proved  bv  information  taken  on  oathy 
or  unless  by  tiie  special  orders  and  direct* 
ions  of  the  Lord.Lioutenant  or  other  chief 
(governor  or  governors  of  Ireland."  By 
the  5th  Geo.  4th,  clauses  7  and  Q,  specific 
powers  were  given  with  reference  to 
serving  warrants.  The  constable  re* 
fusing  was,  by  clause  7,  subject  to  the 
forfeiture  of  his  recogniaance,  and,  by 
clause  9«  he  was  liable  to  pay  certain 
nenaltios  in  case  of  refusal.  The  Bill  of  the 
last  year  left  the  law  precisely  as  it  found 
it.  Hut  here,  bv  the  new  measure,  the 
constable  was  furbidden  to  afford  any 
aid,  except  where  forcible  resistance  woe 

{irovcd,  on  oath,  to  have  taken  place, 
^'irst  of  all|  a  riot  must  take  piece,  and 
then  the  constable  was  sent  down  to  represa 
it,  Keally,  after  the  riot  had  taken  iilace^ 
after  heads  hail  been  broken,  after  life  bad 
boon  endangered,  then  to  send  down  the 
constable  with  his  warrant,  appeared  to 
bint  (and  he  meant  no  offence  to  his  noble 
Friend)  to  be  a  true  specimen  of  Irish  legls" 
hition.  A  noble  and  Icurnetl  Lordd'lunkett)^ 
whom  he  was  sorry  he  did  not  see  In  his 
place,  bed  told  them  thut  the  principle  on 
which  the  present  Irish  Govoronicnt  had 
acted,  was  the  same  that  had  been  adopted  by 
their  predecessors  in  office.  This,  however^ 
Judging  from  certain  letters  from  the  Chief 
Secretarv,  which  had  appeared  in  the  news* 
jiaperH,  aid  not  seem  to  be  the  case.  When 
sir  Ilenrv  ilardinpewas  Chief  Hocretary 
of  Ireland  it  certainly  was  not  his  policy 
to  aflbrd  constabulary  assistance  after  the 
riot  was  over.  He  said  that  aid  should  be 
granted  on  affidavit  being  made  before 
a  magistrate,  showing  reasonable  and  well- 
grounded  apprehension  that  a  riot  wira 
Flkcly  to  occur.  In  that  case  he  was  anxlona 
that  the  constabulary  force  should  le 
employed  to  prevent  the  Apprehended  mU 
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No  two  systems  could,  therefore,  be  more 
distinct  or  dififerent  than  these;  and  he 
certainly  should  rather  recommend  to  their 
Lordships  to  act  on  the  latter.  With 
Tespect  to  the  nominationof  chief  constables, 
there  was  an  essential  difference  betnreen 
the  two  Bills.  The  7th  clause  of  the  last 
Bill  limited  the  number  to  be  appointed ; 
but,  by  the  present  Bill,  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
might  appoint  as  many  chief  constables  as 
he  pleased.  With  respect  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  resident  Magistrates,  there  was 
not  a  single  word  on  the  subject  in  the 
Bill  of  last  Session  ;  and  that  was  certainly 
one  of  the  most  obvious  improvements  that 
could  be  made.  He  was  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  occupy  their  Lordships*  attention 
80  long ;  but  he  could  not  avoid  minutely 
examining  a  Bill  which  gave  so  very  great 
An  increase  of  patronage — ^patronage,  too, 
of  the  most  valuable  sort^to  his  Majesty's 
Government.  It  was,  he  repeated,  patron- 
age of  the  most  valuable  kind  that  could 
be  given  to  a  Government.  It  might  be 
Tery  proper — ^it  might  be  quite  necessary 
x^that  such  a  course  should  be  adopted, 
that  this  force  should  be  strengthened  and 
increased;  for  he  was  one  of  those  who 
thought  that  the  efficiency  of  the  police 
force  in  Ireland  required  to  be  earnestly 
watched  over,  since  on  it  the  security  of 
life  and  property  in  that  country  mainly 
depended,  and  therefore  he  would  not  stick 
at  trifles  in  providing  for  it;  but  when 
they  saw  the  sort  of  change  which  was 
effected  in  this  measure  in  the  course  of  a 
few  months — a  change  which  gave  so  much 
additional  patronage  to  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  he  conceived  that  it  was  a  subject 
that  called  for  serious  observation.  The 
-Bill  of  last  year  proposed  one  inspector- 
general,  with  1,000/.  per  annum.  They 
now  had  an  inspector-general  with  1,500/. 
That  was  a  point  on  which  they  ought  to 
receive  some  explanation.  Then,  by  the 
former  Bill«  there  was  only  to  be  one 
deputy-inspector,  at  600/.  a-year;  there 
were  now  to  be  two  deputy-inspectors,  at 
800/.  a.year  each.  He  would,  however, 
8ay,  that  whether  there  were  one  or  two 
deputy-inspectors,  he  did  not  think  that  a 
salary  of  800/.  was  too  much.  One  gentle- 
man. Major  Warburton,had,  heunderstood, 
been  appointed  a  deputy-inspector ;  and  of 
that  individual  he  felt  bound  to  state,  that 
if  Government  had  searched  all  through 
Ireland,  they  could  not  have  selected  an 
individual  better  calculated  to  fill  the 
situation  efficiently.  According  to  the 
^rmer  fiill|  they  wer^  to  bave  thirtjf- 


three    county-inspectors,    thirty.two 
the  counties,    and    one    for    the  eaonty 
of  the  city  of  Cork,  each  to  receive  90Oi^ 
a-year,  making  an  aggregate  of  9,900L 
per  annum ;   but  by  this  Bill  tbey   were 
to  have  forty-two  inspectors,  not  at  SOOL^ 
but  at  500/.  a-year,  mising  the  expense 
to  21,000/.  per  annum.    Sure  be  wasy  that 
the  increase  of  number  and  the  ineveue 
of  amount  of  salary  was  a  subject  wbii^ 
required  investigation,   and  which  ought 
to  be   maturely  considered  before    their 
Lordships  agreed  to  confer  such  enormous 
patronage  on   the  Government.      Belbse 
they  assented  to  the  measure,  it  should  be 
shown  that  it  would   effect  a  real  and 
substantial  improvement.     He  now  came 
to  the  sub-inspectors.     By  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  there  were  to  be  23S  sub-inspect(Mv» 
at  100/.  a-year  each  ;  and  he  wished  that 
encouragement  should   be  given  to  that 
class  of  persons.     But  now  a  new  li^ht 
had  broken  in  on  his  Majesty's  Government, 
and  it  was  proposed  that  there  should  be 
forty.two  sub-inspectors,  at  250/.  a-yeau- 
salary.     He  would  ask,  why  it  was  neoes* 
sary  to  create  this  new  class  of  officers  with 
more  than  double    the  salary  originally 
proposed?    He  did  not  very  well  under- 
stand that  part  of  the  Bill  which  gave  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  the  power  of  creating 
constables  and  sub-constables,  which  was 
taken  from  the  local  Magistracy.     He  had 
no  doubt,  however,  that  the  expense  of  the 
whole  plan  would  be  much  greater  than 
that   which   would    have    been    incurred 
under  the  Bill  of  last  year.    The  former 
measure  would  have  cost,  including  a  sum 
of  70,000/.  for  arms,  clothing,  accoutre- 
ments, horses,  &c.,  340,600/.;  while  the 
present  measure  would  require  407,080/., 
being  an  increase  of  60,450/.    Here  was 
a  very  essential  difference  between    the 
present  and  the  Bill  of  last  year.    He 
regretted  much  that  the  appointment  of 
constables  should  be  taken  from  the  local 
Magistracy.  Gentlemen  who  lived  on  their 
own  estates,  and  who  acted  as  Magistrates 
*— at  very  great  risk,  often  at  the  hazard  of 
their  lives — deserved,  in  his  opinion,  the 
approbation  and  protection  of  his  Majesty's 
Government   ana  of  the    country.      He 
could    not    approve    of  this  part  of  the 
measure,  and  he  regretted  that  the  power 
of  appointing  constables  was  taken  from 
the  Magistracy.     He  was  perfectly  aware 
of  the  vast  importance  of  the  police  force 
to  Ireland;  and  he,  for  one,  would  say, 
and  he  thought  he  could  answer  for  every 

noble  Lord  on  that  (the  Opposition)  m^ 
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of  tfee  House,  that  they  were  all  most 
aDxioua  aod  most  desirous  to  agree  to  any 
measme  necessary  for  the  improvement  of 
that  most  valuable  and  useful  force.  But 
lie  would  not  dissemble  that  he  entertained 
a  very  great  distrust  of  this  measure — a 
distrust  which  y  from  the  comparison  he 
had  mad^  appeared  to  him  to  be  well 
founded — that  constitutional  distrust  which 
every  man  might  fairly  experience,  and 
which  it  was  the  duty  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  to  entertain,  when  they  saw 
such  a  lavish  abuse  of  patronage.  Looking 
to  the  situation  of  the  present  Goremment, 
he  confessed  that  he  was  unwilling  to  place 
any  considerable  degree  of  patronage  in 
their  hands,  not,  indeed,  from  any  distrust 
of  them,  but  firom  a  deep  distrust  of  the 
designs  of  those  without  whose  aid  they 
would  not  be  able  to  remain  in  office  one 
hour.  The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  stating, 
that  he  would,  on  Thursday  next,  move 
for  a  return  of  the  numbers  and  expense  of 
the  present  constabulary  force  in  Ireland. 

Viscount  Duncannon  said,  it  was  very 
true  that  in  the  Bill  of  last  year  but  one 
deputy-inspector  was  mentioned ;  but  it 
was  deemed  advisable  that  two  should  be 
appointed,  especially  as  the  services  of 
Major  Miller  and  Major  Warburton  had 
been  secured.  It  had  been  also  found 
necessary  to  increase  the  number  of  county- 
inspectors,  in  consequence  of  the  great 
extent  of  some  of  the  counties.  The  sala- 
ries of  the  sub- inspectors  had  been  in- 
creased because  the  number  had  been  re* 
doced,  and  the  labour  was  consequently 
greater. 

The  Earl  of  Bandon  approved  highly  of 
the  appointment  of  Colonel  Kennedy  as 
inspector-general.  He  had  known  that 
gentleman  for  several  years ;  and  if  one 
individual  were  more  proper  for  that  ar- 
duous situation  than  another,  Colonel 
Kennedy  was  that  individual. 

Lord  Hatherton  said,  the  necessity  for 
this  measure  could  very  easily  be  justified, 
if  the  subject  were  properly  inquired  into. 
The  noble  Earl  had  not  succeeded  in 
showing  to  their  Lordships  that  there  was 
any  essential  difference,  in  point  of  fact, 
between  this  Bill  and  the  Bill  of  last  Ses- 
sion. There  was  certainlv  some  difference, 
but  it  was  not  essential.  What  was  the 
object  of  the  last  and  of  the  present  Bill  ? 
It  was  precisely  the  same — namely,  to 
eoocentralize,  under  one  inspector-general, 
the  whole  police  force  of  Ireland.  That 
(^ectwas  pr^rved  io  the  present  moti- 


sure.  It  was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to 
point  out  the  necessity  of  the  alteration. 
Where  there  w  re  four  inspectors-general 
great  discrepancy  of  practice  must  neces- 
sarily take  place,  and  considerable  delay 
must  occur  in  cases  where,  of  all  things, 
despatch  was  most  desirable.  If  aid  were 
wanted,  a  message  must  be  sent  by  the 
chief  constable  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who  must  communicate  with  one  of  the 
inspectors- general,  and  this  last  with  the 
ofiBcer  immediately  under  him.  But  by  the 
mode  now  proposed,  an  immediate  com- 
munication would  be  secured.  Another 
object  of  the  last  Bill  was  to  create  a  su- 
perannuation fund— that  also  was  one  of 
the  objects  contemplated  by  the  present. 
And,  looking  to  the  great  saving  which 
would  be  by  that  plan  effected,  he  believed 
it  would  be  found  that  any  additional 
charge  which  might  be  created  by  increased 
salaries  would  be  more  than  provided  for 
by  the  enactment  which  made  the  mem- 
bers of  the  constabulary  force  subscribe  to 
their  own  superannuation  fund.  Another 
object  was,  to  insure,  whenever  it  was  ne- 
cessary, an  immediate  increase  of  the  con- 
stabulary force.  That  could  not  be  done 
as  the  law  stood  at  present,  but  the  mea- 
sure now  proposed  obviated  the  difficulty. 
There  was  on  this  point  no  substantial 
difference,  then,  between  the  Bill  of  last 
Session  and  that  of  the  present.  But  all 
these  were  details  for  the  Committee, 
and  were  not  fit  for  discussion  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  Lord  Anglesey  and  the 
Lords  Justices  were  no  doubt  perfectly 
justified  in  preventing  the  constables  from 
assisting  in  the  collection  of  tithe ;  but 
things  were  come  to  such  a  pass  in  Ireland 
with  respect  to  tithes,  that  no  power  on 
earth  was  sufficient  to  insure  their  collec- 
tion, and  policy,  therefore,  required  on  the 
part  of  his  Majesty's  Government  the  in- 
vention of  some  new  course  with  reference 
to  them.  As  to  his  noble  Friend's  obser- 
vations upon  that  part  of  the  Bill  relative 
to  resident  Magistrates,  that  was  a  provi- 
sion which  resulted  from  the  circumstance 
of  its  being  a  Bill  of  consolidation,  instead 
of  a  Bill  of  amendment. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  would  not 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  saying 
anything  as  to  the  difference  between  the 
Bill  of  last  year  and  the  present  measure, 
after  the  able  statement  on  this  point  of 
his  noble  Friend.  He,  however,  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to 
900)0  Qtber  topics  which  be  con9idere4 
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well  worthy  of  consideration.     Under  the 
Bill  of  last  year  there  would  be  an  ex- 
pense of   346,000/.    a-year,   which  was 
about    100)0001.  more   a-year  than  the 
average  expense  of  the  existing  system. 
The  expense  of  the  present  system  was 
about  260,000/.  a-year ;  but  the  expense 
of  the  system  proposed  in  this  Bill  would 
be  407,000/.  a- year,  to  which  there  would 
be  an  additional  expense  of  from  17,000/. 
to  18,000/.  a«year,  thus  making  a  total  of 
425,000/.  a-year.    Therefore,  the  expense 
of  the  system  now  proposed  was  nearly 
100,000/.  a-year,  more  than  that  proposed 
last  year,  and   nearly   200,000/.  a-year 
more  than  the  existing  system.     Under 
these  circumstances,  he  thought  that  the 
House  should  be  well  convinced  that  great 
benefits  would  result  to  the  country  from 
this  system  before  they  adopted  it     He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  details  of  the 
Bill  would  be  well  discussed  in  Committee. 
He  bad  thus  stated,  as  far  as  the  expense 
was  involved,  what  was  the  result  on  his 
mind.     He  admitted,  that  he  had  come 
down  to  the  House  with  a  very  strong 
feeling  as  to  the  dismissal  of  the  whole  of 
this  force,  as  well  as  all  the  officers  who 
had  served  for  so  long  a  time,  and  so  ad- 
vantageously to  the  country.     The  noble 
Viscount,  however,  had  stated  that  it  was 
not  intended  that  their  dismissal  should 
take  place.    On  this  point,  therefore,  as 
far  as  the  declaration  of  the  noble  Viscount 
went,  he  was  satisfied;    but  he  thought 
that  it  would  be  much  better  that  a  few 
words  should  be  introduced  into  the  Bill 
declaring  that  the  Government  should  not 
put  an  end  to  the  whole  police  force  if  this 
Bill  should  pass.     He  did  not  object  to 
allowing  the  Lord-Lieutenant  the  power  of 
dismissal  from  this  body,  but  he  objected 
to  giving  him  the  power  to  put  an  end  to 
the  whole  force  in  the  manner  which  had 
been  described.     He  also  felt  with   his 
noble  Friend,  very  great  objection— «nd  he 
was  sure  that  it  would  be  felt  by  the  coun- 
try— ^to  the  enormous  appointment  of  offi- 
cers at  the  present  moment  by  the  Govern- 
ment.   They  would  have  the  patronage  of 
above  100  offices,  with  salaries  of  300/., 
400/.,  500/.,  and  800/.   a-year.     These 
were  very  serious  matters,  and  more  espe- 
cially whien  they  recollected,  that  the  pre- 
sent system  had  been  carried  on  in  Ireland 
for  so  many  years,  at  an  expense  not  much 
exceeding  one-half  of  that  now  proposed. 
He  repeated  that  these  were  serious  mat- 
ters, and  bo  hoped  tbut  noble  Loida  wo«ld 


come  down   to    the    Committee  with  the 
view  of  amendiog   the  measure,  so  as  to 
bring  it  withio   more  reaaooaUe  bounds  of 
expense.     He  eutertaiaed  strong  feelioga 
on  this  subject,  because  a  great  additfoosi 
expense  would   be  tfarowo   oo  the  landed 
property  in  Ireland    by  xU     The  ooooties 
had  now  to  pay  about  100,000/*  a^yearfor 
the  police  force ;    but  the  expense  ioiposed 
upon    them    hereafter    would    be   above 
200,000/.  a-year.      This  would   be  a  very 
considerable  additional  burthen  to  throw 
on  the  landed  interest   in    Ireland.    He 
felt  this  the  more  strongly,  as  by  this  M\ 
the  law  was  made  more  strict  as  to  pro- 
ceedings with  regard  to  the  poli(*e  in  the 
recovery  of  tithes  and  rent*     At  the  same 
time,  then,  that  they  increased  the  expense 
to  the  landed  interest,  they  deprived  that 
body  of  the  aid  of  the  only  conslabolsry 
force  in  Ireland.     There  were  no  other 
constables  or  police  force  in  Ireland,  ao(/ 
this  was  the  only  body  they  could  call 
upon  to  aid  them  in    the  maintenance  of 
the  peace  or  in  the  recorery  of  their  pro- 
perty by  civil  procedure.     With  respect  to 
the  clause  in  the  Bill  which  referred  to 
the  restrictions  imposed  on    the   Magis- 
trates in  Quarter  Sessions,  he  would  malre 
an  observation.      The    noble  Lord  hsd 
stated  that  the  Clause  in  this  Bill  was  n* 
actly  the  same  as  the  Clause  in  the  7A 
and  8th  George  4th,  called  the  Petty  Ses- 
sioDs  Act.     By  the  Clause  in   this  Act 
certain  restrictions  were  imposed  on  the 
employment  of  the  constabulary  force,  in 
certain  cases,  under  the  direction  of  the 
magistrates  in   Petty  Sessions.     This  was 
to  a  totally  diflPerent  effect  from  the  )Oth 
Clause  in  this  Bill.    The  Clause  in  this 
measure  was  not  only  made  applicable  to 
Petty  Sessions,  but  to  Quarter  Sessiofls* 
The  Clause  also  would  be  made  to  ioclade 
those  cases  which  were  lately  before  th^ 
Court  of    Exchequer   in    Ireland.    This 
Clause  gave  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ir^* 
land  the  most  extraordinary  powers*    Bj 
it  the  Lord»Lieutenant,  a  political  officer, 
would  have  to  determine  in  what  csstf 
the  constabulary  force — the  only  poli^ 
force  in  Ireland — should  be  employed  in 
assisting  in  the  recovery  of  tithe  and  tent 
He  was  convinced  that  when  their  Lord* 
ships  came  to  compare  this  Claose  ^ 
that  in  the  Act  of  Parliament,  to  which  tl* 
lusion  had  been  made,  that  they  would 
admit,  that  there  was  ample  reason  to  jvs* 
tify  his  noble  Friend  io  findioe  faalt  with 
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the  attention  of  the  House  lo  this  part  of 
the  Bill,  and  would  try  to  persuade  their 
Lordships  to  adopt  instead  of  it  the  Clause 
out  of  the  7th  and  8th  of  George  4th. 

Lord  Hatherton  thought,  that  exactly 
the  same  language  had  been  used  in  the 
two  clauses  in  question.  He  was  not 
aware  of  the  mention  of  the  orders  from 
quarter  sessions. 

The  Earl  of  Wickhw  observed,  that,  as 
tt  Mras  not  the  intention  of  his  noble  Friend 
to  nnove  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  he  would 
not  do  more,  on  that  occasion,  than  make 
a  few  observations,  and  certainly  not  more 
were  required  afler  the  able  speech  of  his 
noble   Friend.      When  he  heard    noble 
Lords  opposite  state,  that  there  was*  very 
little  difiference  between  this  Bill  and  that 
of  last  year,  he  was  sure  that  they  must 
have  paid  very  little  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject.    From  the  late  period  of  the  Session 
at  which  the  Bill  of  last  year  was  brought 
forward,  it  was  probable  that  noble  Lords 
did  not  make  themselves  masters  of  the 
details  of  it,  and,  therefore,  were  now 
ignorant  of  its  provisions.     This  circum- 
stance, however,  fully  justified  the  course 
taken  by  that  House  with  reference  to  it. 
It  was  consolatory  to  him  to  hear  the  noble 
Viscount,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
declare,  that  it  was  not  intended  to  dismiss 
the  present  police  force;  but  it  would  be 
much  more  satisfactory  to  him  to  have  an 
enactment  in  the  Bill  to  that  effect,  as  was 
proposed  by  the  nobie  Duke.    The  decla- 
ration that  had  been  made  would  give 
satisfaction  to  persons  in  the  police  force 
in   Ireland;  but  it  would  occasion  great 
dissatisfaction  to  another  class.     He  had 
received  several  letters  from  Ireland,  by 
which  he  was  informed  that  officers  com- 
manding the  forces  in  Ireland  had  been 
written  to,  requesting  them  to  recommend 
men,  now  under  their  command,  to  the 
Government,  with  a  view  to  their  being 
appointed  to  situations  in  the  police  force. 
This  probably  had  led  to  the  opinion,  that 
a  great  body  of  the  officers  of  the  consta- 
bulary would  be  changed.      He  trusted, 
therefore,  what  had  been  said  by  the  noble 
Viscount  would  allay  the  alarm  that  had 
been  eicited.     He  could  not  help  feeling 
that  it  was  an  insult  to  the  Magistrates  of 
Ireland,  to  deprive  them  of  the  power  of 
appointing  to  the  police — it  was  not  called 
for  by  any  very  urgent  reasons.  The  noble 
Viscount  aakl,  that  no  blame  was  attached 
to  the  Magistrates  for  the  appointments 
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classes  in  Ireland  supported  the  police 
force,  and  admitted  that  it  was  a  most 
useful  body ;  but  there  was  a  faction 
against  it,  which  was  a  sufficient  reason, 
in  his  mind,  not  to  make  such  a  radical 
change  in  the  constitution  of  the  force  as 
was  now  proposed.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  real  object  of  the  measure 
was  to  introduce  a  great  number  of  Roman 
Catholics  into  the  police  force.  Although 
it  was  not  admitted,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  this  measure  was  forced  upon 
the  Government  by  those  who  wished  to 
throw  power  into  the  hands  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  He  did  not  wish  to  excite  or 
keep  up  religious  dissensions,  or  to  main- 
tain power  in  the  hands  of  Protestants 
against  Roman  Catholics,  but  he  felt  that 
he  should  be  departing  from  his  duty,  if 
he  did  not  protest  against  intrusting  those 
with  power  who  would  have  it  conferred 
on  them  by  this  measure.  He  denied  that 
the  Magistrates  deserved  anything  like  re- 
prehension for  the  course  they  had  pur- 
sued with  regard  to  the  police  force.  On 
the  contrary^  he  was  satisfied  that  their 
conduct  had  been  most  exemplary,  and 
deserving  the  highest  commendation. 
The  present  Bill  deprived  them  of 
power,  and  gave  it  to  the  Lord-lieutenant 
for  the  time  being.  Indeed,  it  gave  such 
power  to  the  Lord-lieutenant  as  ought 
not  to  be  intrusted  to  any  one  in  a  free 
country  —  a  power  which  went  beyond 
the  extent  of  improving  the  police,  and 
even  to  that  of  creating  a  permanent 
standing  army  in  the  country.  In  this 
country,  the  King  had  not  the  power  of 
increasing  or  arranging  the  number  of 
his  army,  but  this  was  done  by  an  annual 
vote  in  Parliament;  but  there  was  no  limit- 
ation in  this  Bill,  and  the  Lord-lieutenant 
might  increase  tlie  number  of  the  police  at 
his  will  and  pleasure.  There  was  nothing 
in  this  Bill  also  to  prevent  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenant  from  throwing  a  greater  or  less 
burthen  on  a  more  or  less  favoured  county, 
thus  giving  and  creating  a  most  objection- 
able species  of  influence.  He  could  not 
sit  down  without  adverting  to  an  expres- 
sion that  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  and  he  was  glad  that  he  had  not 
heard  such  sentiments  emanate  from  any 
Member  of  the  Government.  The  col- 
lection of  tithes  was  still  a  part  of  the  law 
of  the  land,  and  it  was  a  constitutional 
desideratum,  that  as  long  as  a  system  or 
principle  was  a  part  of  the  law,  it  should 
be  maiotaiaedi  and  be  trostedi  until  %• 
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change  was  effected  by  Parliament,  that 
the  law  in  respect  to  tithes  would  be 
enforced  by  the  Government.  The  noble 
Lord  ( Hatherton),  however,  said,  that 
the  payment  of  tithes  could  not  be  enforced 
by  any  power  on  earth,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  disavow  such  opin- 
ions which  had  been  uttered  by  their  in- 
discreet friends.  If  the  Bill  was  not 
amended  in  Committee,  he  should  feel 
himself  called  upon  to  resist  to  the  utter- 
roost  the  third  reading  of  it.  Two  things 
had  surprised  him  more  than  the  manner 
in  which  this  Bill  had  passed  the  other 
House.  It  did  not  appear  to  have  at- 
tracted the  attention  of  those  who  always 
looked  so  narrowly  to  the  public  expendi- 
ture, and  to  the  mode  by  which  economical 
arrangements  could  be  effected.  No  allu- 
sions bad  there  been  made  to  the  great  in- 
crease that  would  be  made  to  the  burthens 
of  the  country  by  this  Bill.  If  the  Irish 
counties  had  had  alone  to  bear  this  addi- 
tional expense,  perhaps  no  notice  might 
have  been  taken  of  the  matter ;  but,  as  it 
was,  one  half  the  charge  fell  on  the  con- 
solidated fund.  A  great  number  of  new 
places  were  created,  with  large  salaries, 
and  a  most  enormous  and  dangerous  pa- 
tronage was  given  to  the  Government. 
He  did  not  know  Colonel  Shaw  Kennedy, 
but  from  what  he  had  heard  from  all 
quarters  respecting  that  officer,  he  was 
bound  to  believe,  that  his  appointment 
was  a  fitting  one,  and  that  the  command 
of  the  police  force  was  well  bestowed  on 
him ;  but,  when  he  looked  to  the  Bill,  he 
found  that  that  officer  had  no  control 
whatever,  but  that  all  the  power  rested 
with  the  Lord-lieutenant.  It  appeared  to 
him,  that  in  suffering  the  Bill  of  last  year 
to  pass  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
those  who  were  opposed  there  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  sought  by  that  means 
for  an  argument  against  another  measure 
—  namely,  the  Municipal  Corporation 
Bill;  but  he  thought,  that  each  mea- 
sure should  be  left  to  rest  on  its  own 
merits.  He  should  not  now  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty,  in  the  Com- 
mittee, to  propose  one  or  two  amend- 
ments. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  said,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  but  he  would  support  in  Com- 
mittee those  amendments  which  had  been 
announced  by  the  noble  Lords  near  him. 

He  look^  with  extreme  jealousy  on  many 


of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and 
ally  on  the  10th  clause,  which  gave  to  the 
political  governor  of  Ireland,  the    ~ 
lieutenant,  the  complete  power  of 
seding  the  law,  and  of  withholding  all 
sistance  for  the  protection  and  recovery  of 
property.      He  thought  it  better  to  leave 
the  appointment  of  the  police  oflBcers  in 
the  hands  of  the  Magistrates,  who  weie 
not  charged   with  having    abused    t.heir 
authority,  than  to  place  it  exclusively  in 
the  hands  of  the  Lord- lieutenant  of   Ire- 
land.    In  his  opinion,  it  was  not    a  Hltle 
remarkable,  that  the  Bill  of  last   year, 
which  was  doubtless  very  maturely  con- 
sidered by  the  Government,  increased  tbe 
expense  of  the  police  force  by  the  sum  of 
100,000/.,  and  that  the  present  Bill  still 
further  increased  the  patronage  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  amount  of  another  sum 
of  100,000/. 

The   Marquess  of  Londonderry    said, 
that  the  ground  of  his  opposition  to  tbe 
Bill  was,  his  distrust  of  the  Governnaeot 
in  reference  to  the  disposal  of  their  patron- 
age in  Ireland.     He  was  ready  to  admit, 
that  much  of  his  objection  would  be  re- 
moved by  the  introduction  of  a*  clause, 
such  as  had  been  suggested  by  the  noble 
Duke  near  him,  continuing  tlie  present 
police  force  in  existence.     He  recollected 
that  the  Government  had  declared,  with 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  Magis- 
trates under  the  English  Municipal  Act, 
they  would  not  be  biassed  by  party  con- 
siderations; and  their  Lordships  were  well 
aware  how  far  the  Government  had  acted 
according  to  that  declaration.  He  should, 
therefore,  be  more  satisfied  with  a  positive 
enactment,  than  with  the  mere  statement 
of  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  that  the  pre- 
sent police  force  should  be  continued.    If 
the  appointments  to  that  force  were  left  to 
the  Lord-lieutenant,  how  could  the  House 
be  sure  that  they  would  not  be  disposed 
of  at  the  dictation  of  that  individual,  who 
already  had  the  control  of  so  much  patron- 
age in  Ireland  ?    He  was  not  speaking  on 
this  subject  without  good  information.  He 
bad  a  few  days  ago  received  a  letter  from 
a  gentleman  in  that  country,  which,  afler 
alluding  to  a  discussion  in  their  Lordships' 
House,  on  the  fact  of  a  high  sheriff  being 
superseded,  because  he  would  not  join  in 
a  congratulatory  address  to  the  Lord>lieD- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  went  on  to  say, 

*^  What  your  Lordship  stated  in  the  Hoose 
of  Lords,  as  to  the  O'Connellism  of  the  Go- 
Temm«Dt|  will  be  universally  responded  to  ni 
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Ireland,  in  conseqaence  of  the  shameless  man- 
ner  in  vrhich  Catholics  only  are  selected  for 
preferment.    If  your  Lordship  presses  for  a 
return  of  all  persons  promoted  m  the  police, 
and  in  the  law,  especially  in  the  former  depart- 
menty  you  will  find   the   Roman    Catholics 
selected  are  as  ten  to  one.    I  reside  in  the 
county  of  Armagh,  and  can  venture,  from  my 
own   personal  observation   among  moderate 
men,  to  assure  your  Lordship,  that  there  exists 
in  the  public  mind  a  deep  feeling  of  disgust  at 
Lord  Mulgrave's  conduct  with  respect  to  the 
disposal  of  patronage.     The  complaint  b  not 
merely  that  Koman  Catholics  are  selected,  but 
that  among  the  Roman  Catholics  the  0*Con- 
nellites  are  always  preferred.    I  am  confident 
that  any  Irish  gentleman,  connected  with  my 
part  of  the  country,  could  give  your  Lordship 
numerous  instances  of  the  most  glaring  O'Con. 
nellism  on  the  part  of  the  present  Administra- 
tion.'' 

It  was  for  these  reasons  that  he  (Lord 
Londonderry)  distrusted  the  Lord-lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland,  who  was  entirely  moved 
by  one  faction.  Unless  great  changes 
should  be  made  in  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the 
third  reading. 

Lord  Lyndkursl  inquired  whether  there 
would  be  auy  objection  to  introduce  into 
the  Bill,  a  clause  applying  to  the  members 
of  the  police  force  in  Ireland,  the  same  re- 
striction with  regard  to  the  right  of  voting 
at  elections,  as  applied  to  members  of  the 
police  body  in  London  ? 

Lord  Melbourne  observed,  that  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police  Act  did  not  prevent 
policemen  from  voting  at  elections. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  believed  that  it  did ; 
but,  supposing  that  it  did  not,  he  sub- 
mitted whether  it  would  be  right  to  allow 
a  large  body  of  persons  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  and  removeable  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  Crown,  to  exercise  the  elective  fran- 
chise ? 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  that  was  a 
subject  for  future  consideration;  but  he 
was  hostile  to  all  such  restrictions,  and 
would  not  consent  to  their  extension.  If 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Act  disfranchised 
the  members  of  the  police  force,  it  then 
might  be  proper  to  consider  whether  the 
police  force  in  Ireland  ought  not  likewise 
to  be  deprived  of  the  right  of  voting.  But 
unless  such  a  disqualifying  clause  was  to 
be  found  in  the  English  Bill,  and  he  was 
almost  sure  it  was  not,  he  would  certainly 
not  agree  to  its  insertion  in  the  Irish  Bill. 
With  respect  to  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  now  before  their  Lordships,  he 
had  only  one  or  two  observations  to  make. 


Considering  the  fair  disposition  which 
had  been  evinced  to  allow  the  Bill  to  go 
into  Committee,  and  there  to  consider 
whether  any  improvement  might  be  intro- 
duced into  the  present  organization  of  the 
Irish  police  force,  he  did  think  that  his 
noble  Friend  would  have  done  well  to 
abstain  from  all  reference  to  what  had 
passed  in  that  House  last  year,  and  else- 
where during  the  recess — a  reference  only 
calculated  to  produce  angry  altercation, 
which  on  that,  as  on  every  other  occasion, 
he  was  anxious  to  avoid.  He  was  anxious 
to  have  it  remarked,  that  he  did  not  begin 
these  observations ;  that  he  was  not  the 
first  person  to  throw  out  these  impu. 
tations.  He  begged  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  by  their  Lordships  and  by  the 
country,  that  on  the  present  occasion, 
these  imputatious  and  attacks  did  not 
proceed,  in  the  first  instance,  from  the 
Ministerial  side,  but  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  His  noble  Friend  had 
given  as  a  reason  why  the  Bill  was  not 
agreed  to  last  year,  the  lateness  of  the 
Session.  That  reason  might  have  weighed 
with  the  noble  Lord,  but  he  begged  leave 
to  observe,  that  there  were  other  noble 
Lords  in  that  House  who  stated  entirely 
different  grounds,  of  a  personal  and  poli- 
tical nature,  for  the  rejection  of  that  Bill. 
Those  grounds,  though  not  noticed  by 
the  noble  Lord  in  the  beginning  of  his 
speech,  were  yet  distinctly  adopted  by 
him  at  the  conclusion ;  for  he  had 
declared  it  to  be  exceedingly  improper  to 
bestow  a  profuse  power  of  patronage  on 
any  Government.  That  was  a  clear  and 
undeniable  proposition;  but  then  the 
noble  Lord  added,  that  he  particularly 
distrusted  the  present  Government,  be- 
cause its  patronage  would  be  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  those  persons  without 
whose  support  the  Government  could  not 
exist  for  a  single  day.  He  (Lord  Mel- 
bourne) had  heard  similar  observations 
made  in  other  quarters,  but  he  had  re- 
frained from  noticing  them,  not  out  ot 
disrespect  to  those  from  whom  they  pro- 
ceeded, but  because  he  was  unwilling  to 
introduce  violence  and  heat  into  their  Lord- 
ships' debate.  But  as  they  had  been 
repeated,  he  begged  their  Lordships  to 
consider  how  far  that  sort  of  observation 
was  consistent  with  reason,  justice,  or 
sense.  The  charge  was,  that  they,  the 
Ministry,  were  dependent  on  certain 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  for 
support.     Why!  every  Ministry,  he  ap- 
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prehendedy' was  dependent  on  the  major* 
ity  of  the  House  of  Commons  for  sup- 
port. The  noble  Duke  and  the  noble 
Lords  opposite  knew  that  pretty  well, 
though  they  had  contrived  to  keep  in 
office  some  time  against  a  majority  of  the 
other  House.  Well,  then,  the  Ministry 
being  dependent  on  the  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  they  were  ne- 
cessarily dependent  on  the  Members 
of  that  House,  and  they  were  ne- 
cessarily dependent  pro  tanio^  on 
every  individual:  but  that  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  was  more  dependent  on 
one  individual  than  another  in  that 
House  he  utterly  and  entirely  denied. 
He  should  not  perform  his  duty  to 
his  Sovereign  or  his  country,  if  he 
were  unnecessarily  to  reject  the  sup- 
port of  any  of  those  who  were  thought 
worthy  by  the  electoral  body  of  silting 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  If  be  did  so, 
be  should  be  violating  all  the  principles  of 
the  British  Constitution  under  which  it 
was  our  fortunate  lot  and  condition  to 
live.  With  respect  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  he  begged  to  confirm  the  state- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend,  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  make  any  great  or  sweeping 
change  in  the  manner  m  which  the  police 
foroe  was  at  present  constituted,  ft  was 
hot  intended  to  dismiss  any  person  from 
that  force  who  was  found  efficient  for  his 
duty,  or  whom  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
would  not  dismiss,  if  the  present  Bill  were 
not  to  pass  into  law.  He  did  not  know 
what  amendment  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site intended  to  propose,  but  as  explained 
by  the  noble  Marquis  (Londonderry)  he 
thought  it  one  to  which  the  House  could 
not  agree,  as  it  would  give  to  the  present 
police  officers  a  life-interest  in  their 
offices,  and  take  away  from  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  the  power  of  dis- 
missal at  present  possessed  by  him.  He 
felt  great  surprise  at  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Duke  relative  to  the  diflTerence  of 
the  expense  of  the  two  systems;  and  he 
had  in  his  hands  an  estimate  which  gave 
a  very  different  result;  but  he  would  not 
read  it,  as  it  bad  been  made  up  before 
the  introduction  of  some  amendments 
into  the  Bill  in  another  place.  He,  how- 
ever, trusted  that  the  country  would  not 
be  led  away  by  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Duke,  that  the  expense  of  the  pro- 
posed system  would  be  more  by  200,000/. 
than  the  existing  one.  Still  the  Bill  was 
not  proposed  as  a  measure  of  economy, 


but  as  one  of  policy,  its  objeot  being  the 
improvement  of  the  police  force  in  Ire- 
land.  There  was  another  circumstance 
which  he  trusted  their  Lordships  would 
bear  in  mind,  namely,  that  this  was  a  Bill 
in  which  many  previous  laws  were  conso- 
lidated ;  and  though  some  of  the  enact- 
ments might  not  be  found  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year,  they  must  not  on  that  account 
be  regarded  as  entirelgf  new.  With  re- 
spect to  the  abuse  and  violent  attacks 
which  had  been  directed  against  the 
House  of  Lords,  he,  for  one,  was  no  party 
to  them.  Whatever  he  had  said  about 
that  House  he  had  said  in  it;  and  he  had 
always  considered  it  the  best  course  to 
adopt  the  sentiment  expressed  by  Cicero-^ 
Mihi  semper  in.  animo  fuit  m  senatu 
populum  defenders 

Lord  Lyndhurst  said,  he  had  refarred 
to  the  Metropolitan  Police  Act,  and  he 
found  that  one  of  its  clauses  prevented 
the  officers  from  voting  at  elections. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  that 
some  of  his  observations  had  been  mis<- 
understood  by  the  noble  Viscount  oppo- 
site. He  was  quite  sure  that  if  tiie  Bill 
had  been  considered  last  year,  many  of 
its  provisions  would  have  required  ex- 
planation, but  it  was  rejected  on  the 
second  reading,  on  account  of  the  late- 
ness of  the  Session  precluding  the  possi* 
bility  of  the  measure  receiving  due  con- 
sideration. The  noble  Viscount  had  com- 
plained of  some  remarks  which  be  said 
proceeded  from  the  Opposition.  He 
(Lord  Haddington)  had,  however,  done 
nothing  more  than  state  the  facts  as  be 
found  Uiem.  In  the  first  place  he  stated, 
that  he  felt  a  constitutional  jealousy 
against  giving  unnecessary  patronage  to 
any  Government;  and  be  had  also  ob- 
served^ that  he  distrusted  the  present 
Government  in  consequence  of  the  nature 
of  the  support  by  which  they  were  kept  in 
office.  He  had  made  that  statement  as 
shortly  and  temperately  as  he  possibly 
could,  and  he  considered  it  worthy  oif 
their  Lordships*  consideration;  but  though 
the  remark  proceeded  from  the  Opposition 
Side  of  the  House,  he  begged  to  say, 
that  the  anger  appeared  to  be  all  on  tho 
other  side. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  he  held 
an  estimate  of  the  comparative  expense 
of  the  two  systems  of  police,  which  he 
would  read  to  the  House.  [Tlie  noble 
Duke  here  read  the  estimate,  according 
to  which  the  expense  of  the  proposea 
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Bystem    of    police    would    be     about 
430,000/.] 

BiU  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  April  12,  1836. 

IffiHorxa.]  PfUtioiw  prsMBtod.  By  Mr.  Ewaxt,  flrom 
the  Medioal  Prarenion  of  Livopool,  finr  RemuneraUaii 
for  Attending  Coroners'  Inquests.— By  Mr.  Pbask,  flrom 

-  Dailington,  ftar  the  RevMoa  of  the  Criminal  Law. — By 
Sir  Roar^LO  FasooaaoN  and  Lord  Jamcb  StbitabTp 
Aram  the  Lioenaed  Victualiera  of  Notlio^iani,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Spirit  Licence*.-— By  Mr.  Grotb, 
ftom  London,  that  the  Examination  of  Partiei,  where  the 
Magiitftw  liave  Siunowry  Jnriidiotion,  may  be  taken  in 
Writing.— By  Mr.  Datid  Barclay,  flrom  Sunderland, 
for  the  Abolition  of  Flogging  in  the  Anny  and  Navy. 

The  Borough  of  Poole.]  Mr.  Poul- 
ter  rose,  pursuant  to  the  notice  which  he 
bad  given^  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  regaiding  the  Municipal  Elections  of 
the  Borough  of  Poole.  The  Bill  did  not 
proceed  from  anything  like  a  mere  after- 
thought, because,  long  before  any  peti- 
tions on  the  sutject  had  been  presented 
to  that  House,  efforts  had  been  made  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  a  free,  fair^  and 
open  election  in  this  borough.  It  ap» 
peered,  by  the  evidence  taken  by  the  Com- 
mittee, that  mutilated  and  fictitious  papers 
had  been  made  use  of  by  the  defendant's 
party,  and  that  persons  not  qualified  to 
vote  had  been  permitted  to  vote,  and  a 
false  and  fictitious  majority  had  thus  been 
created.  The  consequence  of  these  pro- 
ceedings  was,  that  in  the  north-west  ward 
nine  of  the  common-councilmen  were 
^ected  by  the  defendant's  party.  In  the 
south- west  ward  two  out  of  nine  were 
elected.  A  majority  in  the  common - 
council  was  thus  secured,  and  this  mcjor- 
ity  created  the  entire  corporation.  Iney 
elected  the  mayor — they  turned  out  of 
office  persons  or  the  greatest  integrity — 
and  they  conferred  no  less  than  twelve 
appointments  by  virtue  of  the  power  that 
they  had  thus  assumed.  There  never  was 
a  case  in  which  the  proceedings  had  been 
more  unfairly  or  more  irregularly  con- 
ducted. At  the  election  the  papers  had 
been  presented  by  one  party  in  an  un- 
folded state,  by  the  other  party  in  a  folded 
state,  and  it  was  supposed  that  the  ficti- 
tious and  mutilated  papers  which  had 
afterwards  been  discovered,  were  those 
which  bad  been  presented  in  the  folded 
state.  The  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to 
state  several  other  instances  of  what  he 
considered  gross  fraud,  and  that  the  case 


altogether  was  one  of  the  most  fraudulent 
nature.  He  alluded  to  the  case  of  a  young 
man  named  James  Parker,  who  bad  been 
brought  up  for  the  purpose  of  imperson- 
ating his  father,  a  person  named  James 
Parker ;  but  at  the  last  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceeding, the  man  refused  to  go  through 
with  the  impersonation,  and  this  circum- 
stance caused  the  returning  officer  to  say 
that  he  considered  the  proceeding  had 
been  badly  managed.  He  anticipated  that 
an  hon.  Member  might  have  some  consti- 
tutional objection  to  his  proposition.  The 
only  constitutional  objection  he  could  an- 
ticipate would  be  against  dealing  with  a 
case  which  would  more  properly  be  cog- 
nizant before  a  court  of  law.  He  cer^ 
tainly  admitted  that  they  might  eject  the 
two  councillors,  as  he  trusted  they  would 
be  able  to  do,  by  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench ;  but,  though  they  might  do  this, 
there  was  no  legal  proceeding  which  would 
enable  them  to  get  rid  of  the  corporation 
which  had  been  founded  on  those  origin- 
ally fraudulent  proceedings.  Besides 
which  it  should  be  recollected,  by  those 
who  urged  an  objection  on  constitutional 
grounds,  that  there  were  many  cases  in 
which  the  high  functions  of  that  House 
were  called  into  action,  in  which  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  take  cogni- 
zance of  matters  which,  considered  sepa- 
rately by  themselves,  were  matters  pro* 
perly  belonging  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
courts  of  law.  He  would  only  mention 
as  an  instance,  the  case  of  bribery 
at  elections.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons had  no  jurisdiction  over  that 
ofience  looked  at  by  itself ;  but  when  its 
highest  powers  were  called  into  exercise 
in  an  Election  Committee,  it  was  com- 
pelled to  investigate  the  circumstances 
attending  that  offence,  which  otherwise 
should  be  remitted  to  the  courts  of  law. 
And  again  ;  last  year  it  would  be  remem- 
bered, there  was  an  unfortunate  ease  of 
military  interference  at  Wolverhampton ; 
now,  if  that  had  not  gone  off  happily  with 
a  satisfactory^  explanation,  a  Committee  of 
that  House  would  have  had  to  take  cogni- 
zance of,  and  to  examine  info,  cases  of 
riots,  assaults,  manslaughter,  and  even  of 
murder,  when  at  the  very  momentt  per- 
haps, trials  for  all  those  offences  might  be 
pending  in  courts  of  law.  He  did  believe 
that  this  was  an  exception,  an  extraordi- 
nary exception,  to  the  general  rule,  and 
one  which  he  believed  had  never  occurred 
before;  and  it  was  upon  these  grounds, 
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and  upon  these  principles^  that  he  humbly 
moved  **  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
void  all  the  late  Municipal  Elections  for 
the  Borough  of  Poole  and  to  proceed  to 
new  elections," 

Mr.  William  Wynn  said,  the  hon.  and 
learnedGentlemanhad  not  removed  the  con- 
stitutional objections  which  he(Mr.  Wynn) 
had  expressed  on  a  former  occasion,  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure  which  was  pro- 
posed to  be  introduced.  As  the  hon. 
Member  had  alluded  to  him  particularly, 
he  would  refer  to  the  two  most  striking 
arguments  which  had  been  urged  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  which  appeared  to 
him  to  have  been  the  only  arguments 
that  had  been  urged  to  vindicate  this  pro- 
ceeding. The  hon.  Member  had  stated, 
that  the  House  took  cognizance  of  many 
proceedings  which  were  cognizant  in  a 
court  of  law,  and  stated  the  case  of 
bribery  at  an  election  for  the  return  of  a 
Member  to  serve  in  Parliament.  There 
was,  however,  a  considerable  difference 
between  bribery  at  a  municipal  election, 
or  any  other  misconduct  on  such  an  occa- 
sion, and  similar  misconduct  affecting  a 
Parliamentary  election.  In  the  latter  case, 
the  privileges  of  the  House  were  distinctly 
interfered  with,  and  it  was  in  that  view 
that  the  House  took  cognizance  of  it. 
He  contended,  that  such  a  course  as  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
most  dangerous.  It  would  be  objection- 
able, in  the  first  place,  as  perhaps  affect- 
ing any  proceeding  that  might  take  place 
in  a  court  of  common-law.  Independent 
of  this,  there  was  the  other  objection, 
that  if  once  Parliament  interfered  in  a 
case  of  this  kind,  and  passed  a  Bill  to  re- 
medy such  a  case  as  the  hon.  Member 
had  alleged,  supposing  such  a  case  to  be 
established,  they  could  not,  in  equity,  re- 
fuse a  Bill  to  apply  to  every  other  case 
that  might  be  brought  under  their  notice. 
He  entertained  great  objections  to  the 
description  of  evidence  which  had  been 
received  in  the  Committee.  In  the  Re- 
port to  which  the  Committee  had  agreed, 
there  were  continual  references  to  afiB- 
davits  in  the  appendix,  in  support  of 
statements  contained  in  it.  Now,  on  re- 
ferring to  the  appendix,  he  could  not  dis- 
cover one  single  affidavit ;  and  even  if  they 
had  been  there,  was  that  evidence  which 
would  be  received  in  any  court  of  justice 
in  this  kingdom  ?  He  ventured  to  say 
it  would  not;  and  then  he  asked,  whether 
that  House  would  proceed  to  legislate  upon 


such  evidence  ?  He  must  say,  that  he  en- 
tertained great  apprehension  of  danger 
from  these  new  proceedings.  He  consi- 
dered that  if  the  principle  of  the  inter- 
ference of  Parliament  in  cases  of  this  de- 
scription were  once  established,  there  was 
an  end  to  the  influence  of  the  cognizance 
of  such  proceedings  before  the  courts  of 
law,  and  whether  alone  or  supported  by 
the  decision  of  the  House,  he  would  pro- 
test against  the  proposed  measure,  which, 
in  his  mind,  was  calculated  to  open  the 
door  to  every  kind  of  oppression  and  in- 
convenience to  the  public.  He  did  not 
intend  of  himself  to  press  a  division,  but 
he  should  record  his  decided  disapproba- 
tion of  the  proposed  measure. 

Mr.  Poulter  begged  to  say  a  word^  in 
explanation,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  respect  to  the 
evidence  which  was  referred  to  in  the  Re- 
port. When  the  Committee  met  they  found 
the  greatest  inconvenience  and  expense 
would  arise  from  compelling  persons  to 
come  up  from  Poole,  and  stay  in  London 
perhaps  several  days  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  proving  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
given  their  votes ;  a  point  on  which  no 
question  was  raised  by  any  person  during 
the  whole  inquiry.  It  was  for  that  reason^ 
the  Committee  decided  to  receive  the  affi- 
davits of  those  persons  on  that  point  not 
as  legal  evidence  (for  that  he  admitted 
they  could  not  be  considered)  but  as 
'primA  facie  evidence,  with  the  consent  of 
both  parties  to  the  inquiry.  It  was  mere 
accident  that  prevented  *the  affidavits  ap- 
pearing in  the  Report ;  it  was  quite  evi- 
dent they  were  intended  to  be  introduced 
from  the  allusions  which  the  Report  made 
to  them. 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  he  should 
be  governed  in  the  vote  which  he  intended 
to  give,  for  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
by  one  principle  shortly  stated,  easily  un- 
derstood, and  consistent,  too,  with  all  the 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  A  pe- 
tition had  been  presented  to  that  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Huddersfield 
(Mr.  Blackburne),  stating  various  matters 
of  complaint  relative  to  the  late  municipal 
elections  for  the  borough  of  Poole.  That 
petition,  after  great  discussion,  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee,  composed  of  eleven 
Gentlemen,  five  of  whom  usually  voted  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House ;  as  fair  a  Com* 
mittee  as  could  be  formed  with  an  odd 
number :  and  that  Committee  was  directed 
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**  to  inqaire  into  all  the  circumstances  at- 
tending the  late  election  of  the  Municipal 
.Council  for  the  Borough  of  Poole."  That 
Committee,  having  gone  into  evidence  at 
great  lengthy  unanimously  agreed  to  a  Re- 
port recommending  the  adoption  of  some 
legislative  measure  as  a  remedy  for  the 
abuses  into  which  they  had  been  directed 
,to  inquire.  Now,  with  such  a  recommend- 
ation from  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
to  tell  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  House 
would  not  permit  him,  as  Chairman  of  that 
Committee,to  act  upon  itsReport,by  bring- 
ing in  a  Bill  to  remove  the  fraudulently 
elected  corporation  was,  he  must  say,  a 
most  singular  course.  He  should  give  his 
cordial  vote  for  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  reserving  to  himself  of  course  the 
right  of  fully  considering  the  details  of  the 
Bill  which  he  asked  leave  to  introduce. 

Mr.  Aglionhy  said,  he  could  fully  cor- 
roborate the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend 
as  to  the  affidavits  being  only  received  by 
the  Committee  as  primd  facie  evidence 
upon  a  question,  admitted  by  both  parties. 
It  might  be  satisfactory  to  the  House  also 
to  know  that  though  he  (Mr.  Aglionby) 
thought  the  case  required  a  stronger 
remedy  than  that  now  proposed,  the 
Committee  were  unanimous  in  their  adopt- 
ion of  the  Report  which  now  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House. 

Leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Landed  Property  op  Intestates,] 
Mr.  Ewartf  being  called  upon  by  the 
Speaker,  said,  he  understood  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Truro  intended  to  oppose  the 
Bill  which  he  was  about  to  ask  leave  to 
bring  in ;  if  so,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  avow  his  intention  openly  at 
oncCy  and  not  reserve  himself  to  overturn 
it  in  some  subsequent  stage  by  a  side-wind. 

Mr.  Tooke  certainly  was  prepared  to 
object  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  wished  to 
bring  in.  He  should  leave  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  however,  to  adopt  what- 
ever course  he  thought  fit  on  the  subject, 
merely  suggesting  to  him  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent thin  state  of  the  House,  it  was  hardly 
convenient  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of 
so  important  a  principle  as  that  which  his 
Bill  embraced. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  discuss  in  so  thin  a 
House  a  subject  which  involved  an  alter- 
ation in  all  the  principles  of  our  law  con. 
erning  property. 

VOL.  xxxn.  {s^ 


Mr.  Ewart  trusted  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  state  his  reasons  for 
the  motion  he  intended  to  make.  He 
rose  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
providing  that  (in  cases  of  intestacy  and  in 
the  absence  of  any  settlement  to  the  con- 
trary) landed  property  should,  like  per- 
sonal property,  be  equally  divided  among 
the  children  or  other  next  of  kin  of  the  de- 
ceased. His  object  was  twofold ;  first, 
simply  to  assert  the  principle  that,  when 
the  deceased  had  been  silent  as  to  the 
distribution  of  his  landed  property,  the 
law  should  not  unjustly,  in  his  opinion, 
and  even  cruelly,  presume  in  favour  of 
unequal  distribution.  His  next  object  was 
to  make  the  executor  the  channel  for  the 
conveyance  of  real,  as  he  is  now  of  per- 
sonal property.  In  France,  in  Prussia,  in 
Italy,  even  in  Austria  and  in  other  Euro- 
pean countries,  the  presumption  in  favour 
of  equal  partition  almost  universally  pre- 
vailed. He  need  not  remind  the  House 
that  the  United  States  of  America  had 
also  shaken  off  this  unjust  feudal  prin- 
ciple. He  was  aware  that  some  of  the 
opponents  of  his  measure  would  say, 
"  that  the  change  proposed  would  produce 
little  or  no  effect."  If  so,  why  maintain 
any  longer  a  principle  the  injustice  of 
which  was  not  denied ;  especially  when  he 
could  show  that,  merely  in  a  legal  point 
of  view,  the  measure  he  suggested  would 
be  attended  with  considerable  advantage  ? 
Another  class  of  opponents  of  the  measure 
would  resist  it  on  general  principles.  One 
of  their  favourite  arguments  was  this  : 
that  the  existing  law,  by  bestowing  all  the 
property  on  the  eldest  son,  threw  the  rest 
of  the  family  into  the  mass  of  the  people; 
that  thus  the  younger  branches  of  the 
aristocracy  became  a  portion  of  the  peo- 
plCy  and  were  again  implanted  in  the  soil 
from  which  they  originally  sprung.  This 
he  conceived  was  a  fallacy,  unsupported 
by  theory  and  contradicted  by  experience. 
He  would  put  it  to  this  test.  Let  the 
public  only  look  to  those  professions  which 
require  industry  and  talent  for  the  cer- 
tainty of  advancement ;  let  them  look  to 
the  eminent  profession  of  medicine,  to  the 
courts  of  law,  to  the  judicial  benches;  let 
them  turn  towards  the  mercantile  profes- 
sion; in  all  these  laborious  occupations 
they  would  find  the  appearance  of  even 
a  single  member  of  an  aristocratical 
family  the  exception,  not  the  rule- 
But  in  professions  where  patronage 
was  the  principal  means  of  advancement, 
2G 
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t«re.  Why,  Sir,  if  he  means,  that  the 
aristocracy  of  this  country  cannot  exist 
without  the  **  influence,"  derived  from 
large  masses  of  property,  which  are  accu- 
mulated under  the  present  system  in  their 
hands,  I  say  the  sooner  you  get  rid  of  the 
aristocracy  the  better.  If  they  desire  to 
influence  their  fellow  countrymen,  let 
them  obtain  that  influence  by  intelligence 
and  moral  worth :  the  influence  derived 
from  those  great  masses  of  property  which 
^re  accumulated  in  their  hands  by  the 
present  system,  is  injurious  to  the  State. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Truro  means  to 
say,  that  the  House  of  Lords  cannot  exist 
without  those  masses  of  property,  then 
the  sooner  that  House  is  got  rid  of  the 
better.  [0^,  from  Mr.  Trevor.\  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  seems  surprised  at 
that;  but  I  tell  him,  that  before  he 
descends  into  that  grave,  into  which  all 
.must  descend,  (and  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
for  many  long  years)  he  will  hear  much 
more  extravagant  declarations ;  and  if  I 
am  not  mistaken,  he  will  see  those  princi- 
ples carried  into  full  operation.  The  time 
will  inevitably  come,  when  horrible  and 
^terrifying  as  the  prospect  of  it  may  seem, 
when  large  masses  of  property  will  no 
.longer  enable  a  man  to  clog  and  control 
the  course  of  justice ;  and  when  a  man 
.will  be  regarded,  and  have  influence  on 
personal  considerations  alone.  On  these 
grounds  I  give  my  cordial  support  to  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
.of  opinion,  that  the  present  was  not  a  fit 
time  to  entertain  a  question  of  such  mag- 
i)itude,  as  that  involved  in  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool.  Dealing 
with  the  question,  even  on  the  basis  of  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool, he  did  not  concur  in  the  opinion, 
that  the  present  law  of  descent  impeded 
the  improvement  of  the  country.  He  was 
satisfied,  that  if  a  comparison  were  in- 
stituted between  the  relative  condition  of 
this  country  to  that  of  France  and  Ame- 
rica, that  test  was  one  which  would  not 
prove  the  superiority  of  those  nations  in 
this  respect  over  this  empire.  But  when 
he  perceived  the  view  which  the  hon. 
.Member  for  Bath  took  of  this  motion,  he 
.felt  the  more  strongly  impressed  with 
the  necessity  of  opposing  it.  Let  that 
hon.  Member,  instead  of  introducing  the 
momentous  question  of  the  abolition  of 
hereditary  distinctions  and  the  power  of 
the  House   of   Lords,    as    incidental    to 


this  matter,  bring  forward  a  distiDct  pro^ 
position  on  the  subject,  and  he  would  be 
prepared  to  grapple  with  it;  and  he 
trusted,  to  prove  that,  however  the  hon. 
Member  might  flatter  himself  that  there 
was  a  party  in  the  country  which  coin- 
cided with  him  on  this  subject,  his  senti- 
ments were  not  sup()orted  by  the  mass  of 
its  inhabitants,  as  they  were  represented 
in  that  House.  It  was,  in  his  opinion,  a 
false  hypothesis — it  was  an  arrant  mistake 
to  suppose  that  a  case  was  made  out  for 
the  destruction  of  one  branch  of  the 
Legislature,  solely  because  it  occasionally 
caused  irregularity  or  inconvenience,  con- 
sequences which  he  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  had  often  deplored  as 
resulting  from  the  conduct  of  that  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  but  which  were  not  to 
be  fixed  on  as  peculiar  to  tbat  institution 
alone,  but  rather  to  be  regarded  as  an  inci*- 
dent  to  which  every  human  institution  was 
subject.  On  those  grounds,  if  the  House 
went  to  a  division,  he  was  prepared  to 
oppose  the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  jiglionby :  I  rise  to  rescue  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool,  from  the 
unfair  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Every  sentence  of  that  speech  is,  not  an 
answer  to  the  motion  of  my  honorable 
Friend,  but  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath.  Now,  Sir,  I  for  one  beg  to  say, 
that  I  support  the  motion  on  far  diflferent 
grounds  from  those  which  appear  to  in- 
fluence that  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  I  protest  on  my  own  part,  and  on  the 
part  of  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Liverpool,  against  being  bound  by  any 
thing  that  has  fallen  from  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  thin  attendance  of  Members 
on  the  present  occasion  as  an  argument 
against  bringing  forward  the  motion. 
Why,  Sir,  whose  fault  is  it  that  we  have  a 
thin  House  ?  And  if  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
not  attend  and  do  their  duty,  are  other  hon. 
Members  to  be  prevented  from  voting 
according  to  their  conscientious  convic- 
tions ?  And  as  to  the  time  of  the  Session 
also,  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Truro 
alluded,  what  is  there  in  that?  I  am 
quite  sure  we  shall  have  time  amply  suffi- 
cient to  discuss  this  measure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  referred  to  the  Real  Property 
Commission,  and  said,  that  they  had  not 
recommended  the  alteration  proposed  by 
the  hon.   Member   for   Liverpool.     That 
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would  be  a  strong^  argument  certainly,  if 
founded  in  truth ;  but  the  fact  is,  that 
that  Commission  bad  no  power  to  propose 
new  laws;  their  powers  v/ete  expressly 
limited  to  revising  the  laws  which 
already  existed.  This  is  the  only  argu- 
ment which  has  been  brought  against 
my  hon.  Friend's  motion,  worth  con- 
sidering: there  is  no  foundation  in  it, 
as  I  think  the  House  will  see,  and  I 
shall,  therefore,  give  him  my  strenuous 
support. 

The  Attorney  General  observed,  that 
the  question  which  the  House  had  to  de- 
termine was,  whether  or  not  it  was  expe- 
dient that  this  Bill  should  be  introduced? 
Now,  without  entering  into  the  question 
of  the  law  of  primogeniture,  on  which  he 
bad  bestowed  much  attention,  and  on 
which  he  had  expressed  opinions  to  which 
he  still  adhered,  he  was  prepared  to  main- 
tain, that  the  public  time  might  be  much 
better  employed,  in  the  present  state  of 
the  business  of  the  House  and  the  public 
feeling  of  the  country,  than  in  discussing 
a  speculative  question  such  as  that  which 
had  been  brought  forward.  As  far  as  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
was  concerned,he  should  only  remind  him, 
that  to  effect  the  object  which  he  seemed 
desirous  of  seeing  attained,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  go  further  than  he  proposed, 
namely,  to  destroy  the  power  of  making 
marriage  settlements  and  wills,  because 
whilst  that  subsisted,  there  was  no  means 
of  preventing  property  from  being  accu- 
mulated, and  by  a  certain  portion  of  the 
community,  and  transmitted  to  their  heirs. 
With  respect  to  the  object  of  this  Bill,  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool, 
it  would,  in  his  opinion,  produce  no  effect. 
What  was  proposed  by  it  ?  To  have  the 
real  property  of  a  roan  who  died  intestate 
divided  amongst  his  heirs  equally.  But  in 
ninety-oine  cases  out  of  every  100,re9l  pro- 
perty was  disposed  of  either  by  settlement 
or  will.  As  to  the  example  of  France,  with 
r^rd  to  primogeniture,  be  trusted  it  was 
one  which  would  n^ver  be  followed  by  this 
country.  As  he  had  already  said,  thin 
was  a  very  inopportooe  occasion  for  dis- 
coning  the  pnociple  of  primogeniture, 
wbeo  so  many  subjects  of  pressing  import- 
ance dairoed  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
He  was  lately  asked  by  several  boo.  Mem- 
befs,  when  he  meant  to  introduce  a  mea- 
sure for  doing  away  with  the  defects  to 
which  the  franchise  of  the  country,  io  its 
pieseat  slate,  was  siibjecU  He  hoped,  with 


the  assistance  of  his  noble  Friend  near 
him  (Lord  John  Russell),  soon  to  be  able 
to  do  so ;  and  that  was  an  improvement 
which  it  was  much  more  desirable  to  en- 
deavour to  effect,  than  to  spend  the  public 
time  in  the  discussion  of  an  abstract  ques- 
tion such  as  that  now  before  the  House. 

Sir  Robert  Inglia  was  happy,  after  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  to 
hear  the  speeches  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Attorney-General.  It 
was  not  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  but  the  cheers  with  which  it  was  re- 
ceived, that  made  it  right  that  it  should  be 
replied  to  by  a  Member  of  the  Government, 
and  the  law  advisers  of  the  Crown.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  left  no  doubt 
either  of  his  wish,  or  of  his  object,  should 
his  life  be  prolonged.  One  object  was  the 
practical  annihilation  of  one  branch  of  the 
Legislature.  He  saw  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  nodded  assent.  Then  the  present 
question  was  not  whether  they  would  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool,  but 
whether  they  would  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  ?  The  commentator  was  of 
equal  authority  with  the  author.  The  real 
question  was,  whether  the  House  of  Lords 
was  to  be  overthrown  and  destroyed  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  must  go  further 
than  the  proposed  Bill,  and  he  meant  to 
go  further,  because  if  he  did  not,  how 
could  he  prevent  the  accumulation  of 
property  in  the  hands  of  eldest  sons  ? 
When  he  entered  the  House,  he  thought 
it  scarcely  possible  that  such  a  question 
should  be  discussed  in  such  a  House.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  reject  the  mo- 
tion. 

Colonel  Thompson  sai<l,  the  mention  of 
the  House  of  Lords  originated  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Truro,  though  they  now 
sought  to  turn  it  to  the  disadvantage  of 
his  side  of  the  House.  He  thought  he 
could  prove  that  this  question  was  not  un- 
important in  the  public  opinion  of  the 
people  cf  England.  He  was  lately  in  a 
large  assembly  of  the  intelligent  citizens  of 
a  populous  commercial  town,  who  called 
on  him  to  discourse  to  them  on  a  political 
subject;  and  when  the  subject  was  an- 
nounced, what  was  it  but  tnis  of  primo- 
geniture. He  did  so,  and  he  found  a  per- 
suasion in  their  minds  that  the  effect  of  the 
system  of  primogeniture  was  to  concentrate 
power  in  the  eldest  branches  of  families,  to 
enable  them  to  support  the  junior  branches 
at  the  public  expense*  It  was  supposed 
that  great  peril  and  danger  oisgbt  arise 
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from  the  portioDiDg  of  hnded  properly. 
He  bad  given  the  subject  the  best  coosi- 
deration  in  his  power,  and  could  not  see 
any  cause  of  alarm.  If  the  division  of 
landed  property  was  carried  on»  as  in  some 
parts  of  France,  till  some  of  the  proprietors 
were  as  poor  as  the  cotters  in  Ireland,  the 
only  result  would  be,  that  these  proprietors 
would  be  poor  without  hard  work,  while 
the  Irish  were  poor  with  hard  work. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor :  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  was  pleased  to 
wish  me  lengthened  days»  for  which  4  am 
extremely  obliged  to  him;  but  I  roust  say, 
that  long  as  my  life  may  be,  I  ho|ie  I  shall 
never  sit  on  the  same  benches  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  shall  certainly  most 
strongly  oppose  the  present  motion,  for, 
though  I  am  scarcely  surprised  at  any 
thing  which  emanates  from  the  opposite 
side,  yet  I  own  I  was  not  prepared  for  so 
monstrous  and  extravagant  a  proposition 
as  this ;  and  one  which  would  involve  the 
whole  landed  property  of  the  country  in 
chaoe  and  confusion. 

Mr.  JVarburton  said,  it  was  most  un. 
warrantable  to  oppose  the  introduction  of 
a  measure  solely  on  the  ground  of  the  good 
or  evil  effects  which  an  hon.  Member 
might  anticipate  from  its  being  carried  into 
a  law.  On  the  same  principle  that  this 
measure  was  opposed — namely,  the  opin- 
ion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  that  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  dividing  the 
wealth  and  diminishing  the  power  of  the 
aristocracy — the  change  in  the  law  when 
fines  and  recoveries  were  first  allowed, 
might  have  been  resisted.  No  alteration 
was  better  calculated  than  that  to  spread 
the  wealth  of  the  aristocracy  ;  and  surely 
no  measure  could  be  devised  which  was 
more  likely  to  have  the  effect  of  lessening 
their  power  than  the  Reform  Bill.  These 
changes  were,  however,  effected,  notwith* 
standing  the  prophecies  which  some  ex- 
pressed of  their  injurious  consequences. 
So  in  like  manner  should  Parliament  sanc- 
tion the  present  motion  if  it  were  consi- 
dered likely  to  prove  beneficial. 

The  Solicitor  General  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last,  that  the 
House  should  not  be  deterred  from  enter- 
taining the  c<msideration  of  a  measure  of 
salutary  reform,  solely  on  the  grouitd  that 
$omfi  hon.  Members  presaged  that  evils 
would  result  from  its  passing.  But  he 
was  unprepared  to  sanction  a  measure 
which  would  be  inefficient  and  mischiev- 
(m»  by  giving  U  the  name  of  a  rejiniip. 


The  measure  would,  in  his  opinion^  be 
perfectly  nugatory,  [/fear,  hear].  He  un«* 
derstood  the  meaning  of  that  cheer,  which 
was  this^-*'  if  the  measure  be  nugatory, 
why  not  allow  it  to  pass?*'  That  was  cer- 
tainly a  crude  system  of  legislation  which 
the  hon.  Member  seemed  anxious  to  have 
adopted,  and  which  was  grounded  on  this 
argument,  '*  because  this  measure  ia  not 
likely  to  have  any  effect,  therefore  you  ave 
bound  to  vote  for  it."  It  was  unqnestioo- 
able,  that,  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  every 
one  hundred,  property  was  not  regulated  by 
the  law  of  the  land,  but  by  a  law  of  the 
individual's  own  creation,  in  the  disposal 
of  his  property  either  by  will,  by  leasei  or 
bond,  or  by  some  such  process,  by  which 
he  distributed  his  property.  It  was  said 
that  in  Kent,  where  this  equal  partition  of 
landed  property  existed,  the  distribution 
was  smaller  than  in  Northumberland.  So 
it  was ;  but  not  smaller  than  in  Surrey, 
where  there  was  an  influx  of  small  capital, 
which  was  employed  in  the  purchase  of 
small  estates.  It  was  said,  that  the  mea- 
sure  was  required,  but  to  show  how  little 
the  public  thought  of  the  s^ject  generally, 
he  might  mention  that  there  was  at  the 
moment  a  Bill  on  the  table  for  the  total 
annihilation  of  gavel-kind  throughout  the 
kingdom  (not  even  excepting  the  county 
of  Kent,  in  which  the  system  of  participa- 
tion now  exclusively  prevailed),  and  up  to 
the  present  hour,  not  one  petition  had  been 
presented  against  it.  Upon  every  consi- 
deration of  the  question  he  felt  called  upon 
to  resist  the  motion. 

Mr.  William  Smith  0*Brien  thought 
the  best  course  would  be  to  meet  the 
Motion  with  an  amendment  of  the  pre- 
vious question,  which  he  accordingly  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  Jervis  seconded  the  amendment. 

On  the  question  being  put  from  the 
Chair, 

Mr.  Grote  said,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  by  far  the  greater  portion  gf 
the  observations  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Troro  were  totally  unconnected 
with  the  question  at  issue.  If  the  discus- 
sion had  been  diverted  from  the  intention 
of  its  originator  into  a  question  aa  to  the 
bearings  and  inferences,  whether  favour- 
able or  unfavourable,  of  the  contemplated 
measure  upon  the  aristocracy  of  the  coun- 
try, it  was  the  hon.  Member  to  whom  be 
alluded,  and  not  the  hon.  Membec  for 
Bath,  who  first  set  that  example.    Fro«a 

the  ftuppofitiQn  thftt  tb«  hon.  Menbei  for 
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Liferpool  contemplated  aoy  such  discus- 
tiott  ai  likely  to  originate  from  his  motion 
be  entirely  acquitted  him,  and  he  could 
not  refratn  finom  observing,  that  much 
tojoitiee  had  been  done  him  by  the  attri- 
bnUng  an  expectation  of  the  kind.  Hav* 
lag  said  so  much,  in  justice  to  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  had  to  beg  tbe  attention  of  the 
House  while  he  said  a  word  or  two  upon 
the  general  question  thus  brought  under 
notice.  Had  he  any  hope  that  the  sub- 
ject would  be  again  brought  under  notice 
during  the  Session,  he  would  not  now  have 
troubled  the  House,  but  as  the  observations 
which  had  fallen  from  the  Members  of  the 
Government  held  out  no  such  prospect, 
he  Mt  called  upon  to  take  the  opportu- 
nity now  offered  of  expressing  his  cordial 
acquiescence  in  the  principle  upon  which 
the  proposed  measure  was  founded.  That 
the  law  of  the  land  should  be  made  closely 
to  follow  those  principles  which  accorded 
best  with  justice,  was  a  self- evident  pro- 
position. Now  he  must  say,  that  if,  by  the 
operation  of  any  law,  the  whole  of  a  man's 
property  was  handed  over  to  one  child  to 
tbe  exclusion  of  others,  that  law  was 
altogether  irreconcileable  with  any  view 
of  either  justice  or  equity.  This  was  the 
principle  upon  which  he  supported  the 
motion,  and  although,  in  ninety-nine  cases 
out  of  a  hundred,  it  might  prove  inopera- 
tive, if  from  no  other  motive  than  an 
unwillingness  to  suffer  so  glaring  an 
infringement  of  domestic  justice  to  have 
the  sanction  of  the  law,  he  would  continue 
to  do  so  upon  every  occasion,  and  in 
whatever  shape  the  subject  might  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
But  it  was  not  to  intestate  cases  alone 
that  be  intended  his  observations  to  apply. 
He  was  anxious  that  in  all  cases  an  equal 
participation  of  property  should  take  place, 
and  he  derived  an  additional  inducement 
to  support  bis  hon.  Friend's  Bill,  in  the 
expectation  that  its  enactments  might  set 
an  example  to  all  fotbers  in  the  disposal 
of  their  effects.  Where  a  preference  was 
given  in  any  degree  by  a  testator,  the 
fiimily  invariably  became  divided  by  do- 
mestic fends  and  bickering^.  If  for  no 
other  reason, he  would  be  inclined  certainly 
to  support  any^meaaare  calculated  to  dis- 
continne,  if  not  prohibit,  the  continuance 
of  that  practice.  Such  being  his  opinion, 
at  Id  the  principle  upon  which  his  hon. 
PricnA's  motion  was  based,  it  was  scarcely 
Becasaary  fbr  him  in  conclnsion  to  observe, 
Ili0l  il  fafi  bit  eatira  i(fBi|iiieac<iice»  and  in 


the  event  of  a  division,  should  meet  with 
bis  support. 

'Mr.  ViUiers  observed,  that  settlements 
generally  followed  the  law.  The  law 
declared,  that  land  should  descend  to  the 
eldest  sons,  and  that  personal  properhr 
should  be  distributed  equally  amongst  all 
the  children.  That  this  was  the  manner 
in  which  property  was  generally  settled 
the  Solicitor  General  could  not  deny.  This 
proved,  that  the  law  influenced  public 
opinion  in  matters  of  settlement,  and 
therefore  he  did  not  consider  it  wholly 
inoperative.  In  case  of  a  division^  the 
motion  should  have  his  vote. 

Lord  John  Russell  rose  chiefly  in  conse- 
quence of  the  amendment  of'^  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clare,  and  the  observations 
subsequently  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
London,  to  address  a  few  observations  to  the 
House.  He  thought  it  was  already  clearly 
proved  by  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown* 
that  if  they  fairly  considered  the  Bill 
which  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  bring 
in,  it  would  be  found  inoperative  in  ninety- 
nine  out  of  100  of  the  cases  it  was  intended 
to  meet.  Now,  this  fact  he  looked  upon 
as  being  in  itself  quite  sufficient  to  justify 
his  opposition  to  the  proposition.  He 
could  not,  howeyer,  so  meet  the  hon. 
Member  for  London.  That  hon.  Member's 
argument,  if  he  understood  it  rightly,  was 
to  the  effect,  that  although  the  Bill  might 
be  found  inoperative,  it  would  be  advisable 
to  have  a  legislative  declaration,  that  the 
law  of  the  land  as  it  now  stood,  with 
respect  to  the  succession  of  property,  was 
unjust.  Now,  that  was  the  very  conclu- 
sion to  which  he  did  not  wish  to  come. 
There  we|«  now  two  propositions  before 
the  House.  There  was  in  the  first  place 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  to  bring  in  a  Bill  which  it  was 
proved  would  be  inoperative^  and  there 
was  the  further  proposition  for  making 
a  declaration  which,  without  in  any  way 
remedying  the  defect,  would,  ipso  facto, 
proclaim  the  present  law  relating  to  suc- 
cessions to  be  an  unjust  one.  Now  could 
the  Government  stop  at  such  a  point-* 
could  the  Legislature  stop  at  such  a  point } 
In  his  opinion,  if  the  House  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  London,  in  declaring 
the  existing  law  of  descent  of  property  to 
the  eldest  son  an  injustice,  it  would  be 
obliged,  as  a  consequence,  to  do  that  which 
the  French  people  had  compelled  the 
French  Chamber  of  Deputies  to  do-*^ 
namehrj  to  pass  a  law  taking  fmia  tke 
Cslher'of  a  fimilx  the  power  eC  cenMnklBig 
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Captain  Pech^U  perfectly  concurred  in 
the  propriety  of  such  an  enactment.  From 
what  he  had  so  often  witnessed  of  the 
Oyster  Fishery  on  the  Coast  of  Sussex 
and  Hampshire,  he  was  convinced  some 
measure  (^  the  kind  was  necessary.  He 
felt  convinced  that  by  it  the  interests  of 
our  military  marine^  and  the  maritime 
strength  of  the  country  would  be  pro- 
motea. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Russia  Company.']  Mr.  Hume  rose  to 
move  for  Returns  of  the  Dues  paid  to  the 
Russian  Company  of  Merchants  trading  to 
Petersburg  and  elsewhere,  on  Russian 
produce,  imported  into  this  country,  with 
Copies  of  the  Charter  of  the  Russian  Com- 
pany, the  Duties  payable  on  admission 
into  the  Company  by  Merchants  enrolled, 
and  the  Rules  existing  for  the  conduct  of 
the  affairs  of  the  Russian  Company.  The 
duties  levied  on  Russian  produce,  imported 
were,  under  the  direction  of  the  Russian 
Incorporated  Company,  a  species  of  anti- 
quated system  of  monopoly,  which  it  was 
high  time  the  Government  should  abro- 
gate. There  was  one  striking  inconsist- 
ency in  the  present  system,  which  was, 
that  the  Charter  only  extended  to  the 
ports  of  old  Russia ;  so  that  imports  from 
her  new  acquisition  of  territory  were — 
though  these  ports  were  fully  one-half  of 
all  the  Russian  Ports — exempt  from  con- 
trol of  the  Russian  Company.  And 
another  anomaly  was^  that  these  dues  were 
not  allowed  by  the  Act  of  Incorporation 
to  be  levied  on  Russian  imports  into  ports 
of  Ireland  and  Scotland.  Many  oaths 
were  required  by  the  regulations  of  the 
Company,  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
the  property  as  Russian  property,  which 
ought  now  at  once  to  be  abolished.  He 
hoped  to  have  the  assent  of  the  present 
enlightened  Government  to  a  future  mea- 
sure, which  should  abolish  these  dues,  and 
bring  back  this  trade  to  the  sound  prin. 
eiple  which  was  now  so  properly  acted 
upon  with  respect  to  other  branches  of  our 
commerce  He  concluded  by  moving  for 
tiie  Returns  already  mentioned,  which 
were  granted. 

MsTBOPOLiTAN  PoLicB.]  Mr.  HWme 
move  for  Returns  of  the  expense  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan and  City  Police  Establishments 
for  the  last  year.  He  had  been  one  of  a 
Committee  which  sat  upon  the  subject  of 
the  police  force  for  two  years,  and  he  had 
been  happy  to  join  that  Committee  in  its 
approbation  of  the  constitution  and  effici- 


ency of  that  foro^  being  himself  a  friend 
to  the  great  principle  of  conaolidalioa  in 
these  institutions.  He  had«  however,  since 
made  representations  which,  ho  believed 
would,  if  followed  up*  have  saved  a  con* 
siderable  portion  of  the  200,000/.  which 
this  body  of  men-i-4bOOO  men  at  present-* 
cost  the  public.  It  was  singular  that, 
after  the  admitted  advantages  derivable 
from  the  centralization  and  eonsolidatioa 
of  the  police  force  in  the  Metropplii^ 
there  should  be  a  force,  namely— -the 
Mounted  Patrole,  which  was  not  subject 
to  the  Metropolitan  Police  Commiscdoners^ 
but  was  governed  and  controlled  by  a  set 
of  Magistrates,  the  most  active  of  whom 
was  a  clerk  of  the  Home  Office*  There 
were  no  less  than  nine  police  officers 
whose  appointment  devolved  to  the  Magia- 
trates  including  the  River  Thames  District. 
The  consequence  was,  there  was  a  constant 
jealousy  between  the  Magistrates'  police 
and  the  Metropolitan,  which  too  often  dis- 
played itself  to  the  interruption  of  justice, 
and  in  a  departure  from  that  line  of  cordial 
co-operation  which  it  was  anticipated 
would  have  been  the  result  of  facing  the 
whole  police  force  under  one  controlling 
authority.  If  this  were  remedied  he 
thought  the  expense  of  three  or  four 
hundred  men  might  be  saved,  and  there 
would  be  no  occasion  to  vote  the  usual  grant 
of  60,000/.  yearly  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  Owing  to  the  jealousy  of  the  City 
authorities,  there  was  some  difficulty  in 
coming  at  the  amount  of  charge  made  to 
the  public  for  the  City  Police;  but  he 
hoped,  that  as  the  City  would  probably  be 
brought  this  Session  under  the  same  whole- 
some  regulations  as  other  Corporations 
throughout  the  country,  those  difficulties 
would  vanish,  and  no  opposition  would  be 
offered  to  the  project  of  coDsolidation  an4 
uniform  control.  The  hon.  Member 
moved  for  Returns  of  the  expense  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police,  the  City  Police,  the 
Mounted  Patrole,  and  the  Regulations  of 
th.e  Police  Officers,  with  the  fines  and  fees 
levied  thereon  for  the  last  year. 

Sir  Thomoi  Freemantle  should  not 
object  to  the  motion  of  the  hon*  Member 
for  Middlesex,  though  ho  entertained  some 
doubts  as  to  the  possibility  of  obtaining 
part  of  the  information  sought,  particularly 
as  regarded  the  police  of  the  city  of  Lon- 
don. He  admitted,  that  it  was  most  de- 
sirable that  the  whole  police  force  of  the 
metropolis  should  be  under  oae  head. 

Mr.  Charlei  Ron  expressed  his  grali- 
ficatioR  at  the  manner  in  which  tiie  Foiice 
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Bill  had  oparaUd,  and  ibougbt  thai  it  was 
moat  desirable  tbat  the  ofiBcers  at  the 
head  of  the  establisbmeDt  should  have  the 
power  of  granting  gratuilous  rewards  and 
pensions  to  persons  belonging  to  the  force 
who  had  conducted  ibemselves  in  a  manner 
to  entitle  themselves  to  such  distinctions. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  ExiAequer  entirely 
concurred,  that  the  principle  of  remune- 
ration ought  to  be  extended ;  and  it  was 
most  satisfactory  to  him  to  find,  however 
persons  might  have  differed  in  opinion  as 
to  the  propriety  of  establishing  the  present 
system  of  police,  that  all  parties  now  bore 
testimony  to  the  admirable  manner  in 
which  the  force  performed  their  duties. 
He  believed  the  conduct  of  the  Commis- 
sioners at  the  head  of  it  had  been  such  as 
to  give  entire  satisfaction. 

Colonel  Sibthorp,  having  opposed  the 
Bill  for  the  establishment  of  the  new  police, 
said  he  should  feel  ashamed  of  himself  if 
he  did  not  now  stand  forward  and  bear 
his  testimony  to  the  very  valuable  services 
performed  by  the  force ;  and  he  would  say 
that  more  able  men  than  the  Commis- 
sioners did  not  exist. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  apprehended  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  the 
returns  from  the  City  of  London,  as  al- 
luded to  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  because  all 
Municipal  Corporations  were  bound  to 
obey  the  orders  of  that  House.  He  begged 
to  ask  the  Members  of  the  Gov&oment 
whether^  because  he  understood  some  such 
decision  had  been  come  to  with  respect  to 
the  constabulary  of  Ireland,  it  was  true 
that  officers  on  half-pay,  who  were  to  be 
employed  in  that  •  force  were  not  to  be 
allowed  to  receive  their  half-pay?  How- 
ever this  might  be,  he  trusted  that  any 
rule  established  in  this  respect  would  be 
general,  both  as  regarded  England  and 
Ireland. 

The  Returns  were  ordered. 

Sv?Pi.T — OaDNAHCE.]  On  bringing  up 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  Hume  took  the  opportunity  of 
protesting  against  the  whole  system  of  the 
Ordnance  Establishment.  The  OrdoaDce 
estimates  amount  to  the  sumof  l,46d»449/., 
but  they  include,  for  the  Commissartaty  a 
vote  of  141,417iL,  which  is  to  be  deducted, 
because  that  sum  is  expended  by  the 
Treasury,  and  is  not  in  any  other  way 
involved  in  the  Ordnance  accounts.  The 
money,  tl^refore,    that    is    wanted    for 


And  the  analysis  of  the  estimates,  which 
he  would  read,  would  better  show  what  this 
money  was  required  for,  than  the  compli- 
cated and  greatly  involved  printed  esti- 
mates of  the  Ordnance.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber accordingly  read  the  following  state- 
ment :-» 

1 ,  For  the  pay  and  expenses  of  the  whole  of 
the  Artillery  and  Engineer  Forces,  except 
the  cost  of  their  clothing,  which  is  included 
in  the  vote  for  the  general  provision  of  stores, 
viz. : — 

Pay  of  artillery,  engineers,  &c. 
(including  agency)        .    £369,632 

Extra  pay  and  allowances  to 
commanding  officers,  adju- 
tants, &c.  .  1,773 

Pay  of  medical  establishments    10,129 

Allowance  to  civil  surgeons    .        728 

Medicines,  wines,  &c.,  for 
artillery  hospitals  .      2,109 

Recruiting  expenses  .        2,000 

Purchase  of  horses  .        3,340 

Sundry  expenses,  under  the 
head  of  allowance  for  beer, 
hire  of  carriages,  travelling 
and  passage-money,  allow- 
ance to  messes  of  regiments, 
for  wine,  &c;     •  .        22,991 

419,701 

2.  For  repairs  of  fortifications, 
including  all  expenses  of 
management,  riz. : — 

Ordnance  works  and  repairs    £66,641 
Extra  pay  to  engineers  for  su- 
perintending them  .        12,337 
Pay  of  clerks  o^T  works,  <ce.        16,903 


3.  B&rrack  department,  inclu- 
ding all  expenses  of  manage- 
ment, vis. : — 

Buildings  and  repairs  of  bar- 
rack  (infantry,  cavalry,  and 
artillery)  .  .         £121,526 

Extra  pay  to  engineers  super- 
intending them  .        •     12,337 

Pay  of  clerks  of  works,  &c.        16,903 

Barrack  masters'  expenditure, 
supposed  to  be  fbr  feel  for 
troops  generally  •    51,441 

Pay  to  barrack  masters  and 
barrack  seijeuts  .    40,445 

Barrack  law  expenses^  travelling 
ezpenses>advertisemeBts,&£.  2,380 

Rents  in  Ureat  Britain,  Ire* 
land,  and  abroad         .        •    7,101 

Purchase  of  lands,  &c.    •        .    5,000 


95,881 


4.  Survey  of  counties 

5.  Miscellaneous    expenses. 


■259,546 
53,000 


VIZ. : — 


Bronzing  arms        »        •        • 
Advertisements,  travelling  ex« 
peases,  passage  isoney,  fee* 


1,768 
9^1t 
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AUeraiioDS  oC  Bto^e-ho^s«s  at 

Tower         ....  £3^005 

General  law  expenses     •        •    2,250 

Postages         ....    2,400 

Allowance  to  two  draftsmen  for 

plansy&c 500 


6*  For    the  computed  cost  of 
all  the  stores  that  will  be  requi- 
red for  twelve  months  —viz. ; 
Ordnance 
stores  £60,000 
Beddingl6,  00 
Gt.coats15,  00 
Artillery 
I  clothing  19,780 
Packing  and  freight  of  stores 


19,435 


Provision 
for  the  pur-^ 
chase  of 
stores  .  . 


••  • 

:1 


110,780 


4,000 


114,780 
9,000 


7.  For  boards'  salaries  for  general  su- 
perintendence 

8»  Clerks'  salaries  for  checking,  de- 
liveries of  stores,  and  keeping  and 
examining  accounts — viz. : — 

Clerks'  salaries — Pall-mall,  Tower,  and 
Dublin      ....     58,096 

Clerks'  allowance  for  rent,  Sec, 

and  for  coals  and  candles         1,567 

Clerk  in  Store  Department  at 

Woolwich  ,        .        .       8,181 

Clerks'  allowance  for  making 

inventories  •         .        763 

Varies  at'' f?°^^^"^^^3'«^M 
lares  at    .  jreiand       2,152  Ul, 668 

out    sla.    U|,road     25,626] 110,295 

tions  ^  J 

9.  For  superannuations,  viz. : — 
Clerks'  superannuations  62,939 
Military  ditto              .             .  96,678 

10.  For  pay  of  labourers  and 
artificers,  viz. — 

At  the  Tower  and  Woolwich  28,237 
Home  stations  in  England  23,100 
In  Ireland  and  abroad        •        24,694 


76,031 
Crew  of  vessels  employed   in 
removing  powder  •        1,746 


Total 
Add  Commissariat  expenditure 


80,777 

£1,322,032 
141,417 


Total        .  £  J  ,463,449 

After  having  called  the  atteDtion  of  the 
Hoase  to  each  of  these  heads  of  expendi- 
ture, the  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
contend,  that  all,  with  the  exception  per- 
haps of  the  charge  for  the  survey  of 
counties,  upon  which  he  had  nothing 
to  say,  might,  under  proper  management, 
be  materially  reduced.  He  complained 
especially  of  the  charge  for  extra  pay  and 
allowances  for  commanding  officers, 
adjutants,  &c.,  in  the  Engineer  and  Artil- 
lery department,  and  of  the  extra  pay  to 


Engineers  for  superintending  the  repairs 
of  fortifications.  The  charge  for  Ordnance 
works  and  repairs  amounted  to  66,641/. ; 
the  extra  pay  to  Engineers,  for  superintend* 
ing  these  works  amounted  to  12,337/., 
being  a  charge  of  not  less  than  18J  per 
cent,  upon  the  whole  cost  of  the  works. 
But  the  most  prodigal  expenditure  of 
which  he  complained  did  not  cease  here, 
for  in  the  next  item  he  found  a  charge  of 
not  less  than  16,903/.  for  the  clerks  of 
works,  &c.,  being  at  the  enormous  rate  of 
25  per  cent,  on  the  whole,  cost  of  the 
works.  Thus  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
expense  of  superintending,  managing,  and 
conducting  the  works  and  repairs  going 
on  in  the  Ordnance  department  amounted 
altogether  to  not  less  than  43  2-5th8  per 
cent  on  the  whole  cost  of  those  works  and 
repairs.  Of  this  he  thought  there  was 
great  reason  to  complaiu.  In  the  barrack 
department,  again,  the  extra  pay  to 
engineers  and  clerks  of  works  amounted 
to  29,240/.,  being  at  the  rate  of  24  per 
cent,  on  the  whole  cost  of  the  works  for 
the  prosecution  of  which  a  vote  of  12 1 ,526/. 
had  been  taken.  Then  there  was  a  charge 
of  1 10,295/.  for  the  salaries  of  clerks,  who 
were  merely  employed  to  check  the  de- 
livery of  stores,  and  to  keep  and  examine 
accounts.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that,under  a  proper  system  of  management, 
the  amount  of  this  charge  might  be  reduced 
by  at  least  two- thirds.  He,  indeed,  had 
always  been  of  opinion  that  the  store 
department  of  the  Ordnance  ought  to  be 
abolished,  because  he  was  satisfied  that 
there  were  no  stores  necessary  which  could 
not  much  better  be  supplied,  as  they  were 
wanted,  by  contract.  On  the  whole,  he 
regretted  that  the  Government,  having  had 
a  whole  year  to  consider  of  the  matter, 
had  not  carried  their  reductions 
further. 

Sir  A.  Leith  Hay  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  was  founded  on  calcolatioos 
which  he  believed  to  be  very  incorrect,  and 
if  brought  forward  in  practice  would  not  be 
at  all  beneficial  to  the  public  service.  The 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  respect- 
ing the  Engineer  corps  were  strikingly 
inconsistent.  On  the  one  hand,  he  com- 
plained they  were  parsimoniously  and 
badly  treated,  and  on  the  other  of  the 
amount  of  expenditure  lavished  on  the 
department.  Under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  country,  the  Ministers  had  brought 
forward  estimates  with  the  strictest  regard 
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to  efficiency  and  economy.  Disposed 
as  be  was  to  admit  the  good  intentions 
and  the  zeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex y  he  was  on  the  present  occasion 
obliged  to  question  both  the  judicious 
tendency  and  the  correctness  of  his  obser* 
vattons. 

Colonel  Anson  questioned  the  propriety 
of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  for  getting  rid  altogether  of 
the  accumulation  of  stores.  He  was 
happy y  however,  to  6nd  that  one  channel 
had  been  opened  to  that  end  in  the  outlet 
which  Spain  presented,  and  hoped  that 
the  hon«  Member's  support  would  be 
obtained  to  render  the  remainder  more 
effective  by  the  application  of  a  small  vote 
in  furtherance  of  the  adaptation  of  the  per- 
cussion principle  to  the  small  arms  at  pre- 
sent in  the  stores. 

Report  brought  up  and  agreed  to. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  April  13,  1836. 

HimvrmaJ}  BOk.  Rod  a  Moond  time t-^diool Rooms; 
Land  Tax  CommiaioiMn  Namei. 

PeCitioDs  prcMoted.  By  aereral  Mbmbbbb,  ftom  yirioos 
Plaoei,  ibr  Uie  Better  OlaerTaiioe  of  the  SMmih^Bj  Mr. 
B4INB8,  ftom  Meidunti  of  Leeds  and  HaUlkx,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Tax  on  Marine  Inaunmcei ;  and  ftom  Carl> 
ton,  Ibr  the  Revision  of  the  Criminal  Code— By  Sir  E. 
KitATCHBiTLX.,  fltom  the  Eastern  DivisioD  of  Kent,  in 
flivour  of  the  Tithes'  Commutation  BilU-By  Mr.  T. 
Attwood,  Aom  Birmingham,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty 
on  Newspapers. — ^By  Mr.  Wf  uca,  ftom  Weymouth,  Mel- 
eombe  Rci^,  and  the  Coiporstioa  of  Unoohi,  for  the 
Abolition  of  Flogging  in  the  Army  and  Navy.^ — By  C^itain 
Pbcbxll,  ftom  Brighton  and  Bognor,  fbr  the  Repeal  of 
the  Window4aac.— By  the  Attohimy  GnrinsL,  ftom  the 
Piovost,  Magistrates,  and  Town  Coundl  of  Edinboxgh, 
that  the  Paoe  of  the  Northern  MaU  may  be  aooelemtedt 
and  ftom  Solicitors  at  Birmingham,  that  a  Clanse  may  be 
Introduced  into  the  Municipal  CorporationB  Act,  conferring 
a  County  Vbteoo  all  Penons  havfaig  an  Estate  of  suflleient 
▼alue  and  duration  without  retoenoe  to  any  Vote  eqjoyed 
by  himself  or  any  other  Penon  in  respect  to  the  said 
Property. 

Thb  Attornetb'  Tax.3  The  Attorney 
General,  seeing  his  risht  hon.  Friend  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  in  his  place, 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  drawing 
his  attention  to  a  petition  which  he  held  in 
his  hand,  from  a  society  of  solicitors  in 
Edinburgh,  complaining  of  being  obliged  to 
pay  an  annual  tax  of  10^  for  being  per- 
mitted to  practice.  He  perfectly  agreed 
with  the  petitioners,  that  it  was  a  very 

great  grievance  that  professors  of  the  law 
lould  be  called  on  to  pay  a  tax  which 
which  was  not  required  from  any  other  of 
the  learned  professions.   He  could  not  con« 


oeive  the  justice  of  attorneys  being  oUiged 
to  pay  a  sum  of  10/.,  some  of  whom  don't 
make  10^.,  while  barristers  and  others  are 
altogether  exempted.  He  doubted  much 
whether  the  community  derived  any  ad« 
vantage  from  this  tax,  and  he  trusted  the 
T^^ht  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the  case 
of  the  petitioners  into  his  serious  oonsidera- 
tion,  and  release  them  from  the  operation 
of  this  tax. 

Sir  George  Clerk  was  glad  to  find  that 
the  case  of  the  attorneys  was  brought  under 
attention  by  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  but  particularly  by  the 
right  hon.  the  Attorney  General ;  and  he 
hoped  they  would  be  successful  in  inducing 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  alter  and  remit 
the  tax.  He  (Sir  George  Clerk)  could  not 
conceive  why  there  should  be  any  distinc- 
tion between  the  attorneys  in  London  and 
in  the  country*  In  London  the  solicitors 
pay  lOL,  and  in  the  country  only  8/.,  and 
they  had  the  advantage  of  going  to  the 
Stamp-office,  and  receiving  a  liberal  dis- 
count on  stamps;  while  the  Edinburgh 
attorney,  though  paying  a  like  sum,  had  no 
such  advantage  afforded  to  him.  He  there- 
fore trusted,  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  not  disposed  to  remit  this 
tax,  he  would,  at  least,  place  those  solicitors 
in  the  county  and  city  of  Edinburgh  on  the 
same  footing  with  the  English  solicitors 
and  those  practising  in  the  Four  Courts, 
Dublin. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  time  for  discussing  the  subject 
would  be  when  the  Stamp  Act  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  However, 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  there 
were  taxes  that  pressed  much  more  strongly 
on  the  attention  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  the  present  moment  than  that  com- 
plained of  in  the  petition  presented  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  Until  a  petition  on  the 
subject  was  sent  forward  by  the  clients  of 
the  attorneys,  he  thought  any  applications 
would  have  but  little  weight;  as  it  was 
out  of  their  pockets  that  the  tax  ulti» 
mately  came.  However,  the  difference  be- 
tween the  London  and  country  practitioners 
was  worthy  of  consideration,  and  it  should 
receive  attention  when  the  subject  of  the 
Stamp  Acts  came  to  be  reconsidered.  It 
would,  however,  surprise  hon.  Members  if 
they  were  to  know  how  the  Government 
were  assailed  by  conflicting  applications  on 
this  head.  The  young  attorneys  were  de- 
sirous for  an  annual  tax,  and  a  reduction  of 
the  tax  on  coming  into  the  profession ;  and 
the  old  members  were  desirous  for  a  high 
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iax  on  i^ing  into  tbe  pfofeuion.    If  tihe 
tax  were  repealed^  he  bad  no  doubt  bat 
that  it  wonfd  be  puttins  so  much  money 
into  the  pockets  of  the  flofieiton. 
Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Tka  Duties.]  In  answer  to  a  question 
from  Mr.  Hastie, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  he  was  anxious  to  put  the  House  and 
the  public  in  possession  of  the  facts  relating 
to  recent  ex-parte  applications  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Tea  Duties^  in  order  to  avoid 
the  inconvenience  that  might  otherwise 
aiise.  In  the  Bill  passed  last  year,  the 
graduated  scale  of  duties  upon  tea  was  put 
an  end  to  after  the  1st  of  July  of  the  pre- 
sent year:  the  result  would  be,  that  lower- 
priced  tea,  such  as  Bohea,  would  be  intro- 
duced into  consumption  after  the  Ist  of 
July,  subject  to  a  duty  of  2s.  Id.  per  lb., 
instead  of  a  duty  of  U.6d.  per  lb.  He 
beJieved,  that  the  quantity  of  Bohea  in  this 
country  had  greatly  accumulated,^  and 
infinitely  exceeded  the  amount  originally 
calculated  upon.  It  was  now  ten  mil- 
lions of  pounds,  and  it  was  probable 
that  there  would  be  ten  millions  of 
pounds  more  before  the  Ist  of  July,  all 
which,  under  the  existing  law,  must  either 
he  entered  for  home-consumption  prior  to 
the  1st  of  July,  or  bonded  and  taken  out 
iilerwards,  paying  a  duty  of  25.  Id.  per  lb. 
The  applications  to  which  he  referred  had 
been  made  to  extend  the  system  of  bonding 
beyond  that  period;  Indeed,  to  extend  it 
indefinitely.  Taking  the  annual  consump- 
tion of  Bohea  at  eight  millions  of  pounds, 
if  it  were  so  extended,  it  would  continue 
the  distinctive  duty  for  two  years  and  a 
half.  Strong  representations  had  been 
made  in  favour  of  this  course ;  but  hitherto 
Covemroent  had  made  no  reply,  and  was 
most  anxious  that  the  attention  of  the  pub- 
lic should  be  called  to  the  matter,  in  order 
that  those  who  might  be  interested,  and 
took  a  different  view  of  it,  might  give  full 
notice  of  the  application  that  had  been 
made.  *  He  should  therefore  move  in  the 
course  of  the  evening  for  copies  of  the  me- 
morials presented,  and  he  should  then  be 
enabled  oefore  the  Ist  of  July  to  give  a 
definite  answer  to  them.  At  present  the 
communication  had  been  made,  out  no  en- 
gagement of  any  kind  had  been  entered 
into  by  Government  with  respect  to  the 
bonding  of  tea. 

Subject  dropped* 

COMMOTATIOK     Or       TiTHES     (ENG- 


LAND).] hondJoknRuiseilfOtimoimgihm 
order  of  the  day  for  the  House  to  reMl^ 
itself  into  a  Committee  upon  the  Tithes* 
Commutation  Bill,  would  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  the  principal  alter- 
ations which  tie  intended  to  propose,  with- 
out going  into  matters  of  detail.  The 
Bill  originally  proceeded  open  the  princi- 
ple that  individuals  were  to  make  volon- 
tary  arrangements  which  might  afterwards 
be  combined  in  a  general  arrangement, 
applicable  to  each  parish.  In  a  similar 
way,  compulsory  arrangements  were  to  be 
made,  applicable  to  the  particular  pro- 
perty of  individoals,  and  afterwards,  in 
like  manner,  to  be  applied  to  a  whole 
parish.  Owing  to  the  difficulties  pointed 
oat,  especially  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  he  intended  to 
introduce  a  number  of  clauses,  to  proceed 
in  a  different  course;  that  is  to  say,  that 
when  a  certain  proportion  of  the  land- 
owners or  tithe-payers,  say  two-thirds, 
proposed  a  voluntary  arrangement,  it  should 
be  binding  upon  the  parish ;  and  if  it  do 
not  take  plaee  previous  to  the  1st  of 
October,  1837,  the  period  he  before  men- 
tioned, then  the  Commissioners,  jf  they 
thought  fit,  according  to  a  suggestion 
from  an  hon.  and  learned  Member  op- 
posite, might  order  a  tithe  commutation 
for  the  whole  parish.  In  either  case,  the 
landowners  would  appoint  two  valuers; 
one  by  a  majority  in  value,  and  the  other 
by  a  majority  in  number.  These  valuers 
would  applot  the  whole  sum  to  the  parti- 
cular estates  and  farms  in  the  parish ; 
and  when  that  applotment  was  maide,  the 
proceeding  would  be  carried  on  according 
to  the  principle  and  details  he  formerly 
explained.  He  had  paid  great  attention 
to  the  Bill  brought  in  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  for  voluntary 
commutation,  and  had  adopted  as  many 
of  its  details  as  would  be  an  improvement 
of  his  own  measure ;  and  as  there  are 
some  alterations  required  in  the  first 
clauses,  which  had  been  agreed  to,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  go  through  them 
as  well  as  the  rest  of  the  Bill,  m  order 
that  the  whole  might  be  consistently 
amended.  Within  a  day  or  two  after- 
wards the  Bill  would  be  reprinted,  and 
delivered  to  hon.  Members.  He  moved 
the  order  of  the  day  for  the  House  to 
resolve  itself  iuto  a  Committee  on  tlie 
Tithe  Commutation  Bill. 

Mr.  Hodyes  gave  notice,  that,  in  the 
event  of  the  Bill  not  passing  in  the  present 
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SenioBy  be  ihould  move  for  leave  to  bring 
id  a  short  Bill  to  render  null  and  void  all 
notices  »&r\&d  during  the  present  year  fbr 
setting  out  tithes  in  kind. 

Major  CurUis  said,  that  be  knew  it  to 
be  a  hcif  that  in  many  parishes  in  his 
neighbourhood^  clergymen  had  given  notice 
to  their  parishioners  to  set  out  tithes  in 
kind. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  begged  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  whether  he  proposed  to 
make  any  alteration  in  the  sums  he  as<- 
aumed  as  the  maximum  and  minimum  of 
future  tithe  ratings  ?  The  latter  had  been 
fixed  at  sixty  per  cent  on  the  Comrais- 
aioners'  valuation  of  the  tithe,  and  the 
former  at  seventy-6ve.  He  wished  also  to 
know,  whether  the  mode  of  applotment 
proposed  would  apply  to  the  compulsory 
commutation  which  was  to  be  effected  in 
case  of  the  failure  of  the  voluntary  com* 
mutation  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  intend  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  limits  of  sixty  and 
•e^nty-five  per  cent.  Undoubtedly  there 
might  be  cases  in  which  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  make  exceptions,  but  he  was  on 
the  whole  latisfied  with  those  limits,  though 
be  did  not  mean  to  say  that,  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion,  satisfactory  reasons 
might  not  be  produced  for  altering  the 
valuation  under  particular  circumstances. 
With  respect  to  the  second  question  put 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  proposed 
that,  in  the  case  of  compulsory  commuta- 
tion, the  mode  of  applotting  should  be  the 
same  as  in  the  case  of  voluntary  commu- 
tation, but  if  the  parties  did  not  agree 
within  a  certain  time,  the  Commissioners 
should  take  steps  to  have  an  applotment 
made  in  the  parish. 

Mr.  Hume  having  been  one  of  those  who 
approved  of  the  Bill  introduced  by  the 
noble  Lord,  and  having  expressed  himself 
favourable  to  it,  was  bound  to  state,  that, 
having  maturely  considered  every  portion 
of  the  Bill,  and  having  received  many 
communications  from  persons  better  quali- 
fied than  himself  to  judge  of  its  operation, 
he  thought,  if  carried  into  effect,  it  would 
be  extremely  burdensome  to  the  landed 
pn^)erty  of  the  country,  because  he  con- 
sidered that  the  value  of  tithes  during  the 
last  fourteen  or  fifteen  years  had  beenartiti- 
eially  kept  up  by  the  state  of  the  Corn<laws. 
Why  then  fix  on  such  a  standard  at  the 
present  moment,  when  the  Corn-laws  ex- 
isted, but  when  he  thought  they  could  not 
continue  longer?      He  believed,  if  they 


adopted  the  valuation  of  the  noble  Lordi 
let  his  limits  be  what  they  might,  that  they 
would  not  arrive  at  the  true  value  of  the 
produce  of  the  land,  one-tenth  of  which 
was  allotted  by  law  and  usage  for  the  sap« 
port  of  the  clergy.  He  feared,  therefore, 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  not  be  able 
satisfactorily  to  accommodate  the  different 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  unless  he  should  adopt 
the  principle  of  rent — unless  a  portion  of 
the  rent  were  now  to  be  fixed  on  once  for 
all  as  an  equivalent  for  tithes.  No  further 
valuation  would  thus  be  necessary,  and  he 
was  convinced  that  this  alone  would  put 
an  end  to  the  continual  dissensions  now 
excited.  The  time,  he  said  it  with  regret, 
had  not  yet  arrived,  in  the  present  arti- 
ficial state  of  the  value  of  tithe,  when 
proper  and  certain  limits  could  be  ap- 
pointed. He  had  felt  himself  bound  in 
candour  to  state  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
change  which  had  taken  place  in  his  opin- 
ions, and  the  reasons  which  had  produced 
it. 

Mr.  Pemberton  inquired,  whether  the 
compulsory  commutation  was  to  be  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Commissioners,  or  to 
be  fixed  in  all  cases  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  wish  at  all  to 
enter  into  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex.  The  hon.  Gen«« 
tieman  thought  that  no  compulsory  com- 
mutation should  take  place  until  the  Corn- 
laws  were  repealed.  That  opinion  was 
quite  different  from  his  views.  He  thought 
it  was  his  duty,  and  the  duty  of  Govern- 
ment, to  propose  to  the  House  that  plan  of 
commutation  which  they  thought  practi- 
cally fair  and  just  to  all  parties,  and  leave 
it  to  the  House  to  decide  whether  or  not 
it  should  be  adopted.  He  should  study  to 
amend  the  Bill  as  much  as  he  could,  but 
he  meant  to  put  that  question  fairly  to  the 
House. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  to  say  a  word  ge- 
nerally upon  the  subject  of  this  very  im- 
portant question.  The  noble  Lord  now 
proposed  to  make  several  very  important 
alterations  in  the  Bill,  and  he  had  a  very 
strong  apprehension  that  another  year 
would  pass  away  after  another  ineffectual 
attempt  to  make  an  arrangement  for  the 
commutation  of  tithes.  Every  attempt 
made,  which  proved  to  be  ineffectual, 
rather  impeded  the  chances  of  a  future 
and  satisfactory  settlement.  If  the  ob- 
jection advanced  against  this  Bill  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  were  a  valid 
one,  it  would  be  entirely  fatal  to  any  plan 
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of  comrantation.    If  the  House  were  to 
abolish    the    existing    Corn^aws,    there 
would  be  no  security  that  a  protecting 
duty  should  not  at  some  future  time  be  re- 
established, or  that  some  other  equally 
obnoxious  system  should  not  be  substituted 
in  their  room.     It  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceal from  themselves  that  this  was  the 
third,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  made  any  im- 
portant alterations  in    it,  would    be  the 
fourth  proposition  made  upon  the  subject  of 
commutation.     He  blamed  no  one,  for  the 
subject  was  surrounded  with  difficulties. 
But  he  did  think  they  had  attempted  to 
make  a  settlement  of  the  question  without 
that  preliminary  information  which  he  be- 
lieved to  be  essential  to  success.    Though 
the  law  with  respect  to  tithes  was  the 
same  all  over  the  country,  yet,  in  point  of 
fact,  its  application  was  so  modified  by 
different  customs,  that  it  was  almost  tan- 
tamount, praqtically,  to  a  difierent  law, 
and  the  difficulty  to  be  overcome,  was  to 
apply  one  law  to  the  whole  country  in 
respect  of  which  usages  totally  different 
prevailed.     In  every  other  subject  which 
the    House    had  adjusted   satisfactorily, 
they  had  preceded  the  attempt  to  legislate 
by  minute  local  inquiry,   but  no  inquiry 
was  proposed  with  respect  to  tithes.     A 
different  practice  prevailed  in  the  North  of 
England,  and  another  in  many  parts  of 
the  centre,  a  different  practice  in  Kent, 
and  a  fourth  in  Devonshire.     It  would  be 
found  exceedingly  difficult  to  reconcile  all 
parties  in  these  various  districts  of  the 
country,    habituated    to     such     various 
usages,  to  any    one  law.     He    should, 
therefore,  make  a  proposition,  and  into  it 
no  party  feeling  should  enter.     He  would 
throw  it  out  for  the  suggestion  of  Govern- 
ment, in  case  they  should  find  it  difficult 
to  adhere  to  the  plan  they  had  laid  down. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  satisfactory 
to  Grovernment  to  say,  we  have  brought  in 
the  measure,  and  by  so  doing  have  ac- 
quitted ourselves  of  all   obligation;    the 
object  ought  to  be,  to  effect  a  satisfactory 
and  permanent  commutation.    If  it  should 
be  found  that  they  were  not  prepared  to 
apply  the    principle  of  compulsion,    he 
made    this    proposal,    that     the    Com- 
missioners under  the  noble    Lord's    Bill 
should  be  appointed,  not  only  to  encourage 
a  voluntary  commutation,  but  to  procure 
that  information  he  believed  to  be  indis- 
pensable to  the  success  of  a  compulsory 
commutation.      Let  the    Commissioners, 
whom  the  noble  Lord  intended  to  employ 


to  invite  parties  in  each  parish  to  come  to 
an  amicable  settlement  of  the  question,  be 
also  Commissioners  of  inquiry  with  respeet 
to  the  different    practices  prevailing    in 
different  parts  of  the  country.     Suppose 
that  voluntary  commutation  failed— then 
the  objection,  now  urged  with  some  force 
against  his  Bill,  as  making  no  provision 
for  compulsion,  would  not  apply,  since,  in 
attempting  to  carry  into  effect  the  volun- 
tary   principle,  they   would   be    making 
those  inquiries  which  would  enable  them 
hereafter  to  digest  a  well-considered  sys- 
tem of  compulsory  commutation.     Let  the 
Commissioners  inquire   in    the    different 
districts  of  the  country  as  to  the  means 
which  would  be  likely  consistently  to  re- 
concile conflicting  usages.     If  the  volun- 
tary principle  succeeded,  every  one  would 
be  satisfied.     He  apprehended  it  would 
not ;  but  by  the  course  he  advised  them 
to  pursue,  in  attempting  to  apply  the  vo- 
luntary principle,  they  would  be  gradually 
acquiring    that    local    information,  with 
respect  to    different  usages,  which  (hey 
must  necessarily  possess  l^fore  they  could 
proceed  to  apply  a  compulsory  commuta- 
tion.   With  respect  to  the  Poor-law  Bill, 
they  had  found  it  necessary  to  inquire 
before  they   proceeded  to   legislate,  and 
they  had  been  successful.    If  ever  there 
was  a  question  on  which  preliminary  in- 
quiry was  needed,  and    to  adjust  which 
local  information  was  required^  it  was  the 
present.     The  difficulty  with    respect  to 
compulsory  commutation  was  this — it  was 
not  to  come  into  operation  for  two  years, 
and  he  was  afraid  that  the  delay  might 
reconcile  many  hon.  Gentlemen  to  the  Bill 
who    would   not   be    satisfied    with  it  if 
it  were  to  take  effect  at  the  end  of  this 
Session.    They  might  imagine  that  if  the 
plan  were  found  to  be  impracticable,  there 
would  be  plenty  of  time  to  alter  the  law. 
But  it  should  be  observed,  that  this  Bill 
held  out  an  encouragement  to  voluntary 
commutation,  for  it  declared,  that  if  a  vo- 
luntary arrangement    were    not    entered 
into,  the  parties  would  be  compelled  to 
come  to  an  agreement.    But  suppose,  at 
the  end  of  two  years,  compulsory  commu* 
tation  could  not  be  carried  into  effect,  and 
in  the  interval  many  persons  had  entered 
into  voluntary  commutations,  what  was  to 
be  done  with  them?    They  would  have 
voluntarily  compounded  on  the  faith  of  the 
compulsory  system,  and,  perhaps,  but  for 
that  faith,  they  never  would  have  given 
their  consent.    If  Ministers  were  satisfied 
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of  the  fitness  of  their  coroptilsory  system, 
/why  did  they  not  apply  it  at  the  end  of  the 
Session  instead  of  at  the  end  of  two  years  ? 
Postponement  would  aggravate  all  the 
di£Bculties.  Whether  the  arrangement 
were  made  this  year  or  next  was  a  matter 
of  much  less  importance  than  that,  when 
made,  it  should  be  effectual.  Some  time 
roust  elapse  before  due  information  could 
be  acquired,  and  when  acquired  the  House 
could  proceed  maturely  to  consider  the 
subject  with  the  aid  of  the  superintending 
board  sitting  in  London.  In  the  mean 
time  facilities  might  be  given  to  voluntary 
commutation;  but  should  it  fail,  the  ob- 
jection urged  to  his  own  Billcould  notapply, 
oecause  the  same  Commissioners,  being 
Commissioners  of  local  inquiry,  would 
furnish  the  information  necessary  to  enable 
the  House  to  determine  upon  a  principle 
that  was  just ;  the  public  mind  would  be 
reconciled,  and  a  measure  digested  that 
would  give  satisfaction  to  all  parties. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  it  was  ne- 
cessary he  should  notice  what  had  just 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He 
did  not  expect,  in  stating  the  general  sub- 
stance of  the  alterations  he  meant  to  pro- 
pose, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
now  have  undertaken  to  predict  the  failure 
of  this  Bill,  and  recommend  meaisures  to 
be  adopted  in  consequence  of  that  pre- 
dicted failure.  He  considered  it  of  very 
freat  importance  that  the  House  and  the 
Parliament  should  come  to  a  decision  on 
this  subject  in  the  present  Session.  If 
anything  were  required  to  strengthen  his 
conviction,  he  should  find  it  in  the  notice 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kent,  and 
supported  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex, 
who  declared,  that  he  himself  would  other- 
wise make  the  same  proposition — namely, 
to  deprive  those  persons  having  a  right  to 
the  tenth  of  the  produce  from  claiming 
during  the  present  year  that  their  tithe 
should  be  set  out  in  kind.  Such  a  notice 
showed  how  important  it  was,  that  Parlia- 
ment should  come  to  some  decision  upon 
the  subject.  He  must  remind  the  House 
that  last  year,  after  a  great  deal  of  infor- 
mation had  been  collected  at  various  times 
by  his  noble  Friend,  Lord  Althorp,  he 
stated,  that  as  there  was  much  difference 
in  various  parts  of  the  country,  he  thought 
it  advisable  that  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  should  sit,  in  which  Members 
from  different  parts  of  the  country  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  meeting,  and  dis- 
cussing, and  hearing  evidence,  on  the  sub- 
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ject.  To  this  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
objected,  and  stated,  with  a  force  he  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  had  been  unable  to  resist,  that 
the  question  ought  not  to  be  referred  to  a 
Committee,  but  that  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to  pro- 
pose a  measure  on  the  subject.  The  Go- 
vernment had  considered  what  was  the 
best  measure  to  propose.  They  had 
brought  forward  a  proposition  which  he 
believed  was  likely  to  accomplish  the  end ; 
and  yet  the  right  hon.  Baronet  now  in- 
sisted that  it  would  be  better  to  delay 
another  year,  for  the  sake  of  collecting 
information.  He  (Lord  J.  Russell)  was 
not  prepared  to  adopt  that  course ;  and 
however  unsatisfactory  it  might  be  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  hoped  it  would  not 
be  unsatisfactory  to  the  House  if  he  per- 
severed with  the  Bill  he  had  introduced. 
It  was  the  measure  which  Government  was 
pledged  to  support;  and  again  he  said, 
that  if  the  House  rejected  it,  he  would  not 
say  that  it  would  be  a  wrong  decision,  but 
the  result  would  be  that  Ministers  had  en- 
deavoured to  settle  the  question,  and  that 
the  House  had  refused  to  settle  it  accord- 
ing to  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Order  of  the  day  read  on  the  question 
that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  to  say,  in  ex- 
planation, that  his  recommendation  was 
founded  on  the  assumption  that  the  Bill 
had  not  met  with  the  general  concurrence 
of  the  House.  It  appeared  to  him  from 
his  observation  of  the  opinions  which  bad 
been  expressed  on  the  Ministerial  as 
well  as  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  the  noble  Lord's  Bill  was  not  likely 
to  meet  with  general  concurrence ; 
and  in  the  event  of  that  being  the  case, 
he  thought  they  might  remedy  the  incon- 
venience of  further  delay  by  adopting  the 
course  which  he  had  suggested.  It  could 
not  then  be  said,  that  he  had  shown  a  dis- 
position to  throw  any  obstructions  in  the 
way  of  the  Bill ;  on  the  contrary,  he  wished 
the  noble  Lord  to  have  every  opportunity 
of  rendering  the  measure  as  perfect  as 
possible.  He  certainly  was  of  opinion,  that 
it  was  better  for  the  Government  to  come 
forward  with  a  plan  than  to  refer  the  ones- 
tion  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  thus  have 
to  determine  as  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Report;  but  when  he  saw  that  in  three 
successive  years  three  plans  had  been 
brought  forward,  all  of  which  were  un- 
favourably received,  he  thought  that  was 
2H 
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a  ett«e  in  iv^ich  inquiry  migbtbe  inttitnted 
vith  particular  advantage. 

House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee, 
fro  forma  f  and  resumed, 

Mii<iTAxr  FuMOiKo.]  Lord  Howick 
moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  House 
to  00  into  Committee  on  the  Mutiny  Bill. 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do 
ieave  the  Chair, 

Major  Fancourt  rose  to  move  an  amend- 
ment. He  was  anxious  to  be  favoured  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  while  sub- 
mitting to  its  consideration  the  grounds  on 
which  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  bring  forward 
a  motion  for  the  entire  abolition  of  flogging 
in  the  army.  It  was  his  wish  to  have  sub- 
mitted such  a  motion  last  Session,  but  the 
appointment  of  the  Commissioners,  who  had 
recently  laid  their  report  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  rendered  it,  as  he  thought, 
inexpedient  to  press  the  question  to  a  divi- 
sion. It  appeared  to  him  respectful  to  his 
Majesty  who  had  appointed,  as  also  to  the 
members  who  composed,  that  Commission, 
to  wait  the  result  of  their  labours.  To 
this  course  he  was  further  advised  by  some 
of  the  most  sincere  advocates  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  flogging,  and  though  he  had  been 
subjected  to  misrepresentations  out  of  doors 
for  the  course  he  had  thus  pursued,  he  felt 
assured  that  it  was  not  only  a  proper  course, 
but  the  one  best  calculated  for  the  attain- 
ment of  his  object.  Had  he  pressed  the 
question  to  a  mvision  last  year,  should  he 
not  have  been  told  that  the  Commission, 
havine  been  appointed,  should  be  allowed 
to  enect  its  object^-that  they  could  only 
legislate  on  the  question  after  full  inquiry  ? 
He  was  satisfied  this  language  would  have 
been  held,  and  thus  it  was  very  probable 
that  he  should  have  been  deprived  of  the 
support  of  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who,  with 
the  Report  in  their  hands,  were  now  in  a 
situation  to  jodse  of  the  question  in  all  its 
bearings ;  and  he  hoped  that  they  should 
thus  come  to  a  definitive  settlement  of  the 
long^agitated  question.  This  was  the  only 
object  ne  ever  had  in  view  when  soliciting 
the  attention  of  Parliament  to  this  import- 
ant matter.^  The  inexpediency  of  periodi- 
cally agitating  the  public  mind  on  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  must  have  been  felt  by 
all ;  and  he  appealed  to  those  Gentlemen, 
who  honoured  him  with  their  attention  on 
a  former  occasion,  as  to  whether  he  did  not 
then  state  his  chief  object  to  be  the  putting 
%n  end  to  such  agitation  by  a  definitive  ex- 
pression' of  the  views  of  Parliament?  He 
h^i  stated,  and  he  must  repeat,  that  this 


was  a  national,  not  a  Ministerial,  qoeafea. 
That  any  Government  woold  secure  to  it- 
self a  large  portion  of  no  unworthy  popo. 
haitf  by  the  abolition  of  the  ponishmeot 
he  sinoerely  felt,  but  that  was  a  point  wludi 
he  did  not  urge  on  a  former  occasion,  and 
he  should  not  urge  it  then.  It  was  to  the 
wisdom,  the  justice,  ay,  and  to  the  firmnes 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  that  he  ap- 
pealed, when  soliciting  their  attention  to 
the  settlement  of  a  painful  and  long-agi- 
tated question — a  question,  be  it  observed, 
strongly  appealing  to  the  popular  sympa- 
thies, and  therefore  constantly  resorted  to 
out  of  doors  by  any  one  wishful  to  inflame 
the  public  mind.  If  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  Colleagues,  from  their  undoubted  ex- 
perience in  public  afiairs,  saw  cause  to 
withhold  their  consent  from  the  present 
motion,  he  must  regret  that  such  influence 
and  abilities  were  opposed  to  him  ;  but  be« 
lieving  the  course  he  advocated  to  be  as 
just  and  prudent  as  it  was  humane^  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  divide  the  House 
on  his  motion.  He  would  not  detain  them 
by  any  lengthened  recapitulation  of  the 
arguments  which  he  adduced  when  last  he 
brought  the  question  under  the  conridera- 
tion  of  the  House.  They  might  be  very 
briefly  stated.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  then  held  the  oflice  of  Secretary  at 
War,  directed  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
a  circular  letter  from  the  Horse  Guards,  in 
which  the  punishment  of  flogging  was  re- 
stricted to  certain  ofGsnces  therein  specified, 
and  in  which  it  was  further  suggested  to 
oflicers  of  the  army  to  restrain  the  practice 
as  much  as  it  was  possible  to  do  with 
safety  to  the  discipline  of  the  service.  He 
then  told  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
this  order  left  the  evil  untoudied,  and  that 
an  officer  disposed  to  severity  would  find 
nothing  in  that  order  to  restrain  him.  It 
was  against  the  principle  of  this  mode  of  pu- 
nishment that  he  had  appealed  to  the  House. 
He  had  urged  that  flogging  had  rarely,  if 
ever,  been  known  to  r^aim  an  offender, 
that  it  inspired  among  his  comrades  83rrapa. 
thy  with  the  criminal  rather  than  xeprolNK 
tion  of  his  crime,  and  that  if  the  experi- 
ment of  its  discontinuance  was  ever  to  he 
tried,  it  surely  might  be  so  at  a  period  of 
profound  peace  like  the  present.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  substitute  naturally  presented 
itself.  He  had  stated  to  the  House,  and 
he  must  repeat  the  statement,  that  sditary 
confinement  would  furnish  an  efficient  sub- 
stitute. The  only  objections  he  had  ever 
heard  made  to  this  mode  of  punishment 
I  were,  first,  that  the  soldiers  would  be  lost 
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to  tlie  service  during  the  period  of  theii^ 
confineinent ;  and,  seccmdly,  that  the  build- 
ing of  cells  would  be  attended  with  very 
great  expense  to  the  country.  With  re- 
^ct  to  the  first  objection,  he  would  wish 
to  ask,  whether  the  services  of  the  soldier 
were  not  necessarily  forfeited,  when,  under 
the  present  system,  he  was  removed  from 
the  place  of  punishment  to  the  hospital, 
there  to  await  his  recovery  from  the  torture 
to  which  he  had  been  subjected  ?  Recent 
occurrences  rendered  it  doubtful  (to  say  the 
least)  whether  even  the  life  of  the  delin- 
quent was  not  perilled  by  corporal  punish- 
ment. At  a]l  events,  the  temporary  loss 
of  service  would,  he  thought,  be  as  great 
under  the  present  system,  as  it  could  be 
under  that  proposed;  while  the  general 
efficiency  of  the  soldier  would  be  left  un- 
impaired after  solitary  confinement.  As 
for  the  expense,  he  need  not,  for  a  moment, 
trouble  the  House ;  he  was  confident  that 
no  hon.  Memher  would  treat  this  as 
a  question  of  economy.  The  House  could 
always  afford  to  be  just.  It  did  so  in 
a  late  instance  in  our  colonial  policy;  it 
would,  he  felt,  be  no  less  generous,  when 
legislating  on  a  subject  anecting  the  in- 
terests of  the  army  and  the  feelings  of  the 
whole  nation.  If  any  addition  must  be 
made  to  the  burthens  of  the  country  for 
such  a  purpose,  he  was  confident  that 
such  addition  would  be  cheerfully  borne. 
In  cases  where  the  extreme  punishment 
failed  of  its  efiect,  and  the  onender  con- 
tinued incorrigible^  he  contended  that, 
for  the  honour  of  the  army,  such  of- 
fender should  be  ignominiously  expelled. 
He  did  not  think  the  cases  would  be  very 
numerous.  But  that  was  not  the  precise 
question:  the  precise  question  was,  whe- 
ther a  man  irreclaimable  by  solitary  con. 
finement,  could  be  deterred  from  crime  by 
the  lash  ?  No  man,  he  would  imagine, 
would  say  this*  Then  the  instances  of 
such  hardened  offenders  did  not  justify  the 
practice  of  Hogging;  it  could  not  restrain 
them,  and  he  contended,  that  expulsion, 
with  ignominy,  from  the  army  would, 
under  any  circumstances,  be  the  best  mode 
of  dealing  with  that  class  of  offenders.  But 
when  so  sentenced,  care  should  be  taken 
to  accompany  the  expulsion  with  hard 
labour  for  a  term  of  years,  as  suggested 
by  Sir  John  Woodford,  in  the  evidence 
he  had  given  before  the  Commissioners  of 
Military  Inquiry.  With  respect  to  the 
necessity  of  retaining  the  punishment  on 
active  service,  he  thought  that,  even  ad- 
mitting that  necessity,  it  formed  no  ground 


for  refusing  to  abolish  it  iu  time  of  peace. 
Should  the  abolition  be  attended  by  the 
disadvantages  apprehended  by  some,  it 
would  be  for  Parliament  to  provide  for 
any  emergency  that  might  arise.  For  his 
own  part,  he  felt,  that  on  active  service 
flogging  was  a  punishment  peculiarly  ob- 
jectionable, by  reason  of  the  state  to  which 
it  reduced  the  soldier;  and  he  would  add, 
that  any  partial  abolition  of  the  punish- 
ment  must  of  necessity  prove  abortive.  He 
quite  aereed  with  the  gallant  officers 
examined  before  the  Commissioners,  that 
nothing  could  be  more  inconsistent  than 
the  exemption  of  the  troops  on  home  ser- 
vice from  this  mode  of  punishment ;  that 
is  to  say,  the  Life  Guards,  the  Blues,  the 
three  regiments  of  Foot  Guards,  a  portion 
of  the  army  which  were  never  ordered  on 
colcmial  service,  while  the  remainder,  in 
addition  to  any  other  inconveniencles, 
should  remain  subject  to  so  disgraceful  a 
distinction.  And  here  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  direct  attention  to  a  step  taiken 
by  a  noble  Lord,  now  a  Member  of  that 
House,  but  a  short  time  since  holding  the 
high  offices  of  Govemor.General  and 
Commander-in-Chief  in  the  East  Indies* 
That  noble  Lord,  by  an  order,  dated  Fort 
William,  February  24,  1835,  abolished 
the  practice  of  floggins  in  the  native  army* 
Now,  he  should  wiw  to  ask  any  hon* 
Gendeman,  whether  there  was  anything 
in  the  character,  habits^  or  disposition,  of 
our  fellow-countrymen  to  render  them  un- 
worthy the  consideration  which  the  noble 
Lord  felt  justified  in  extending  to  the 
natives  of  India.  He  had  omitted  to 
notice  an  objection  which  had,  he  believed, 
been  urged  against  adopting  expulsion 
from  the  army  as  the  extreme  punishment, 
that  it  would  hold  out  a  temptation  .to 
those  who  were  anxious  to  be  relieved  from 
the  restraints  of  the  service.  He  did  not 
think  the  objection  well  founded.  A  man 
must  have  passed  throueh  a  long  career  of 
delinquency  and  of  punishment  before  ex- 
pulsion would  be  resorted  to ;  and  it  was 
scarcely  probable  that  a  man  would  propose 
to  himself  an  object  to  be  attained  by 
stages  as  tedious  and  vexatious  as  dis- 
graceful. But  he  ventured  to  say,  that 
once  abolish  the  practice  of  flogging,  and 
they  would  find  very  few,  if  any,  among 
the  soldiers  anxious  to  leave  the  service ; 
for,  with  that  single  drawback,  the  army 
was  a  profession  presenting  many  enviable 
considerations  to  those  engaged  in  it.  He 
would  further  suggest  that,  while  a  de- 
grading punishment  should  be  abolished. 
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tbey  miglit  advantageously  establish  a 
scale  of  rewards  for  distinguished  service 
or  exemplary  conduct.  This  was  a  sug- 
gestion which  he  had  the  honour  to  throw 
out  when  under  examination  before  the 
Military  Commission,  and  he  thought  it 
right  to  mention  it  for  the  consideration 
bi  the  House/because  he  believed  it  would, 
if  acted  on,  inevitably  tend  to  the  elevation 
of  the  position  and  character  of  the  soldier, 
which,  after  all,  in  any  view  of  the  sub- 
ject, should  be  the  chief  consideration. 
And  this  important  part  of  the  question 
he  could  wish  to  submit  to  the  advocacy  of 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Launceston  (Sir  H.  Hardinge). 
Though  he  feared  he  should  not  have  the 
benefit  of  his  gallant  Friend's  support  on 
the  motion  he  was  about  to  submit  to  the 
House,  still  he  thought  it  just,  and  not 
unsuited  to  the  subject  in  debate,  to  state, 
that  no  hon.  Member  of  that  House,  no 
officer,  whether  in  that  House  or  out  of  it, 
had  given  more  sincere  and  advantageous 
attention  to  the  interests  of  the  British 
soldier  than  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  He  believed  he  was  correct,  in 
'representing  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
friend  as  favourable  to  a  well-con- 
sidered system  of  rewards,  honorary  dis- 
tinctions, and  other  advantages,  for  good 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  soldier.  He 
knew  that  on  the  subject  of  discharges  and 
pensions  his  right  hon.  Friend  entertained 
opinions  which,  if  acted  on,  would  inevitably 
tend  to  the  improvement  and  elevation  of 
the  service;  and  he  trusted  that,  should 
the  House  decide  on  the  discontinuance  of 
corporal  punishment,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  be  induced  to  undertake  a  question 
for  which  his  great  experience,  military 
and  official,  qualified  him,  and  which  he 
felt  confident  he  would  carry  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue.  Before  he  sat  down  he 
might,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to  make  an 
observation  on  the  mode  in  which  he  had 
formerly,  as  well  as  now,  felt  it  right  to 
treat  the  question.  On  all  occasions  he 
had  studiously  avoided  those  exciting,  and 
minute,  but  not  very  profitable,  details  of 
torture,  which  had  been  so  often  paraded 
before  the  public  mind.  In  so  doing,  he 
was  actuated,  not  by  any  insensibility  to 
the  effect  which  they  naturally  produced, 
but  by  a  deep  conviction,  that  in  a  deli- 
berative assembly,  it  became  them  to  come 
to  a  consideration  of  all  topics,  but  more 
especially  of  one  so  painful  in  its  nature, 
with  minds  undisturbed  by  passion.  Un- 
less  the   punishment   of  flogging  in  the 


army  were  discontinued  by  refiectixig  and 
right-minded  men,  he,  for  one,  should  see 
no  cause  to  rejoice  in  its  discontinuance. 
It  was  from  no  false  sympathy,  but  be- 
cause he  believed  that  it  was  not  only 
inadequate,  but  diametrically  opposed  to 
its  declared  objects,  because  he  felt 
that  it  was  not  only  a  revolting  but 
a  morally  indurating  cruelty,  that  he  called 
for  its  abolition;  and  he  trusted  that  all 
those  who  shared  that  conviction  with  him 
would,  by  their  vote  that  night,  join  in 
removing  a  long-standing  cause  of  irritation 
from  the  public  mind.  He  was  aware 
that  many  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen 
differed  with  him  on  that  question.  He 
was  fully  sensible  of  the  attention  due  to 
their  opinions,  many  of  them  having 
achieved  distinguish^  rank,  and  all  of 
them  possessing  a  natural  and  ardent  in- 
terest in  a  profession  second  to  none  in 
its  claims  on  the  respect,  and  he  would 
say  on  the  affections,  of  the  people.  But 
that  question  was  one  on  which  every 
dispassionate  man  was  competent  to  form 
a  judgment.  It  was  one  on  which  he 
firmly  believed  the  public  mind  was  made 
up.  Such  was  the  state  in  which  he 
found  it  when  first  he  had  the  honour  of  a 
seat  in  that  House.  Unfortunate  circum- 
stances had  since  occurred  to  confirm  the 
general  conviction  of  the  cruelty  and  prac- 
tical inefficiency  of  the  punishment,  and 
he  trusted,  that  by  the  result  of  that 
night's  debate,  they  would  at  once  put  an 
end  to  a  system  which  he,  for  one>  felt  it 
impossible  much  longer  to  maintain.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  as  an  Amendment  on  the  motion, 
that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  the 
following  Resolution : — "  That  it  is  the 
opinion  of  this  House  that  the  punishment 
01  flogging  should  be  entirely  abolished  in 
the  Bntish  Army." 

Captain  Boldero  rose  to  second  the  mo. 
tion,  and  was  understood  to  say,  that 
although  he  had  had  the  honour  of  being 
a  commissioned  officer  for  twenty-two 
years,  he  would  not  have  talcen  so  promi- 
nent a  part  in  the  discussion  upon  military 
flogging  were  it  not  that  the  evidence  con- 
tained in  the  report  of  the  Commissoners 
clearly  proved  the  possibility  of  abolishing 
that  mode  of  punishment  in  the  army  with- 
out injury  or  disadvantage  to  the  service. 
As  a  soldier,  then,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
second  the  motion  which  had  been  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  and  he 
would  say  that  everything  that  ingenuity 
coupled  with  humanity  oould  devise  should 
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be  leaorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  effecting 
the  abolition  of  such  a  system.  The  opin- 
ions which  he  was  anxious  to  express  on 
the  subject  he  found  fully  to  accord  with 
the  general  tenour  of  the  report.  It  ap- 
peared, he  was  glad  to  say,  that  the  military 
code  had  been  from  time  to  time  relaxed, 
and  that  the  severity  of  the  discipline  in 
the  army  had  gradually  diminished.  With 
regard  to  corporal  punishment,  it  was  known 
to  have  existed  in  the  British  army  from 
the  earliest  period ;  but  he  was  sure  that 
no  one  would  be  found  to  advance  the  an- 
tiquity of  the  practice  as  an  argument  for 
its  continuance.  In  page  10  of  the  Re- 
port, it  was  stated  by  the  Commissioners, 

**  The  antiquity  of  any  practice,  however, 
cannot  be  set  up  as  a  defence  of  it,  if  there  are 
strong  and  cogent  reasons  for  its  being  discon- 
tinued ;  and  in  nothing  is  this  more  true  than 
in  the  question  of  the  efficiency  of  any  punish- 
ment, which  must  in  a  great  measure  depend 
upon  the  state  of  society,  and  the  feelings  of 
the  people  among  whom  it  is  to  be  used.  Upon 
this  principle,  much  of  the  severity  of  the 
civil  criminal  code  of  this  country  has  been 
relaxed  of  late  years ;  and  upon  it,  also,  have 
been  the  restrictions  now  in  force  in  the  army, 
as  to  tlie  frequency  and  extent  of  corporal 
punishment." 

.  But  if  the  practice  was  ancient  it  was 
iniquitous,  and  he  would  refer  to  the  evi- 
dence contained  in  the  Report  to  show  that 
it  ought  to  be  abolished.  Previously  to  the 
issuing  of  the  circular  from  the  Horse 
Guards,  limiting  corporal  punishment  to 
certain  offences,  our  military  code  was 
frightfully  severe;  there  was  scarcely  an 
oflfence  committed  by  a  soldier  which  did 
not  subject  him  to  corporal  punishment,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  court-martial  before 
which  he  was  tried.  In  page  143  he 
found  the  following  evidence  given  by 
Colonel  Stephen  G^way  Adye,  who  had 
been  in  the  service  for  forty-two  years,  and 
had  served  in  all  parts  of  the  globe.  He 
was  asked-— 
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'^  In  the  artillery,  after  a  roan  has  been  pu- 
nished more  than  once,  and  is  generally  of  a 
veiy  bad  character,  you  are  in  the  habit  of  get- 
ting rid  of  him  by  what  yoa  call  drumming 
out  ? — Yes,  there  have  been  instances  ;  and  1 
think  that  if  it  was  extended  it  would  be  very 
good,  particularly  as  to  cases  of  habitual 
drunkenness,  when  all  other  modes  of  punish- 
ment have  been  found  of  no  avail.  It  becomes 
a  case  of  notoriety  among  the  men,  and  every 
body  hears  and  talks  about  it. 

"  It  enables  yoo  to  get  rid  of  men  who  are  a 
hinderance  to  the  discipline  of  the  regiment  ? 
—Yes ;  they  are  often  very  reckless  people, 
UA  pride  toemielves  in  getting  hold  of  young 


men  and  instructing  them  in  all  kinds  of 
vice. 

''Their  presence  is  a  great  annoyance  ?— Yes ; 
notwithstanding  the  expense  of  getting  another 
man,  the  benefit  to  the  service  is  of  much 
greater  consequence  than  the  expense  in- 
curred. 

''  Have  you  found  by  experience  that  it  has; 
induced  other  men  to  misconduct  themseltes, 
that  they  may  get  their  discharge? — That  may. 
happen  in  some  particular  cases,  but  I  think 
that  it  is  very  rare.  He  must  be  a  very  reckless 
wretch  who  would  do  so,  and  would  be  no 
loss  to  the  service.  The  men  generally  know 
that  they  are  well  off,  and  would  never  resort 
to  this  mode  of  obtaining  their  discharge." 

The  evidence  of  another  officer,  in  page 
198>  corroborated  this  testimony.  One  of 
the  questions  asked  was — 

"  Have  you  been  enabled  to  canyon  the  dis- 
cipline with  the  d^p6t  without  recourse  to  cor- 
poral punishment  ?— Yes,  I  have  great  facili- 
ties for  so  doing.  There  is  a  gaol  within  two 
hundred  yards  of  the  barracks,  and  I  consider 
that  the  immediate  marching  off  an  ofiendei' 
to  the  gaol,  in  the  presence  of  his  comrades^ 
has  a  much  greater  effect  than  if  such  an  inter- 
val were  to  elapse  between  the  sentence  and 
the  punishment  as  commonly  occurs." 

Some  important  evidence  to  this  point 
was  given  by  Sir  Willoughby  Gordon,  who 
was  as  great  an  authority  as  could  be 
quoted.     It  was  as  follows : — 

"When  a  French  army  is  in  the  field,  and  a 
soldier  commits  the  offence  of  insubordination, 
or  some  of  the  minor  offences  which  occur,  is 
he  sent  to  the  rear  and  not  suffered  to  serve« 
or  sent  to  prison  P — I  cannot  with  any  accuracy 
answer  to  the  details  of  the  practice  in  the 
French  army,  but  from  everything  which  I  saw 
of  them,  they  managed  their  discipline  with 
great  effect. 

'*  Are  there  not  fortresses  in  every  part  of 
France  to  which  soldiers  who  have  committed 
offences  may  be  sent  and  employed  on  publie 
works  ?— A  great  number  of  them. 

''  So  that  the  punishment  of  confinement  can 
be  carried  into  effect  at  a  very  short  notice, 
and  with  great  facility  ?— Yes,  it  must  be  in 
the  cognizance  of  every  one,  on  all  parts  of 
their  extensive  frontier, 

''  A  soldier  thus  employed  does  not  lose  his 
military  character  during  confinement  as  he 
would  in  England,  where  he  is  sent  to  a  civil 
gaol  ?-«That  would  depend  upon  the  manner 
of  the  confinemenL  If  an  English  soldier  is 
sent  to  a  civil  gaol,  there  is  this  hardship,  that 
there  are  many  military  offences  of  a  very 
serious  character,  which  in  civil  life  are  no 
offences  at  all — I  mean  no  immoral  offence. 
If  you  send  a  man  convicted  of  a  military 
offence  to  gaol,  and  associate  him  with  felonsy 
you  do  him  a  very  great  injustice. 

**  Does  not  a  prisoner  sent  to  a  fortress  in 
France  still  maiouin  bis  military  character?*-^ 
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were  those  of  an  army  occupying  cantonments 
in  an  enemy's  country,  the  French  and  Proa* 
aians  having  at  that  time  a  strong  hatred  of 
each  other.  The  troopa  had  regular  tuppUea 
of  provisions^  regular  pay,  good  barradcsj  and 
regular  peace  duties  to  perform,  and  nothing 
could  exceed  the  order  and  discipline  of  the 
whole  corps." 

That  was  the  importaot  evidence  of  the 
hon,  and  gallant  Member^  and  if  that  did 
not  prove  that  flogging  mig^t  be  dispensed 
with  here,  for  it  actually  was  dispensed 
with  in  the  Prussian  army,  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  know  what  would  be  accepted  as  a  proof. 
But  it  was  arguedj  that  the  men  did.  not 
like  the  system  proposed  on  account  of  the 
additional  duty  placed  on  them.  On  this 
point  he  would  quote  the  opinion  of  the 
Adjutant- General.  Sir  James  Macdonald 
in  page  4  was  asked. 


He  may  be  employed  as  a  military  man,  or 
employed  upon  the  works,  working  with  a 
spade  and  a  mattock. 

**  But  he  still  works  under  military  control, 
and  his  military  character  is  less  impaired  ? — 
Yes,  it  is  a  military  prison. 

*'  Is  not  there  a  punishment  in  the  French 
army  called  'Degradation  Militaire  P'*-*Yes. 

*^  What  is  the  ceremony-— what  effect  does  it 
appear  to  have  upon  the  soldier  ?— The  cere- 
mony is  this :  that  the  regiment  in  which  the 
man  is  is  drawn  out ;  the  roan  is  stripped  of 
his  uniform,  and  has  the  prison  dress  put 
upon  him,  and  he  is  paraded  in  front  of 
his  regiment  in  a  most  humiliating  manner ; 
and  he  is  then  sent  to  the  prison  or  the  gal- 
leys, according  to  his  sentence.  It  certainly 
does  make  a  very  great  impression  upon  the 
mind  of  every  soldier  who  witnesses  it.'' 

He  would  next  refer  to  the  evidence  of 
the  gallant  and  distinguished  Member  below 
him, and  the  passages  he  should  quote  would 
be  found  most  conclusive  with  respect  to  the 
possibility  and  the  practicability  to  abolish 
flogging.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
laid — 

"  Having  resided,  in  1817,  for  nearly  three 
years  in  garrison  with  the  Prussian  army  of 
occupation  in  France,  my  attention  was  natu- 
rally drawn  to  a  military  system  so  different 
from  our  own ;  I  was  struck  with  one  part  of 
their  system,  that  of  having  two  classes  of  sol- 
diers, in  the  first  of  which  no  soldier  is  liable 
to  corporal  punishment,  unless  previously  de* 
graded  into  the  second  class,  when  he  is  liable 
to  the  cane  and  every  species  of  punishment. 

"  The  soldier  can  only  be  degraded  into  the 
second  class  by  the  sentence  of  a  court  martial, 
approved  by  the  general  officer,  and  confirmed 
by  the  King.  The  class  of  crimes  for  which 
degradation  can  be  awarded  are  strictly  laid 
down,  such  as  desertion,  mutiny,  striking  a 
non-commissioned  officer,  gross  frauds,  thefts 
equal  to  felony,  burglaries,  &c. 

*'  The  national  cockade  is  taken  from  him, 
and  he  wears  a  grey  cockade  as  the  badge  of 
degradation.  In  order  that  the  degraded  man 
may  be  excited  to  amendment,  after  one  or  two 
years  according  to  the  term  in  the  sentence,  a 
Court  of  Inquiry  investigate  his  conduct,  and 
if  the  result  be  favourable,  he  is  recommended 
to  be  restored  to  the  first  class  ;  the  King,  or 
the  War  Minister,  admonishes  the  culprit  in 
public  orders,  and  he  is  restored  to  the  first 
class. 

'^The  practical  effect  of  this  system  was  cer- 
tainly very  extraordinary :  during  two  years, 
In  a  garrison  of  1,500  men,  there  were  never 
more  than  three  degraded  men,  one  of  whom 
shot  himself  the  rooming  the  King  reviewed 
the  regiment. 

"  In  the  whole  of  the  Prussian  army  of  occu« 
patton,  of  16/)00,  men,  the  numbers  degraded 
did  not  exceed  twenty  men  at  one  time. 

**  Thecirourostanees  underwhich  this  remark- 
iblf  lyitem  wu  pmotically  earried  into  «ibot 


''Is  there  any  feeling  upon  the  part  of  the 
other  soldiers  of  a  regiment  of  the  hardships 
upon  them  in  consequence  of  the  confinement 
of  an  offender  in  their  regiment  in  the  civil 
prisons  for  a  length  of  time  ? — I  cannot  say 
that  I  ever  heard  that  brought  forward  as  a 
source  of  grievance." 

In  page  50  he  found  the  following  evi- 
dence delivered  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  John 
Townsend,  an  officer  who  had  been  thirty 
years  in  the  service,  and  had  never  been 
absent  from  his  regiment  :-— 

"Have  you  ever  known  complaints  made  by 
the  men  of  the  additional  duty  imposed  upon 
them  in  consequence  of  the  solitary  confine- 
ment of  any  of  their  comrades  P — No,  I  never 
have. 

"  Who  takes  charge  of  the  horses  of  the  men 
when  they  are  under  confinement? — They  are 
taken  in  charge  by  the  rollster. 

'^  Has  that  additional  duty  imposed  upon  them 
ever  led  to  any  complaints?— No,  I  never  heard 
of  any.  A  man  who  is  confined  never  pays 
anything  for  his  duty  being  done. 

"  Have  you  found  in  towns  where  you  have 
been  quartered,  that  there  is  a  strong  feeling 
on  the  part  of  the  public  against  the  corporal 
punishment  of  soldiers? — There  is  a  very  strong 
feeling  against  it.  In  Gloucester  we  were  all 
in  billets,  and  I  was  obliged  to  take  the  men 
out  four  miles.  The  Mayor  interceded,  and  I 
forgave  the  man,  and  he  has  turned  out  a 
remarkably  good  soldier  ever  since,  wtiidi 
-previously  he  was  not. 

**  Have  you  met  with  other  instances  of  the 
existence  of  that  feeling  yon  have  veferred  to  ? 
— Only  at  Gloucester ;  that  Is  the  only  place 
where  I  had  an  oppoKunity  of  learning  it.** 

Now  if  that  man  who  hnd  been  forgiven 
bad  been  punished  by  the  stripe,  in  nil  pn>- 
faability  he  wonld  have  turned  out  m  bad 
aoUUer.    lU  ndnilttd  that  di«m  iwps  m 
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iaoraaiB  in  the  numfaflr  of  CuurtMn vtifilj 
but  tlutt  was  in  Qonsequence  of  the  new 
■jrstem,  taking  awa^  tho  disorationary 
power  which  waa  vested  in  the  ofliaerp. 
If  a  man  oomniitted  a  erine  he  must  be  tried. 
The  great  crime  in  the  army  was  drunken- 
ness ;  that  was  the  root  of  all  the  vice  which 
existed,  and  thejr  never  would  suppress  it 
hj  flogging.  This  was  his  opinion,  founded 
on  the  eindenoe  contained  in  the  Report. 
To  get  rid  of  drunkenness,  and  the  conse. 
quent  demoralisation  of  the  army,  the 
system  must  be  changed.  Not  only  must 
the  military  code,  as  regarded  punishment, 
be  altered,  but  a  qrstem  of  reward  for 
sobriety  and  good  conduct  must  be  contrived. 
In  page  26,  Sir  Octavius  Carey,  speaking 
of  the  degradation  of  flogging,  says-*- 

^In  my  ppinion  solitary  confiaement,  or 
flogging!  comes  to  pretty  much  the  same 
thing. 

"Uq  you  think  the  disgrace  attendant  upon 
the  punishment  has  no  eflfect? — None  what- 
ever; I  am  quite  certain  of  that.  As  to  the  fine 
feeling  of  the  soldier  who  is  punished,  it  does 
not  exist. 

^  Then  what  is  the  effect  on  the  man  himself? 
is  be  degraded  in  the  eyes  of  his  comrades  ?— 
Not  in  the  least ;  it  would  depend,  perhaps, 
upon  the  nature  of  the  crime  he  bad  committed* 
It  is  vain  to  suppose  he  is  degraded  by 
punishment  for  crimes  such  as  soldiers  gene*- 
rallv  commit.  I  do  not  think  he  is  degraded 
in  the  least. 

^  Do  you  not  think  that  well-behaved  soldiers, 
who  never  have  boon  tried,  are  held  in  higher 
estimation  than  those  who  have  been  tried  ?^-* 
Yas,  decidedly;  but  I  do  not  think  that  an 
inference  oan  be  drawn  from  that,  that  a 
soldier  is  disgraced  among  his  comrades  by 
being  punished.  I  have  known  soldiers  who 
bave  been  punished  held  in  very  high  estima- 
tion among  their  comrades. 

**  That  is  not  one  of  your  reasons  for  wishing 
to  gat  rid  of  the  punishment  P — ^No ;  I  do  not 
balTeve  in  that  at  all.  My  prineipal  reason  for 
wiahiBg  to  gat  i id  of  the  punishment  is,  that  as 
looff  as  it  remains  upon  the  Statutes,  and 
forms  a  part  of  the  military  code,  it  must  be 
inflicted  i  and  that  we  should  do  better  without 
it. 

'^If  it  does  not  degrade  the  individual,  it  must 
act  as  a  considerable  example? — ^I  do  not 
think  it  does.  We  can  only  reason  from 
analogy.  The  best  argument  is,  that  yon  bave 
been  flogging  in  the  army  ever  since  the  army 
has  axistad  s  and  the  more  you  flogged  the 
more  vou  have  to  flog, 

^Ithasbeen  restricted ?•— Yes;  and  the  more 
it  was  restricted,  the  less  necessity  there  was 
for  inflicting  it. 

**  Would  not  that  rather  prove,  that  the  con- 
stant infliction  of  corporal  punishment  did 
exercise  a  bmtalinng  efiect  upon  the  men  ? — 
That lN» bean aKwys my opfatton,    Itrendeis 


them  indifierentrlo  the  ponisbment.  Geneially 
speaking,  those  who  are  punished  are  men  of 
bad  character,  and  previously  depraved.'' 

That  was  theevidenceof  Sir  Octavius  Carey, 
who  was  very  strongly  opposed  to  the  con«* 
tinuance  of  the  practice  of  fl(^ging,  and  it 
went  on  to  state  that  he  had  made  an  en« 
deavour  to  preserve  discipline  without  capi«i 
tal  punishment,  and  he  had  succeeded. 
This  one  fact  was  worth  a  thousand  opinions. 
Sir  Octavius  Carey  was  asked  the  question 
— *''  But  the  men  knew  you  had  the  powe^ 
to  inflict  corporal  puni^ment?"  to  which 
he  replied,  **  Yes;  but  I  had  rathei*  tha^ 
they  had  not  known  it,"  Colonel  Evani 
also  had  commanded  in  many  regiments,  in 
which  not  a  stripe  had  been  inflicted  for 
two  or  three  years.  Several  officers  had 
been  trying  the  experiment  of  imprisonment 
also,  but  It  had  not  yet  had  full  effect. 
Under  the  present  system,  the  men  who 
were  subjected  to  imprisonment  were  con^ 
taminated  by  it ;  they  came  out  of  gaol,  in 
many  instances,  infinitely  worse  than  Uiey 
went  in.  If  proper  places  of  imprisonment 
were  provided^  instead  of  the  ordinary  gaols, 
he  was  certain  that  the  system  would  work 
well.  Agaiuj  the  selling  of  necessaries  was 
a  crime  very  common  in  the  army;  the 
remedy  should  be  to  punish,  as  for  a  wery 
heavy  crin&e,  the  individual  who  purchased 
them.  Let  the  punishment  be  of  a  severe 
nature ;  but  let  the  Msgistrate  at  once  inL- 
pose  a  penalty  on  the  receiver  as  well  as  the 
seller,  and  he  thought  that  it  would  have 
the  dBPect  of  checking  that  crime  now  sp 
common  in  the  army*  The  existing  want 
of  cells,  also,  was  a  subject  which  required 
consideration.  There  existed  at  Chatham 
ceUs  which  might  be  rendered  available  as 
receptacles  for  those  condemned  {o  imprispn*- 
ment  in  London,  Dover,  Maidstone,  WooL- 
wich,  and  Hounslow.  In  other  parts  of 
England,  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth  for 
instance,  no  great  oipense  would  be  necea^ 
sary  for  this  purpose ;  in  Ireland  there  cei^ 
tainly  would  be  a  necessity  of  incurring 
some.  If  the  House  that  night  dedded 
that  the  continuance  of  flogging  was  not 
necessary,  one  consequence  must  follow, 
they  must  intrust  to  every  commanding 
officer  in  his  Majesty's  service  the  power  of 
disehargingx— with  what  limits  he  need  not 
define.  Flogging  at  that  moment  was«  in 
hb  opinion,  virtijally  abolished.  Tho  order 
issued  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Glasgow,  for  the  entire  abolition  of  corpmsl 
puniiSiments  among  the  native  troops  in 
India  some  months  ago«— that  order  bring 
oooe  issued  and  enfant  and  no  wum 
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having  been  taken  to  coon  teract  it,  must  be 
taken  to  bare  upset  tbe  system.  They 
weie  told,  in  justification  of  this,  that  the 
Sepojs  were  a  better  set  of  men  than 
European  soldiers ;  but  he  had  found,  upon 
inquiry,  that  during  the  last  year  the  num- 
ber of  stripes  which  had  been  awarded  in 
the  native  army  to  these  good  men,  among 
whom  corporal  punishment  was  now  relin- 
quished, was  293,615.  The  average  num- 
ber of  lashes  inflicted  in  each  regiment  on 
the  Sepoys  of  the  native  army  of  Bombay 
during  the  five  years,  1829  to  1833,  was 
7,657*  How  was  it  that  this  quantity  of 
corporal  punishment  had  been  inflicted,  if 
that  class  of  men  consisted  of  such  upright 
and  steady  characters?  It  was  plain,  how- 
ever, that  having  done  away  with  the  sys- 
tem in  reference  to  one  portion  of  the  army, 
they  must  now  extend  the  abolition  to  the 
whole  of  it.  He  would  not  detain  the  House 
further.  He  would  appeal  to  his  Majesty's 
Government,  whether  the  evidence  which 
they  had  previously  before  them,  expressed 
in  the  most  decided  terms  in  favour  of  the 
position  that  flogging  ought  to  be  abolished, 
had  not  been  strengthened  ten-fold  by  the 
volume  from  which  he  had  been  reading? 
He  put  it  to  them  whether,  if  they  persisted 
in  continuing  corporal  punishment,  they 
would  not  render  themselves  liable  to  the 
charge  of  having  liberty  on  their  tongues 
and  tyranny  in  weir  hearts?  He  appealed 
to  the  House  and  to  every  man  in  whose 
mind  a  doubt  existed — not  whether  the 
punishment  of  flogging  ought  to  be  abolished 
(because  every  man  who  heard  him  must 
have  as  honest,  as  anxious,  and  as  sincere  a 
desire  as  he  himself  had  to  see  the  total 
abolition,  though  some  were  afraid  that  the 
securities  offered  by  those  who  wished  to 
have  it  immediately  brought  about  would 
not  prove  sufficient)"— he  appealed  to  those 
hon.  Members  in  whose  minds  a  doubt 
existed  as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  securities,to 
abolish  theirfear  and  give  the  benefit  of  their 
doubts  to  the  side  of  mercy  and  humanity. 
Mr.  CtUlar  Fergusson  could  but  com- 
pliment the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
jBamstaple  on  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
introduced  the  subject  on  that  as  well  as 
on  a  former  occasion.  He  would  venture 
to  say>  that  a  speech  more  moderate,  more 
discreet,  and  more  to  the  purpose  which  he 
sought  to  attain,  than  that  d^vered  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  could  not  have 
been  made ;  above  all,  he  was  entitled  to 
praise  for  having  by  his  own  example  shown 
.how  necessary  it  was  to  abstain  from  all  ir. 
ntatiog  topics— an  example  which  he  (Mr. 


Cutlar  Fecguason)  trusted  would  be  fii^ 
lowed  in  the  oouzse  of  that  enmo^'m 
debate,  the  question  being  one  whidi  dwald 
be  decided  not  by  the  paanons  of  tlie 
audience,  but  by  the  exercise  of  their  sober 
judgment  and  reason,  af^  full  deliberatioii* 
StiU,  while  he  did  what  seemed  to  him  no 
more  than  justice  to  his  hon.  and  gaDanfc 
Friend,  if  he  would  allow  him  to  call  him 
so,  in  thus  speaking  of  the  manner  in  whick 
he  had  introduced  his  motimi — ^he  mustaay, 
that  he  felt  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had,  notwithstanding,  lef^  the  main 
and  substantial  part  of  the  question  whoUy 
untouched— 4hat  question  being,  in  fiictj 
not  whether  there  are  grave  and  aeriooa 
objections  to  flo^ng,  but  whethor  they 
were  prepared,  by  a  resolution  of  th«t 
House,  to  declare  that  a  punishment^ 
hitherto  conndered  essential  to  discipline, 
should  instantly  and  for  ever  be  strudE  out  of 
their  military  code  without  its  being  proved 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  that  a  sub* 
stitute  could  be  found  to  maintain  the  di»- 
cipline  of  the  army.  The  question  must 
be  decided,  however,  not  by  the  feelings  and 
sentiments  of  individuals  Imt  on  informatioa 
and  evidence,  weighed  by  that  good  senae 
which  ordinarily  distinguished  the  Acta  ^of 
that  House.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  told  them  that  he  had  abstained  during 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament  from  bringing 
the  question  to  the  test  of  a  division  in  that 
House  ;  yet  he  had  not  said  one  word  as  to 
the  effect  which,  since  then^  the  Report  and 
evidence,  which  had  been  published,  had 
had  on  his  mind,  though  he  must  have  read 
it  with  great  attention  and  felt  a  deep  in- 
terest in  it.  He  must  presume,  therefore, 
that  it  had  had  the  effect  of  convincing  his 
hon.  Friend,  that  his  foimer  views  were 
erroneous,  otherwise  he  would  have  en« 
deavoured  to  show  that  the  Commissioners 
were  mistaken  and  that  the  Report  was  not 
justified  by  the  evidence.  He  wonU 
venture,  on  the  contrary,  to  say,  that  any 
person  who  dispassionatdy  reaid  that  R&> 
port  and  evidence,  must  have  all  doubt  ex« 
pelled  from  his  mind  upon  the  subject. 
With  respect  to  the  main  question  whether 
they  would  part  with  the  power— not  the 
exerciseof  the  power,  but  the  actual  power— 
of  inflicting  corporal  punishment  in  extreme 
cases,  there  was  no  person  opposed  to  the 
immediate  abolition  of  it  who  had  ever  said 
that  they  ought  to  inflict  it  in  a  single 
case  in  which  they  could  avoid  it.  That 
was  the  principle  on  which  he  defended  the 
law  as  it  now  stood ;  and  proceeding  as  th^ 
wex9  with  measured  stride  ^waol%  99| 
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die  tolal>  but  the  almost  total  abolition  of 
that  pimishittenty  he  thought  that  if  the 
Government  and  the  military  authorities  of 
the  country  were  allowed  to  continue  in 
the  course  which  they  had  been  following 
for  the  past  eight  years,  the  ])Ower  would 
remain,  but  the  exercise  of  it  would  be 
totally  discontinued*  In  his  opinion  the 
House  would  see  that  it  was  not  possible 
to  do  more  than  had  been  done,  nor  to  have 
done  it  more  effectually,  towards  restricting 
the  infliction  of  that  punishment,  especially 
when  they  found,  by  the  returns  which 
had  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
that  eight  years  ago  the  number  of  corporal 
punishments  exceeded  the  number  of 
punishments  of  every  other  description,  and 
that  in  the  year  past,  the  number  of  corporal 
punishments  had  been  to  the  number  of 
other  punishments  as  one  to  nine.  It 
would  be  scarcely  possible  for  any  one  to 
say,  that  the  Government  and  the  military 
authorities  had  eviuced  any  neglect,  or  that 
the  cirarse  which  they  had  pursued  of  pro- 
ceeding gradually  in  the  attempt  to  abolish, 
was  not  ukely  to  lead  to  a  favourable  issue 
of  this  question,  much  more  than  an  im. 
mediate  and  entire  abolition,  which  would, 
in  his  opinion,  strike  at  the  very  root  of  the 
discipline  of  the  army,  and  leave  them  no 
protection  for  anything  dear  to  them,  nor 
any  means  of  repelling  foreign  aggression  or 
of  avenging  the  honour  of  this  country,  if 
necessary.  It  was  a  great  object  to  abolish 
eorporal  punishment,  if  it  were  possible,  for 
this  best  of  all  reasons— that  it  was  a 
punishment  from  which  the  mind  revolted: 
the  sight  of  which,  as  he  could  believe, 
though  he  had  never  witnessed  its  infliction, 
must  excite  feelings,  at  the  least,  of  the 
most  unpleasant  and  painful  character. 
But  all  punishments  were  in  that  respect 
nearly  alike  5  and  this  punishment  being 
even  so  cruel  and  severe,  still  he  should  say 
that  the  end  of  punishment  being  example, 
the  fact  of  its  bSng  of  that  cruel  and  severe 
character  was  not  in  itself  a  reason  why 
it  should  be  abolished.  If  it  were  so, 
d^tal  punishment  itself,  the  infliction  of 
an  ignominious  death  upon  the  gallows, 
ought  to  be  abolished  for  the  same  reason. 
He  knew,  indeed,  that  there  were  some 
peisons  who  advocated  that  abolition ;  but 
there  were  crimes  of  such  a  nature,  and 
among  them  murder,  that  the  mind  would 
revolt  if  the  Hfe  of  the  person  who  had 
committed  them  were  not  forfeited.  The 
object  of  punishment  was  to  deter  others 
mm  committing  the  offence  for  which  it 
WM  isftiolad;  and  on  the  same  principle 


that  the  punishment  of  death  ought  to  be 
abolished,  because  it  was  productive  of  pain 
to  the  individual,  every  punishment  that 
was  ignominious,  severe,  and  cruel,  ought 
to  be  abolished.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Barnstaple  seemed  to  have 
viewed  the  object  of  punishment  in  one 
light  only — namely,  in  that  of  reclaiming 
the  individual  upon  whom  it  was  inflicted ; 
that  was  an  object,  but  it  was  undoubtedly 
not  all  that  was  desired,  it  being 
an  object  at  the  same  time  to  deter 
others  from  the  commission  of  crime.  He 
was  surprised  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  not  noticed  this  part  of  the 
case,  he  had  contended  that  the  punishment 
hardened  the  individual  without  operating 
as  an  example.  In  fact,  however,  it  was  a 
most  efficacious  example  and  fi^quently 
reformed  individuals.  He  could  show  thi^ 
every  officer  of  standing  who  had  seen 
service,  had  declared  it  impossible  to  abolish 
the  power  of  inflicting  corporal  punishment, 
without  shaking  to  its  foundation  the  dis« 
cipline  of  the  army.  He  could  bring  such 
witnesses  to  the  number  of  thirty-three  or 
thirty-four.  He  would  first,  however, 
state  what  had  been  done  towards  the  dis- 
continuance of  flogging  because  it  was 
his  object  as  much  as  it  could  be  that  of 
other  non.  Members  if  possible  to  put  an 
end  to  that  punishment,  but,  at  any  rate  to 
restrict  it  within  the  narrowest  limits. 
From  the  returns  before  the  House  it  ap- 
peared that  in  the  three  years  1825-6-7^ 
the  number  of  corporal  punishments  ex- 
ceeded the  number  of  punishments  in- 
flicted in  any  other  manner  what- 
soever. In  the  year  1827«  or  eight  years 
ago,  the  number  of  corporal  punish- 
ments was  2,632  and  the  number  of  men 
sentenced  to  various  punishments  other 
than  corporal  was  2,541.  In  1828  the 
number  of  corporal  punishments  was  less 
than  the  number  of  other  punishments,  and 
since  then  the  proportion  of  corporal  pun- 
ishments had  been  gradually  diminishing. 
In  the  year  1834  there  were,  he  was  sorry 
to  say,  10,212  soldiers  tried  by  Courts- 
martial;  but  of  this  number  only  1,057 
were  sentenced  to  corporal  punishment, 
and  on  9^3  only  was  the  punishment  in- 
flicted, whilst  8,946  were  sentenced  to 
punishments  other  than  corporal.  Conu 
paring  this  with  the  number  of  men  pun« 
ished  in  1827  he  was  entitled  to  say,  that 
they  were  making  rapid  strides  towards 
abolishing  corporal  punishment.  [Mr. 
Hume :  the  one  is  the  number  for  Great 

Britaini  the  other  for  the  whole  ann^.] 


947  Milikff^ 


{COMMONS)         MiUtwr^  Fhffffi^^  M« 


The  return  was  far  the  whole  amny.    [Mr. 
Hume:  No.^    The  han.  Oentleman  nay 
know  hetter  than  the  Adiutant-General ;-«« 
I  have  the  Return  here  from  the  Adjutant. 
General's  office,  '^  showing  the  estahlish* 
nent  of  the  British  army  in  each  year, 
from  1885  to  1834^  hoth  years  inclusive^ 
the  number  of  persons  tried  by  Courts* 
martial^  &&''     [[Mr.    Hume:    Read  the 
memorandum  underneath.]  The  hon.  Gen. 
tleman  was  always  finding  mare's  nests^— * 
he  had  never  known  him  to  find  any  others. 
The  note  to  which  he  had  alluded  referred 
to  certain  years  for  which  the  returns  were 
incomplete,  statiog  that  they  bad  not  been 
received,  **for  1833,  the  4th  regiment; 
for  1883,   part  of  And  WestJndia  Regi- 
ment;  and  for  1884,  the  40lh,  00th,  and 
Ceylon   Regiments."      To    these  he  had 
not  referred ;  he  had  only  shown   what 
had  been  the  numbers  in  1827^  and  then 
that,  in  1884,  the  number  of  persons  tried 
being  10,010,  there  had  been  1,057  sen- 
tenced to  corporal  punishments*— the  num- 
berof  those  sentenced  to  various  punishments, 
other  than  capital,  being  8,946.  This  reduo- 
tion  had  been  brought  about  by  the  efforts  of 
the  military  authorities.  So  early  as  1 810  a 
circular  had  been  published,  as  would  be 
found  stated  in  the  evidence  of  Lord  Hill, 
for  the  purpose  of  limiting  the  operation  of 
regimental  Courts-martial.     Previous    to 
that  time  regimental  Courts-martial  were 
not  restricted  in   the  matter  of  corporal 
punishment;    they    were    competent    to 
award  any  number  of  lashes.    In  that  year 
a  restriction  was  made  to  the  amount  of 
800  lashes.     In  18^0  the  award  of  a  dis- 
trict Court-martial  was  limited  to  500  lashes, 
and  in  1889  to  300,  and  the  award  of  a 
r^mental    Court-martial  to  000    lashes. 
Ha  had  to  mention  to  the  House  that  it 
was  intended  to  limit  still  farther  those 
powers.     He  thought  that  this  was  a  very 
wise  measure  |  but  upon  former  occasions, 
when  the  power  existed  of  inflicting  ftve, 
aix,  seven,  and  eight  hundred  lashes^  this 
was  an  oppression  as  great  as  could  be  ooa- 
eeived.    Such  an  enormous  power  ought 
not  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  any  persons ; 
but  the  nuestion  was  not  then  before  the 
Home  wnether  oorporal  punishments  ought 
to  be  moderated-— not  whether  they  ought 
to  be  reduced  to  a  proper  number  as  they 
were  now— the   power   being   hencefor- 
ward confined  to  aUowing  one  dass   of 
Courta-martial  to  inflict  000  lashes,  and 
the  other  class  100 — the  question  was  not 
whether  they  had  done  aU  that  they  poe- 
fiUy  could  do  to  elleviat*  the  evil,  bui 


whether  they  were  to  abolish  the  pniiidb** 

ment  altogether,  and  thus  interfcre  vnA 

military  dierripline*     He  believed,  if  they 

aiked  the  British  soldier-^would  he  ex-* 

change  his  situation  to  take  service  under 

any  other  power  in  Europe?  be  was  per-* 

fectly  satisfied  with  Sir  George  Murray, 

that  the  British  soldier  would,  with  sil 

its  inconveniences,  prefer  serving  in  ihm 

English  army,  to  that  of  any  other  power 

on  earth.     The  hon.   Member  who  had 

seconded  the  motion,  had  referred  to  the 

opinion  of   Sir  Willoughby  Gordon    roi^ 

specting  the  French  army,  and  astoita being 

perfect  well  conducted.  This  had  nothing 

to  do  with  corporal  punishments*     That 

sallant  officer  was  asked  as  to  that  of  which 

no  bad  dOicial  knowledge,  the  description 

of  the  French  army ;  but  not  as  to  oorp»« 

ral  punishments.     He  must,  with  the  per* 

mission  of  the  House,  as  the  hon.  and  gal* 

lent  Member  had  referred  to  the  evidence 

make  a  few  remarks  upon  the  informatian 

that  afforded  on  the  question,  whether  oor* 

poral  punishments  oueht  entirely  to  be  dcao 

away  with?    Now  he  found  only  two, 

amongst  a  great  number  of  persons  who 

were  examined,  who  declared  theniaelveB 

favourable  to  its  entire  abolition*    There 

were  but  two  hon.  and  gallant  Gendemea  i 

these  were  the  Members  for  Barnstaple  and 

Hull.    Five  Imn.  Members  of  that  Houae 

were  examined,  but  only  thoae  two  of  tho 

hon.  Members  stated,  that  the  abolitiaB  of 

corporal  punishments  in  all  eases  was  pio* 

per.    And  let  the  House  recollect,  that  if 

thia  motion  went  to  the  full  extent,  no 

crime,  no  matter  how  disgraceful,  theft  itaelf, 

if  they  passed  the  resolution,  could  not  he 

virited  with  corporal  punishment.  And  yet 

they  were  to  find  the  discipline  of  the  army 

maintained,  though  they  could  notpunsshtlM 

most  disgraceful  ofience !    How  could  they 

maintain  that  diacipline  in  Enolnod  if  they 

could  not  punish  theft  by  whipping,  b^ 

cause  the  offender  was  in  the  army,  when, 

under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  the  right 

hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  the  puntsbi 

ment  of  whipping  was  stUl  continued  for  not 

less  than  seventy  or  eighty  difirent  o&ncea. 

What  was  to  be  done,  then,  with  the  sol* 

dier?    A  return  moved  for  by  Mr.  Hont 

in  1880,  had  been  noticed  by  ihft  hon.  and 

paUant  Member  for  Launcestoo,  by  whidi 

It  appeared  that  upwards  of  two  tbooaand 

persons  had  been  flogged  in  that  year  by 

the  order  of  the  Magistnttes.    Thatpuoiib* 

ment  vras  inflicted  by  the  ordinary  trifaonak 

of  the  land,  and  there  was  not  one  pereon 

cmef^rwaad  to  object  to  it.    It ipmimI 
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80  popular  a  topb  as  that  of  corporal  pun- 
iahments  in  tlie  army.  He  bad  a  list  in 
his  hand  of  the  different  offences  for  which 
the  punishment  of  whipping  could  he  in* 
flictedy  with  which  he  shouH  not  trouble 
the  House,  but  it  included  felonies  as  well 
as  misdemeanours.  It  was  not  said,  that 
floffgiog  was  to  be  struck  out  of  the  oimi* 
luJ  code,  it  was  every  day  practised,  but 
they  heard  nothing  of  it,  and  the  reason 
was,  that  no  popularity  was  to  be  gained 
by  declaring  against  it.     One  particular 

Slnt  had  been  relied  upon  by  the  hon. 
ember  who  seconded  the  motion,  and  that 
was  as  to  there  being  no  corporal  punish- 
ments in  the  French  army.    Why  was  that  ? 
By  a  decvee  of  the   National  Assembly, 
oorponi  punishments  were  abolished  in  all 
France.    It  was  not  so  in  England :  cor- 
poral punishments  were  inflicted  by  our 
criminal  code.    Were  they,  then,  to  render 
Courts-martial  incompetent  to  punish,  by 
whipping,  offences  that  were  deemed  dis- 
graceful, and  which    were  punished    by 
whipping  when  the  offence  was  eognixable 
by  the  civil  power?     If  they  passed  the 
resolution    thus    proposed,    it    would    be 
inoompetent  for  a  Court-martial  to  inflict 
corporal  punishment,  but  they  still  might 
take  the  aoldier  out  of  the  barrack,  where  he 
could  not  be  flogged,  and  send  liira  to  the 
jail,  where  he  might  be  flogged.    Let  them 
send  the  soldier  to  the  House  of  Correction 
— ^to  the  jail  at  Maidstone  for  example,  and 
there,  under  the  law  of  the  land,  he  must 
undergo  the  discipline  of  a  House  of  Cor- 
xection.       The  Commissioners   had  been 
told  by  Mr.  Thomas  Eager,  the  governor 
of  the  jail  of  Maidstone,   that  upon  one 
occasion   the  soldiers  were   very  riotous, 
and  he  sent  for  the  viatiog  Magistrates—- 
"the    ringloaders    were    discovered    and 
flogged,  two  of  them  severely,  by  order  of 
the  Magistrates."      They  were,  he  said, 
much   mora    severely    flogged    than    the 
puniiliment  amongst  soldiecs.  Mr.  Eager  was 
asked,  what  was  the  effect  of  the  flowing? 
and  his  reply  was— ''It  had  a  very  great 
effect.    Those  soldiers  have  been  extremely 
welUbekaved  ever  since.     They  acknow- 
ledgad  that  they  deserved  it,  and  that  they 
were  extremely  sorry  for  it."    The  Com- 
miasioDeii  had  received  the  testimony  of 
ftboat  ISO  or  ISOoflkersof  long  experience, 
all  to  the  same  effect ;  none  of  those  oflicers 
said  that  they  could  do  without    being 
intmsted  with  the  power  of  flogging.    C^ 
the  five  hon.  Members  of  the  House  who 
were  examined,  only  two  were  for  the 
iMttfam,     The  ben.  and  gdlanl  Member 


for  Westminster  said,  he  would  get  rid  of 
it  in  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland  as  a  pre- 
liminary; that  in  two  years  it  might  be 
done  away  with  in  the  Colonies,  and  in 
three  years  in  the  East  Indies ;  but  that, 
as  to  taking  away  the  power  from  officers 
commanding  in  the  field,  that  was  totally 
out  of  the  question.  There  the  commanding 
officer  ought  to  be  a  dictator.  The  Mem* 
her  for  M^stminster  could  not  be  cited  as  an 
authority  for  the  motion  of  the  Member  for 
Barnstaple ;  and  if  he  were  in  his  place, 
he  could  not  have  voted  for  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey,  in  his  evidence  before 
the  Commissioners,  said,  that  in  actual 
service  in  time  of  war*  corporal  punishment 
could  not  be  dispensed  with ;  that  be  never 
has  maintained  that  it  could  be  done  away 
with  in  the  field;  and  that  it  stands  to 
reason,  that  the  officers  must  then  have 
additional  power.  Even  in  time  of  peape, 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  speak  with  entire 
confidence.  After  saying  that  there  was 
a  great  difference  of  opinion,  he  was 
asked*"^ 

'*  You  tbink  it  would  be  well  to  make  an 
experiment,  but  you  do  not  speak  with  entire 
confidence  as  to  the  result? — Just  so;  and  I 
do  not  certainly  speak  with  confidence  of  it, 
without  reference  to  the  adoption  of  a  system 
of  honours,  rewards,  and  promotions.'' 

He  expected,  therefore,  the  vote  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Surrey  against 
the  motion.  The  evidence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  was  this.  He  was 
asked — 

<'  Is  it  your  notion  io  respect  to  the  alteration 
of  the  discipline  of  the  English  army,  that 
corporal  punishment  should  be  entirely  abo- 
lished, or  that  the  power  should  remain,  of 
inflicting  it  io  certain  cases  ? — That  it  should 
be  entirely  abolished,  except  in  the  field,  which 
I  have  always  said  should  be  considered,  after 
the  trial  was  made  ia  cantoDments  and  in 
peace." 

Again-* 

^You  are  understood  to  say,  that,  upon 
service,  you  would  still  not  do  away  with  the 
use  of  the  lash  ? — In  emergencies,  where  men 
openly  plunder,  or  violate  the  rales  laid  down, 
and  where  order  most  be  maintained,  I  do  not 
see  that  there  are  any  other  immediate  means 
of  checking  tliem.'' 

Here  was  another  authority  aealnst  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Barnstaple.  Let  the  wnole  of  the  evidenee 
be  sifted  end  ezemined,  and  he  would 
venture  to  My,  that  the  motion  would  find 
no  support  from  the  authority  of  any  officer 
who  had  been  examine^i  except  Ua  ow»i 
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allegecl  dightness  of  the  punishment^  which 
however  was  150  lashes,  if  it  effected  the 
purpose?  In  that  case,  too,  it  appeared 
that  the  corporal  punishments  put  an  end 
to  the  party  feeling  that  prevailed.  And 
bow  those  instances  could  be  adduced  by 
the  gallant  Officer,  to  prove  that  corporal 
punishments  failed  in  the  army,  he,  to  the 
last  day  of  his  life,  should  be  unable  to 
conjecture.  He  had  now  read  the  evidence 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hull> 
and  he  thought  it  quite  conclusive  the 
other  way ;  but  if  they  were  to  handcuff 
soldiers,  and  order  them  to  solitary  confine- 
ment, while  on  service,  what  was  to  be- 
come of  the  service  ?  He  should  on  this 
point  refer  to  the  evidence  of  another 
military  officer.  Lieutenant  Blood,  a  person 
of  great  merit,  who,  though  the  son  of  a 
gentleman,  had  enlisted  in  the  army,  and 
had  been  promoted  from  the  ranks  for  his 
gallant  services.  He  was  asked  this  ques- 
tion:— 

**  When  jou  enlisted,  were  you  sensible  you 
made  yourself  liable  to  this  punishment  if  you 
misconducted  yourself? — Most  unquestionably 
I  vras. 

"  Was  any  impression  made  on  your  mind 
by  that  circumstance  when  you  enlisted  ? — 
No ;  I  knew  I  should  conduct  myself  properly ; 
I  never  felt  the  necessity  of  considering  it,  as 
far  as  my  own  feelings  were  in  question.  I 
was  never,  under  any  circumstances,  for  one 
moment  a  prisoner  in  a  guard-house,  or  else- 
where." 

This  he  thought  was  perfectly  condu- 
fiive  for  retaining  corporal  punishments. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  this  officer,  that  they 
were  more  necessary  in  the  field,  for  he 


**  It  appeared  to  have  had  a  vexy  desirable 
effect ;  if  the  power  of  inflicting  this  corporal 
punishment  was  not  in  force,  it  is  my  firm 
opinion,  that  it  would  be  attended  with  the 
most  serious  and  fatal  consequences,,  and  par- 
ticularly so  in  the  field  before  the  enemy. 

**  You  think  it  would  have  bad  the  effect  of 
destroying  the  energy  of  that  regiment  upon 
that  occasion  ? — Yes,  I  do,  considering  what 
was  the  description  of  some  of  the  characters 
we  had  to  do  with  then ;  and  if  be  was  not 
instantly  punished  in  the  summary  way  he 
was,  it  would  have  induced  him  and  others  to 
set  all  their  officers  and  all  authority  at  de- 
fiance. In  this  month  I  also  witnessed  another 
drum-head  punishment  in  the  division,  on  the 
line  of  march,  on  three  of  the  95th  Rifles,  by 
order  of  Major-General  Robert  Crawford. 
While  actually  marching  these  men  fell  out 
for  water,  which  was  a  violation  of  his  orders. 
He  had  two  or  three  dozen  lashes  inflicted. 
This  had  the  desired  effect  also.  No  soldier 
of  thai  dinsion^  for  mora  than  two  years  I  was 
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marching  with  it  after,  committed  a  breach  of 
that  order.  Now  surely  men  are  not  to  be 
shot  for  such  crimes  as  these,  when  a  few 
lashes  are  effectual,  and  the  men  preserved; 
and  yet,  under  such  circumstances,  either 
punishment  must  be  put  in  force.  There  is 
no  other  that  can  be  established  for  imme- 
diate example  on  the  march  or  before  the 
enemy." 

That  was  the  testimony  of  a  most  com- 
petent witness,  and  as  far  as  authority 
could  go,  must  be  held  to  be  conclusive  on 
the  pomt.  He  had  already  said,  that 
Genera]  Evans,  who,  it  was  well  known, 
had  the  strongest  objection  to  the  inflic- 
tion of  such  a  punishment,  had  declared  it 
could  not  be  done  without,  and  it  was 
known,  that  he  now  employed  it.  There 
could  be  no  doubt,  that  corporal  punish- 
ments were  disliked  by  the  officers  of  the 
army.  Was  it  to  be  supposed,  that  the 
gallant  men  who  were  examined  were  lost 
to  the  feelings  of  humanity? — that  they 
took  a  pleasure  in  shedding  the  blood  of 
their  fellow-creatures?  Nothing  was,  or 
could  be,  more  abhorrent  to  theu:  feelings 
than  such  punishments,  and  none  could 
have  a  greater  dislike  than  they  had  to 
their  infliction.  He  could  not  describe 
their  feelings  better,  while  he  corroborated 
by  very  strone  testimony,  the  opinion  that 
flogging  could  not  be  abolished,  than  by 
quoting  the  words  of  Sir  Henry  Fane  upon 
this  point.  The  hon.  Member  then  read 
the  following  extract  from  the  evidence  of 
Sir  H.  Fane  :-* 

"  Yon  have  been  questioned  witli  respect  to 
the  effect  of  the  alteration  of  the  punishment 
in  the  army,  from  corporal  punishment,  to  soli- 
tary confinement  in  garrisons  at  home;  do 
you  conceive  that  an  alteration  of  that  kind 
could  be  effected  when  the  army  is  in  the  field, 
and  that  the  discipline  of  the  army  could  be 
kept  up? — ^It  must  be  utterly  impracticable. 
I  think  my  brother  officers,  who  are  members 
of  this  Commission,  will  all  agree  with  me  in 
that  statement.  I  will  put  a  case  as  an  ex- 
ample. It  chanced  that  I  was  ordered  to  con- 
duct from  Toulouse,  after  the  battle  of  Ton- 
louse,  to  Boulogne  and  to  Calais,  the  whole  of 
the  cavalry,  some  artillery,  and  the  materiel  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington's  army.  I  marched 
them  in  two  columns  through  France,  and 
embarked  them  at  Boulogne  and  Calais.  By 
the  power  of  maintaining  discipline  which  1 
had  in  my  hands,  I  was  enabled  so  to  con- 
duct them  as  to  receive  so  much  of  the  appro- 
bation of  the  French  Goyemment  as  to  be 
offered,  as  a  distinction,  the  order  of  the  Legion 
of  Honour.  I  will  ask  any  member  of  the 
Commission  howl  could  have  conducted  those 
two  columns,  had  the  power  of  inflicting  cor- 
poral  punishment,  if  necessary,  been  taken  out 
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Hoiue  to  tlie  following  passage  in  tbis  gal- 
lant officer's  evidence : — 


of  my  hands,  and  the  power  of  solitary  con- 
fioement  only  substituted  in  lieu  of  it  ? 

*'  In  point  of  fact  you  could  not? — ^Tbat  is 
my  opinion. 

^  Supposing  solitary  confinement  bad  been 
the  only  punishment  sdlowed,  how  would  you 
have  proceeded^  upon  your  line  of  march 
through  France,  to  put  that  into  execution  ? — 
I  should  have  found  it  to  be  utterly  im- 
practicable." 

Nothing  could  be  clearer  than  the  justice 
oC^ls  observation.  He  would  next  quote 
ttil^  same  gallant  officer's  opinion  upon 
another  point:  — 

'<  When  you  commanded  a  regiment,  did  it 
appear  to  you  that  the  infliction  of  corporal 
punishment  upon  the  soldier  always  carried 
with  it  considerable  degradation  in  the  eyes  of 
his  brother  soldiers  ?~^f  will  say  of  myself,  as 
I  should  say  of  almost  every  one  of  my  brother 
officers,  that  the  task  of  inflicting  corporal 
punishment  was  always  so  painftil  to  us»  and 
our  feelings  towards  our  soldiers  were  so 
different  ^om  what  persons  seem  to  sup- 
pose—indeed so  much  more  like  the  feeU 
ings  of  a  father  towards  his  children  (at  least 
it  vras  always  mv  own)— that  the  infliction 
of  corporal  punishment  was  the  most  painful 
duty  we  ever  performed.  I  never  did  it  when 
I  could  possibly  avoid  it.  When  I  did  it,  I  did 
it  for  the  sake  of  example.  I  did  it  with  that 
degree  of  severity  which  was  calculated  to 
midte  an  impression.  The  degradation  de» 
pended  upon  the  nature  of  the  crime/' 

The  same  sentiments  pervaded  the  whole 
of  the  evidence  in  the  volume  before  the 
House*  If  hon.  Gentlemen  had  read  that 
volume,  they  would  see  the  universal  feel- 
ing to  be  that  the  punishment  of  flogging 
was  in  itself  not  disgraceful^-^that  it  was 
the  nature  of  the  offisnoe  for  which  it  was 
inflicted,  such  as  thieving  or  swindling, 
which  cast  disgrace  upon  it  in  the  eyes  of 
both  officers  and  men.  It  would  be  seen 
also  from  the  same  evidence  that  the  in- 
fliction of  this  punishment  was  in  itself  no 
impediment  to  future  promotion.  He 
would  now  refer  to  the  evidence  of  a  gal- 
lant relative  of  his  (Colonel  Fergusson), 
who,  he  believed  he  might  say,  was  a  gen* 
tieman  of  the  very  mudest  and  most  hu- 
mane disposition,  approaching  almost  to  a 
fault — ^but  at  the  same  time  he  could  add, 
for  that  gallaut  officer  that  he  was  a  soldier, 
and  as  a  soldier  he  had  always  done  his 
duty.  Colonel  Fergusson  stated  that  there 
had  been  nine  or  ten  cases  of  corporal 
punishment  inflicted  in  the  58nd  regiment 
within  the  last  three  years  for  violence,  in- 
subordination, and  conduct  of  a  disgraceful 
nature,  including  one  or  two  instances  for 
theft.    He  wouU  beg  the  attention  of  the 


^'  Recourse  is  now  had  to  solitary  confinement 
and  imprisonment,  with  or  without  hard  lar 
hour,  in  lieu  of  corporal  punishmeut»  in  many 
cases  ? — Yes,  in  many  cases. 

"  Do  you  find  that  the  discipline  of  your  regi. 
ment  has  been  deteriorated  by  the  substitution 
of  those  punishments  for  corporal  punishment f 
Certain)^.  More  offences  have  been  com- 
mitted smce  the  restriction  has  been  made. 

''  Do  yon  find  that  the  late  regulations,  re- 
stricting the  power  of  the  commanding  officers 
more  than  they  were  before,  have  had  a  good  or 
a  bad  effect  on  tiie  discipline  f — ^A  bad  effect, 
decidedly. 

*'  You  think  the  example  is  more  striking  of 
corporal  punishment  than  of  imprisonment,  and 
more  effectual  in  deterring  others  from  crime  ? 
Yes,  decidedly  so. 

**  The  effect  is  greater  in  consequence  of  the 
punishment  being  inflicted  immediately,  and 
the  whole  gone  through  in  the  presence  of  all 
the  men  ? — Yes,  exactly. 

'<  Where,  for  reasons,  punishment  cannot 
follow  the  offence  immediately,  but  must  wait 
for  trial  by  court-martial,  do  you  think  im- 
prisonment with  hard  labour,  especially  if  it 
was  in  a  place  in  the  sight  of  the  men,  would 
be  sufficiently  effectual  for  the  object  of  maiiw 
taining  discipline  ?~No,  I  really  do  not  think 
it  would  ;  for  we  have  instances  of  men  who 
have  been  two  and  three  months  in  imprison- 
ment, and  when  they  come  out  they  will  com- 
mit the  same  offence  in  three  or  four  days 
again. 

**  Do  you  not  find  that  men  who  have  receiv- 
ed corporal  punishment  have  done  the  same  ? 
— "Soy  we  have  but  few  instances  $  and  I  And 
that  the  rarity  of  it  increases  the  effect.  I  have 
had  several  instances  of  men  who  have  r«. 
ceived  corporal  punishment,  come  to  me  after- 
wards and  say,  "  Sir,  if  you  will  forget  what  is 
past,  you  shall  find  me  in  future  a  good  sol- 
dier;'* and  in  almost  every  instance  the  man's 
conduct  has  improved ;  and  I  am  confident 
we  have  many  instances  of  young  soldiers, 
whose  conduct  has  been  so  violent  that  we 
have  been  obliged  to  resort  to  corporal  punish- 
ment, and  that  its  effect  has  invariably  been 
good,  and  often  has  saved  men  from  commit- 
ting serious  offences,  for  which  they  would  be 
transported. 

<'  Do  you  think  that  young  man  you  refer  to 
has  lost  himself  in  the  opinion  of  his  com* 
rades?>-Not  the  least;  it  is  the  crime  that 
injures  them  in  the  eyes  of  each  other,  not  the 
description  of  punishment.'* 

He  would  next  refer  to  the  opinions  of 
some  officers  favourable  to  the  view  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Barnstaple. 

Sir  Octavius  Carey  gave  it  as  his  opin* 
ion,  that  all  sorts  of  punidunents,  no  mat* 
ter  of  what  nature,  whether  of  extra  drills, 
of  flogging,  or  soUtaty  confinements  with 
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luued  UNnnw  all  w€re  inefieetual  in  Che 
way  of  example,  except  tiiat  of  death  alone. 
This  gallant  officer^  in  the  course  of  his 
evidence,  stated — and  in  that  statement  he 
entirely  concurred — that  **  the  constant  in- 
fliction  of  corporal  punishment  exercised 
a  hrutalizing  efiect  upon  the  men,  and 
rendered  them  indifferent  to  punishment." 
He  stated  further,  that  ^'he  thought  the 
army  would  he  kept  in  better  order  by 
minor  punishments,  executed  certainly  and 
promptly ;  and  that  on  foreign  service  soli, 
tazy  confinement  would  be  impossible ;  and 
that  he  would  therefore  allow  corporal 
punbhments  under  this  circumstance,  by 
drum*head  Court-martial  and  no  other/' 
The  right  hon.  Member  read  the  following 
passage  in  the  evidence  of  Joseph  Hume, 
esq.,  M.  P.— 

**  The  gallant  officer's  reason  for  them  was, 
that  the  punishment  would  then  be  instanta- 
neous ;  so  that  he  was  not  an  authority  for  the 
views  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Barnstaple." 

Again,  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  gave 
the  following  eridence  :*- 

*^  You  are  understood  to  say,  that  upon  service 
you  still  would  not  do  away  with  the  use  of 
the  lash  ?— In  emergencies,  where  men  openly 
plunder  or  violate  the  rules  laid  down,  and 
where  order  must  be  maintained,  1  do  not  see 
that  there  are  any  other  immediate  means  of 
checking  them.  I  do  not  pretend,  therefore, 
to  say,  that  I  would  do  away  with  the  power 
in  such  cases,  but,  like  the  offence  of  stealing, 
the  punishment,  though  disgraceful,  would,  I 
think,  meet  the  approbation  of  the  army,  if 
thus  justly  administered.  It  must  be  well 
known  to  military  men,  that  the  success  of  any 
enterprise  in  the  field  depends  upon  the  follow- 
ing it  up ;  and  if  men  will  disobey  orders,  and 
have  recourse  to  plunder,  success  may  be  by 
that  means  turned  to  defeat,  and  there  must  be, 
I  apprehendf  the  means  of  repressing  it  on  the 
instant," 

He  would  next  refer  to  the  evidence  of  Sir 
John  Woodford,  which  he  certainly  must 
characterise  as  most  extraordinary,  thoush 
it  had  been  much  relied  on  by  those  who 
were  opposed  to  flogging.  This  gallant 
Officer  stated,  that, 

"  Under  particular  circumstances  of  emer- 
gency, requiring  an  instant  example,  corporal 
punishments  would  be  fittest,  and,  he  pre- 
sumed, roost  effectual  in  impressing  fear  at  the 
moment.  It  would  be  more  effectual  for  only 
being  resorted  to  on  such  occasions  of  neces- 
sity.'' 

In  that  opinion  he  entirely  agreed ;  neoea* 
nty  alone  should  warrant  the  IniBction  of 
this  punishment.  But  the  gaUant  Officer 
stated,  ahn>, 


^  That  corporal  puiiishmentSy  as  formerly  ex* 
ercised,  had,  in  his  opinion,  a  less  good  effect 
than  the  present  mode  of  confinement  and  hard 
labour,  solitary  confinement  taken  into  account, 
which  he  considered  the  best  kind  of  punish- 
ment." 

He  was  of  opinion  further, 

**  That  supposing  the  means  of  applying  the 
punishment  of  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
to  be  made  more  perfect  and  complete,  cor- 
poral punishments  might  be  dispensed  with  on 
dome  service,  for  common  military  offences 
committed  under  ordinary  circumstances.^' 

Among  the  extraordinary  circumstances 
under  which,  in  the  opinion  of  this  gallant 
Officer,  corporal  punishment  might  be  in- 
flicted, was  wilful  disobedience  of  a  soldier 
on  parade,  or  under  arms,  to  the  lawful 
command  of  his  superior,  or  for  striking  or 
offering  violence  to  an  officer,  theft,  or  other 
disgraceful  conduct,  and  for  the  second  of« 
fence  for  drunkenness  on  duty,  sleeping  on 
duty,  striking  or  using  violence  to  a  non« 
commissioned  officer.  These  offences  the 
gallant  Officer  proposed  should  be  punished 
by  a  prevotal  Court-martial,  who  are  to  be 
invested  with  the  authority  of  a  distinct 
^rrison  Court-martial,  with  the  power  to 
inflict^^how  many  lashes  did  the  Houao 
suppose  ?— no  less  than  500  lashes.  Now 
certainly  it  was  rather  inconsistent  in  this 
gallant  Officer,  who  expressed  himself  as 
opposed  generally  to  the  infliction  of  cor- 
poral punishment,  to  propose  to  give  a  pre. 
votal  Court-martial  toe  power  to  inflict  as 
many  as  500  lashes,  whilst,  by  the  rules 
at  present  in  force  in  the  service,  a  general 
Court-martial  could  only  order  300  lashes. 
The  next  authority  to  which  he  would  re- 
fer was  that  of  Colonel  G.  BurreU,  whose 
evidence  was  as  follows : 

**  Takinff  all  circumstances  into  consideration, 
are  yon  of  opinion  that,  as  far  as  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  are  concerned,  it  would  be  possi- 
ble to  do  away  entirely  with  corporal  punish* 
ment  ? — I  must  say,  I  should  be  sorry  to  be 
deprived  of  the  power ;  but,  I  think  it  would 
be  practicable,  for  we  might  apply  for  general 
Courts-martial,  and  these  men  might  be  trans* 
ported;  but  we  must  have  reference  to  a 
higher  power  for  such  Courts-martiaU  and  the 
delay  would  be  injurious.  I  will  state  why  I 
should  object  to  the  power  being  taken  from 
us ;  suppose,  in  time  of  peace,  we  can  obtain 
men  of  that  description,  that  we  can  carry  on 
the  discipline  of  a  corps  without  corporal 
punishment,  if  we  should  unfortunately  get  in- 
volved in  a  war,  we  must  take  any  able-bodied 
men  who  can  be  got  to  fill  our  ranks ;  and  if 
the  power  were  taken  away  from  the  Courts* 
martial,  I  am  persuaded  that  the  Legislature 
woald  never  restore  it.  The  power  had  better, 
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therefore,  remain,  though  a  dead  letter,  with 
troops  at  home/' 

The  same  gallant  OfRoer,  being  asked  bis 
opinion  as  to  the  possibility  of  disusing  the 
practice  to  the  same  extent  in  the  colonies, 
replied,  that  *'be  found  it  would  not 
answer;"  and  being  asked  for  his  reason 
for  this  apprehension,  replied  that,  ''the 
men  drank  there  (in  the  colonies)  to  a  great 
extent."  Beine  asked,  also,  whether  he 
thought  it  would  be  possible  to  do  away 
with  corporal  punishment  when  the  army 
was  in  actual  service  in  the  field,  he  replied, 
"  Certainly  not."  Lieutenant  -  Colonel 
Duncan  Mac  Gregor,  who  commands  the 
93rd  regiment,  and  had  been  thirty  years 
in  the  service,  had  a  great  horror  of  cor- 
poral punishment,  and,  if  possible,  would 
like  to  see  it  abolished,  except  in  the 
field,  where  he  said  it  was  unquestionably 
necessary;  and,  perhaps,  in  certain  other 
cases,  where  a  man,  for  instance,  would 
peremptorily  and  perseveringly  refuse  to 
undergo  the  punishment  of  hard  labour. 
His  evidence  was  this : — 

*'  So  that  your  opinion  is,  that  it  might  be  pos- 
sible to  do  away  with  corporal  punishment  in 
most  cases,  but  that  the  power  ought  to  be  re- 
served ? — ^Yes ;  but  if  I  could  firmly  believe — 
what  I  am  disposed  to  hope — that  the  absolute 
abolition  of  corporal  punishment  would  have 
the  effect,  along  with  other  expedients,  of  draw- 
ing to  the  army  a  more  respectable  description 
of  recruits  than  we  generally  have  at  present, 
I  would  give  it  up  in  all  cases  except  the  field/' 

But  he  afterwards  said, 

"  I  do  not  feel  a  very  strong  opinion  on  the 
subject.  I  should,  however,  be  rather  inclined 
to  try  the  experiment." 

It  was  dear,  that  much  was  required  to  be 
done,  particularly  in  respect  to  the  composi- 
tion of  our  army,  before  the  experiment  could 
be  tried  which  was  suggested  by  Colonel 
Mac  Gregor.  That  gaUant  Officer,  who 
commands  a  Highland  regiment,  says, 

"  That  as  long  as  it  was  composed  of  High- 
landers only,  he  could  preserve  discipline  with- 
out corporal  punishment;  but  that,  when  it 
came  to  be  mixed  up  with  other  materials 
(which  the  gallant  Colonel  considers  less 
worthy  materials),  he  was  obliged,  in  the  West- 
Indies,  where  even  his  own  Highlanders  had 
been  contaminated,  to  have  recourse  to  cor- 
poral punishment  for  violence  to  non-com* 
missioned  oflBcers,  drunkenness  on  guard,  or 
sleeping  on  their  posts,  generally  arising  from 
drunkenness." 

Lieutenant-General  Lord  Edward  Somer- 
set, who  had  been  forty-two  years  in  the 
army,  said  in  answer  to  question  390: — 
**  I  have  always  felt  anxious  to  avoid  it  [cor* 


poral  punishment]  if  I  could  carry  on  disci- 
pline without  it ;  out  I  have  never  yet  been 
able  to  discover  any  other  effectual  means  of 
punishment,  such  as  could  be  brought  into 
practical  use  in  all  circumstances  of  the  service 
at  home  and  abroad,  in  case  of  notorious  irre- 
gularities that  required  severe  example  to  sup- 
press them.'' 

He  would  call,  therefore,  upon  the  House 
to  recollect,  that  they  were  required  to 
provide  for  the  time  of  war  as  well  as 
that  of  peace,  by  their  vote  on  this  ques- 
tion to-night.  He  would  entreat  them, 
therefore,  to  pause  before  they  totally,  and 
in  every  case,  prohibited  a  practice  which, 
though  at  present  but  sparingly  required, 
was  found,  under  certain  circumstances,  to 
be  indispensable.  He  would  next  refer  the 
House  to  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Towns- 
end,  which  was  very  much  relied  on  by  the 
advocates  of  the  abolition.  This  officer 
stated  before  the  Commissioners,  that  he 
had  been  very  anxious  to  do  away  with 
corporal  punishments  in  his  regiment,  and 
had  endeavoured  to  make  a  fair  experiment 
to  substitute  another  system  of  punishments, 
the  result  of  which,4owever,  was,  that  **  he 
was  almost  convinced  the  punishment  of 
flog^ng  could  not  be  entirely  done  away 
with."  He  stated  his  opinion,  that  the 
inffiction  of  corporal  punishment  had  more 
effect  upon  the  men  than  any  other*  He 
would  also  beg  attention  to  the  following 
passages  of  this  gallant  Officer's  evidence :— « 

'^ave  you  had  many  instances  of  renewal  of 
offence  after  flogging  in  the  same  individual  f 
— Not  since  I  commanded  the  regiment. 

"  Have  you  had  many  renewids  of  offence 
after  solitary  confinement  f — ^Yes,  we  have. 

''From  that  observation,  the  impression 
upon  your  mind  would  be,  that  the  one  punish- 
ment had  less  effect  upon  the  mind  of  the  in- 
dividual than  the  other?— I  think  the  solitary 
confinement  had  less  effect  upon  the  mind  of 
the  man  than  corporal  punbhment  in  improv- 
ing him ;  and  also  by  way  of  example. 

"  Have  you  any  idea  that  the  infliction  of 
corporal  punishment  in  sight  of  the  men  has 
an  injurious  effect,  in  rather  exciting  sympathy 
on  the  part  of  the  soldiers? — No,  I  do  not 
think  so.  Corporal  punishment  is  not  resorted 
to  except  in  very  extreme  cases.*' 

The  next  testimony  he  would  refer  to 
was  that  of  Major  General  Sir  Thomas 
Pearson,  who  stated  that  "  he  never  saw 
any  good  effects,  but  on  the  contrary,  bad 
eflfects  from  the  punishment  of  solitary  can* 
finement ;"  and  being  asked,  ''  Are  yon  of 
opinion  that  the  system  of  solitary  confine- 
ment 4n  lieu  of  corporal  puni^ment,  such 
punishment  being  entirely  forbidden,  would 
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have  the  effect  of  xnaintaming  proper  dis- 
cipline in  the  army?"  He  replied^  ^'I 
(xinsider  that,  if  corporal  punishment  were 
abolished  in  the  British  army^  the  command 
of  the  British  army  would  he  virtually 
given  up.  I  consider  that  it  would  he  to- 
tally impofisihle  to  maintain  such  discipline 
as  would  he  necessary  to  uphold  the  cha- 
racter and  reputation  of  the  British  army^ 
without  corporal  punishment  remaining  to 
be  resorted  to  in  case  of  necessity."  Being 
asked  also,  *'  Is  it  your  opinion  diat  the  in- 
fliction of  corporal  punuihment,  attended  hy 
all  the  solemnities  with  which  it  is  accom- 
panied, has  a  considerable  effect  on  the 
other  soldiers  of  the  regiment  who  witness 
it?-  He  repUed,  *« decidedly  so."  An- 
other  very  gallant  officer.  Colonel  Mackin- 
non,  after  recommending  the  removal  of 
the  incorrigihle  to  some  corps  on  a  foreign 
station,  said,  that 

''Until  some  plan  of  that  kind  was  adopted, 
no  abandonment  of  the  punishment  af  flogging 
could  be  thought  of.  Whether  with  the  aid  of 
some  such  plan  as  that  it  might  be  fomid  pos- 
sible, even  on  home-service,  he  was  not  able 
to  say ;  but  there  coald  be  no  doubt  that  the 
sadden  promulgation  of  a  law  for  the  imme- 
diate abolition  would  be  equivalent  to  a  pro- 
clamation in  favour  of  mutiny.  The  punish- 
ment of  flogging,  if  ever  it  were  to  be  abolished, 
should  be  made  graduallv  to  disappear  in 
practice  by  the  silent  substitution  of  other 
methods,  before  its  express  and  formal  aboli- 
tion." 
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The  gallant  officer,  in  reply  to  questions 
put  to  him  by  the  Commissioners,  gave  the 
following  remarkable  evidence  also:— - 

"  Snpposing  that  an  order  was  to  issue  from 
head  quarters  entirely  to  abolish  the  practice 
of  flogging,  could  you  be  answerable  for  the 
discipline  of  the  Coldstream  regiment,  which 
is  now  under  your  command? — I  think  not, 
decidedly ;  I  could  not  be  answerable  for  it. 
I  think  there  would  be  mutinous  conduct,  and 
that  would  increase  very  much. 

^  Are  we  then  to  understand  that  your  opin- 
ion is,  that  corporal  punishment  should  be  resort- 
ed to  in  cases  of  necessity  only,  but  that  the 
power  of  inflicting  it  should  be  retained  ?— 
Most  decidedly ;  I  conceive  that  if  you  were 
not  to  retain  the  power  of  punishing  men  by 
flogging,  the  officers  might  as  well  pull  off 
their  hats  to  the  regiment,  and  wish  them 
good-by/' 

Colonel  W.  Augustus  Keate  gave  the 
following  evidence  :— 

"  Are  you  of  opinion  that  corporal  punish- 
ment has  more  effect  in  deterring  an  individual 
from  the  re-commission  of  crime,  than  impri- 
sonment with  hard  labour  ? — ^Yes,  certainly. 

^  What  is  your  opinion  of  it  as  an  example 
to  other  soldiers  ^bo  witness  it  ? — I  have  no 
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doubt  it  is  an  example,  and  that  the  other  is 
none. 

^  After  what  you  have  stated,  it  is  scarcely 
necessary  to  ask  you,  whether  you  conceive  it 
would  be  possible  to  keep  up  the  discipline  of 
the  3rd  regiment  of  Guards,  without  the  power 
of  inflicting  corporal  punishment  in  certain 
cases? — It  is  my  decided  opinion  that  it  would 
not. 

"  From  your  experience  when  on  service,  do 
you  think  it  would  be  possible,  under  any  re- 
gulations whatever,  to  carry  on  the  discipline 
of  the  army  without  corporal  punishment  ?«— 
I  should  say,  certainly  not;  I  cannot  conceive 
how  it  could  be  done.'' 

Major-General  Sir  J.  McLean's  evidence 
contained  the  following  passage  :— 

''  Since  corporal  punishments  have  been  less 
frequent  in  the  Artillery,  is  it  your  opinion 
that  the  discipline  of  the  regiment  has  been 
more  or  less  easily  maintained  ? — ^I  am  humbly 
of  opinion  that  it  has  not  been  of  advantage  to 
the  service ;  that  in  former  times  you  ti^  up 
a  man  and  flogged  him,  and  the  example  was 
immediate  and  good ;  now  a  man  knows  ex- 
actly how  far  he  may  go;  he  knows  he  will 
not  be  tried  by  court-martial  unless  he  goes  to 
a  certain  extent ;  he  will  keep  within  the  ex- 
tent, knowing  he  will  have  only  a  few  days 
confinement  for  that.'* 

This  gallant  officer's  experience  went  to 
show,  that  the  punishment  of  confinement, 
with  hard  labour,  had  been  of  no  use  what- 
ever in  reforming  the  culprit.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  quoted  other  portions  of 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Commis- 
sioners at  considerable  length.  It  all  went 
to  show  that  corporal  punishment  could 
not  be  wholly  dispensed  with.  In  conclu- 
sion, the  right  hon.  Member  observed,  that 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  House  had  read 
any  portion  of  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, they  had  certainly  read  the  evidence 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  and  Lord  HiU, 
and  the  gallant  Memher  for  Launceston* 
It  was  not  that  he  did  not  attach  the  very 
highest  importance  to  such  evidence,  but 
because  he  presumed  that  every  Member  of 
the  House  had  looked,  with  more  or  less 
attention  to  the  Report ;  and  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  one  could  have  opened  it 
without  reading  with  attention  that  evi- 
dence, which  sanctions,  with  its  high  au- 
thority, the  testimony  of  the  other  wit- 
nesses to  which  he  had  referred.  In  oppo- 
sition to  this  overwhelming  mass  of  evidence 
and  authority — such  as  he  would  venture 
to  say  had  never  been  produced  upon  any 
great  inquiry  before,  they  were  aiUed  upon 
to  legislate  on  the  sole  authority  of  the 
gallant  Members  for  Barnstaple  and  Hull. 
Was  the  House  ready  to  incur  such  a  tre- 
2  f 
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mendoos  responsibility?  He  could  not 
entertain  any  fear  upon  the  suinect^  when 
the  judgmoit  and  good  sense  of  a  British 
House  of  Commons  were  to  decide  the 
question.  The  object  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
hat  Member  was,  to  sweep  away  from  our 
military  code  the  punuhment  oi  the  lash 
for  every  offence — ^no  matter  how  aggra* 
vated^  no  matter  how  disgraceful — ^for  mu- 
tiny and  for  theft^  it  was  equally  to  be 
abolished.  It  was  not  to  be  used  in  any 
case^  either  for  example  or  retribution.  It 
had  been  called  a  degrading  punishment- 
it  had  been  called  a  cruel  punishment, 
without  stopping  to  observe  that  the  whole 
evidence  proved^  that  the  soldier  who  was 
punished  by  the  lash  was  not  disgraced 
among  his  comrades,  unless  the  offence  for 
which  he  was  punished  was  disgraceful.  He 
would  repeat  that  the  objection  to  punish- 
ment, that  it  was  disgraceful,  or  that  it  was 
erueli  is  not,  by  itself,  sufficient  to  make  a 
case  for  its  abolition.  Was  the  House, 
then,  prepared  to  say  that,  henceforth,  in 
no  one  case  of  crime  however  disgraceful— 
whether,  for  instance,  of  theft,  cheating,  or 
embezzlement— the  lash  should  be  used  by 
way  of  punishment  appropriately  disgrace- 
fbl?  If  the  House  were  prepared  to  say, 
that  neither  at  home  nor  abroad,  in  peace 
nor  in  war,  for  any  offence  whatever,  cor- 
pond  punishment  should  be  used  in  the 
British  army,  then  he  very  much  feared  the 
whole  system  of  military  discipline  was  at 
an  end.  If  they  parted  altogetheir  with  the 
right  of  inflicting  corporal  punishment,  they 
parted  with  the  right  arm,  as  &r  as  regarded 
the  proper  discipline  of  the  army.  For  his 
own  part,  he  felt  that  he  had  but  done  his 
duty  to  his  King  and  to  his  country  by 
agreeinff  to  the  Report  which  had  been  laid 
before  the  House.  The  Commissioners  had 
entered  upon  their  task  of  inquiry  with 
unbiassed  minds,  and  with  every  desire,  if  it 
were  possible,  to  assist  in  promoting  a  milder 
code  of  punishment ;  but  from  a  careAil 
examination  of  the  evidence,  both  as  it  was 
being  delivered,  and  since  it  was  printed, 
having  read  it  over  and  over  several  times, 
he  felt  bound  to  say,  that  he  did  notfsee  the 
possibility  of  effecting  any  more  rapid  im- 
provements than  were  at  present  in  pro- 
gress. 

Mr.  Paulter  said,  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  much  had  been  done  of  late  years 
towards  the  abolition  of  military  flogging ; 
but  still,  in  spite  of  all  the  high  authorities 
which  bad  been  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
he  thought  a    better  system  might  be 


adopted,  which  should  render  corporal 
punishment  altogether  unnecessary.  As 
to  the  extreme  cases  so  forcibly  put  by 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  and  stated  in  the  Report  at 
considerable  length,  in  such  cases  he 
thought  that  upon  the  principle  salus 
exercilus  ett  suprema  lex,  a  code  of  com- 
mon law  might  be  enforced  against  of- 
fenders, as  was  the  case  with  the  rest  of 
the  community.  He  would  not  object, 
for  instance,  to  severe  measures  in  such 
extreme  cases  as  disobedience  or  mutiny 
in  the  very  presence  of  the  enemy.  *^  The 
schoolmaster  was  abroad ,''  but  he  certainly 
was  not  as  yet  given  a  fair  and  just  trial 
in  the  barracks.  Indeed,  he  was  hardly 
admitted  within  their  precincts.  No 
doubt  hon.  Members  were  aware  that  pa- 
rochial lending  libraries  had  been  estab- 
lished throughout  the  country,  and  that 
these  teqded  much  to  improve  the  morale 
religious,  and  intellectual  condition  of  the 
people.  Had  any  body  beard  of  such  a 
thing  established  in  any  regiment?  [Hear^ 
hear  I  from  Lord  Sandm."]  Well,  if  by 
the  cheer  of  the  noble  Lord  he  was  to  un- 
derstand that  the  experiment  had  been 
attempted,  why  was  not  such  a  change 
carried  to  a  greater  extent?  Was  a  sys* 
torn  of  improved  instruction  generally  re- 
sorted to  ?  Had  they  adopted  a  reward 
for  good  conduct,  either  civil  or  military  ? 
Was  the  prospect  of  promotbn  to  police 
offices  or  other  offices  ever  held  out  to  the 
soldier?  For  every  good  soldier  vdio 
would  be  lost  to  the  service  by  such  an 
advancement^  at  least  ten  as  good  men 
would  be  secured  by  the  ezample  which  it 
afforded.  Had  any  effort  been  made  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  progress  of  that  demora- 
lizing vice  of  drunkenness  which  was  ac- 
knowledged on  all  sides  to  be  at  the  hot-  * 
torn  of  all  military  excesses,  by  improving 
the  moral  and  intellectual  condition  of  the 
soldier  ?  It  wes  most  preposterous  to  say, 
that  in  the  absence  of  all  such  attempts  at 
improving  the  discipline  of  the  army  by 
the  most  effectual  means,  that  that  aisci- 
pline  could  onlv  be  preserved  by  having 
recourse  to  the  fash.  Most  singular  opin- 
ions were  unquestionably  slated  in  the 
report  of  the  Commissioners,  Amongst 
other  grounds  of  objection  to  the  abolition 
of  this  degrading  punishment»  it  was  al- 
leged, that  the  practice  was  necessary  to 
preserve  discipline  in  our  army,  when  it 
was  not  necessary  in  the  armies  of  other 
natioosi  because  our  soldiers  belonged  to 
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an  inferior  dau  to  that  ftom  which  the 
men  of  foreign    armies  were    generally 
chosen.    He  conld  never  consent  to  attri- 
bnte  the  achievements  of  the  British  army 
to  that  miserable  expedient  for  insuring 
obedience — military  flogging.     The  ulti- 
mate and  real  cause  of  those  glorious  vic- 
tories by  which  our  armies  had  been  dis- 
tinguished, was  to  be  sought  for  only  in 
the  natural   energies,  the  popular  spirit, 
and  gallantry  of  the  British  people.    He 
wished  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side 
would  take  a  less  narrow,  a  less  profes- 
sional,  view  of  the  question,  when  pro- 
positions were  made  for  reducing  or  dis- 
banding  the  regiments  of  guards.     He 
thought  that,  instead  of  charging  hon. 
Members  at  his  side  of  the  House  with 
effecting  paltry  savings  tn  the  estimates, 
the  best  answer  which  they  could  offer  to 
such  propositions  was  to  assert,  that  the 
guards  were  the  special  representatives  of 
those  truly  national  qualities  which  dis- 
titt|ttished  the  people  of  this  country, 
ana  therefore  ou^ht  to  be  the  last  to  be 
exposed  to  the  hostility  of  the  popular 
Representatives  in  that  House.     He  was 
aware  that  he  spoke  in  the  presence  of 
a  gallant  General  (Sir  H.  Hardinge),  in 
opposing  whom  he  felt  no  slight  degree  of 
nervousness,  particularly  when  he  recol- 
lected how  skilled  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  the  arts  of  peace  as  well  as 
distinguished  in  the  exploits  of  war.    But 
be  hoped  he  might  be  excused  if  he  took 
the  libertv  of  asking  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether,  in  point  of  mere  military 
experience  and  habits,  he  was  not,  beyond 
comparison,  inferior  to  those  whom  he  first 
fodght  on  the  continent  of  Europe  ?    How 
was  it,  he  would  further  ask,  that  the  gal- 
lant General  triumphed  in  fifty  different 
battles,  and  opposed  a  force  of  20,000  with 
only  10,000  men  ?    He  would  tell  him  the 
reason  :    because  he  brought  qualities  to 
the  contest  which  those  with  whom  he 
contended  did  not  possess*-*- namely,  the 
qualities  of  a  high«minded  Englishman, 
endowed  with  great  natural  talents,  which 
were  improved  by  education.    As  he  had 
already  said,  the  subject  was  looked  upon 
by  the  gallant  General,  and  those  who 
coineided  with  him,  in  too  professional  a 
light    Lawyers  were  never — as  he  could 
iay  from  some  experience — the  first   to 
propose  improvements  in  the  law.  Church 
Reform  was  begun  by  the  wish  of  the 
laity,  though  undoubtedly  sanctioned  by 
Che  approval  of  those  who  belonged  to 


the  Church.  They  must  all  remember  the 
prognostications  of  those  who  opposed  the 
Reform  Bill,  the  Slavery  Bill,  and  the 
Factories*  Bill,  and  the  evils  which  it  was 
said  would  arise  from  the  passing  of  each 
of  those  different  measures ;    and  yet  all 
those  measures  had  been  passed  into  law 
with  great  advantages,  ana  without  giving 
rise  to  any  one  of  the  threatened  evils ; 
and  of  this  the  House  might  rest  assured, 
that  military  reform  could  not  and  would 
not  begin  in  the  army.     It  was  said,  that 
no  measures  could  be  found  so  efficacious 
for   preventing  insubordination  and  dis- 
obedience and  other  offences  for  which  it 
was  inflicted  as  this  practice  of  military 
flogging.    All  knew  the  effect  of  solitary 
conflnement  on  the  most  hardened  mind. 
Why  should  not  an  experiment  be  made 
of  the  effect  of  that  punishment  ?    Again, 
it  was  notorious  that  transportation  had 
been  resorted  to  with  the  most  successful 
result  in  cases  of  forgery.     If  this  substi- 
tute   had  worked  so  well   in  civil,  why 
should  not  the  same  principle  be  applied 
to  military  life  ?    The  argument  used  by 
those  opposed   to   the  abolition  of  this 
punishment,  when  the  example  of  France 
was  cited  in  refutation  of  their  position, 
was,  that  in  that  country  it  was  true  they 
did  not  flogy  but  they  went  further,  they 
shot  military  offenders.    Now  he  had  had 
an   opportunity  of  procuring  from   the 
War-office  of  Paris  an  aoconnt  of  the 
French  militarr  code ;  and  thon|;h  it  was 
perfectly  true  tnat  death  was  assigned  by 
It  to  a  vast  number  of  offences,  he  was 
most  positively  assured^  bv  an  officer  of 
high  rank  belonging  to  that  service  (be 
meant  Count  de  Bouillet),  that,  in  point 
of  fact,  it  was  carried  into  e|ecution  only 
in  three  cases— namely,  of  desertion  to 
the  enemy,  of  treason,  and  of  striking  a 
superior  officer.    The  punkhmentsin  the 
French  army  were  imprisonment  of  dif- 
ferent sorts,  hard  labour  and  irons.    It 
conld  not  for  an  jnstant  be  questioned  that 
the  French  army  was  in  a  state  of  high 
discipline.    If  the  discipline  of  the  soldiers 
of  Austerlit2  andPriedland  had  been  main- 
tained by  these  means,  why  should  their 
conquerors,  the  soldiers  of  Waterloo,  be 
subjected    to   an    unnecessary  degrada- 
tion ?    The  real  question  for  the  House  to 
consider  was,  would  they  pan  this  mea- 
sure, or  leave  it  to  be  passed  by  the  Par- 
liament which  succeeded  them  ?    Now  as 
he  was  not  perfectly  sure  of  having  a  seat 
in  the  next  Pariiament,  he  wished  to  share 
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war^  with  I  think  eight  dragoons  and  about 
sixteen  Spanish  infantry,  I  believe  it  was  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  St.  Severs,  to  ascertain 
whether  a  division  of  French  cavalry  was  at  a 
certain  point  six  or  seven  miles  off.  I  con- 
trived to  arrive  there  near  night-fall,  and  as« 
certained  that  they  had  been  gone  about  four 
hours.  As  I  returned,  the  Spaniards  got  very 
frightened,  and  begged  the  dragoons  would 
not  leave  them.  [  ordered  different  indi- 
viduals of  the  dragoons  to  move  in  advance  of 
the  detachment,  my  fear  being  that  we  might 
fall  in  with  a  body  of  the  enemy ;  and  if  we 
had  timely  notice  of  it  we  might  retire  by  some 

true  that  the  system  excited  general  dis-    cross-road,  or,  in  case  of  extremity,  disperse. 

gust,  and  there  was  no  doubt  it  must  at  no    As  fast  as^  I  sent  a  dragoon  out  of  sights  he 


in  the  honour  of  abolishing  a  punishment 
which  was  totally  unworthy  of  the  en- 
lightened and  civilised  state  of  society 
in  which  we  lived.  It  was  quite  certain 
that  the  public  were  so  much  opposed  to 
this  system,  that  they  would  return  a  ma- 
jority against  it.  He  was  shocked  at  the 
false  and  disgusting  accounts  which  he 
had  seen  in  some  of  the  papers,  of  officers 
looking  on  with  pleasure  at  these  inflic- 
tions. Such  statements  were  as  disgust- 
ing as    they  were   untrue ;    but  it 


was 


distant  day  be  altogether  abolished. 

Colonel  Thompson  thought  that  the 
direct  appeal  which  had  been  made  to  him 
must  be  considered  by  the  House  a  suffi- 
cient justification  for  his  referring  to  two 
cases  which  he  mentioned  in  his  evidence. 
The  first  case  to  which  he  referred  was 
thus  given  in  the  Report : — 

"I  can  give  two  instances  bearing  upon  the 
fact.    I  will  first  give  one  which  occurred  iu 
the  95th,  or  Rifle  regiment,  where  corporal 
punishment  was  not  carried  to  its  usual  extent 
m  consequence  of  that  feeling.    The  day  be- 
fore we  landed  on  the  unfortunate  expedition 
to  Buenos  Ayres,  being  the  officer  on  watch, 
I  heard  a  private  say, '  The  officers  had  better 
take  care  of  themselves,  for  we  shall  have  them 
in  our  front  to-morrow.'     I  knew  what  that 
meant ;  that  if  an  officer  did  anything  in  the 
way  of  discipline  which  the  men  did  not  like, 
he  should  be  shot.    I  brought  the  man  up  for 
punishment,  and  the  man  was  tried.    At  that 
time  corporal  punishment  was  almost  the  only 
punishment  in  vogue,  except  for  very  slight 
crimes.    The  Court-martial  found  him  guilty, 
and  inflicted  upon  him,  if  I  recollect  right,  150 
lashes;  which,  although  it  may  be  a  severe 
punishment  in  itself,  was  a  very  slight  punish- 
ment in  refe^nce  to  the  scale  of  punishment 
then  existing  in  the  army.    For  a  man  would 
have  received  150  lashes  on  any  complaint  of 
a  captain  \  for  instance,  of  his  being  once  or 
twice  drunk,  or  being  habitually  dirty.    I  had 
been  told  in  quarters  in  England,  when  trying 
to  bring  down  a  man's  punishment  to  150 
lashes  at  a  regimental  Court-martial,  'You 
must  not  make  a  joke  of  the  service/    There- 
fore it  struck  me  strongly,  that,  upon  that  oc- 
casion, there  was  a  manifest  letting  down  of 
the  scale  of  punishment — a  failure  of  the  sys- 
tem ;  it  was  avowed  practically  td^he  soldiers 
that  the  officers  would    not,  or    could   not, 
maintain  the  scale  of  punishment  previously  in 
use." 

The  next  was  : — 

"  I  recollect,  in  the  14lh  Dragoons,  having 
occasion  to  make  a  complaint  against  soldiers 
who  had  committed  what  I  con<»idered  a  mili- 
tury  crime.     I  was  ordered,  in  the  Peninsular 


trotted  ofl*  and  made  the  best  of  his  way  to 
camp.  Not  one  man  staid  with  roe  but  the 
corporal.  The  Spaniards^  the  corporal,  and  I 
arrived  safely  in  the  English  out-posts.  I  im- 
mediately complained  to  the  colonel,  who  did 
not  punish  the  men,  and  all  he  did  was  to 
apply  a  strong  expression  to  them,  but  the 
men  were  never  punished.  That  struck  me  as 
a  proof  of  the  inapplicability  bf  corporal  pun- 
ishment before  the  enemy ;  for  I  feel  certain 
that  if  those  men  had  committed  anything 
like  a  similar  irregularity  in  a  barrack-yard  in 
England,  they  would  have  been  very  severely 
punished.'' 

The  fact  was,  that  the  difficulty  of  doing 
away  with  corporal  punishment  was  vastly 
increased  by  its  being  at  all  allowed.     He 
had  not  uttered  any  rash  opinions  before 
the  Committee  ;  he  had  not  called  for  the 
hasty  abolition  of  this  practice;  and  he 
had  not  a  doubt  but  that  if  the  attempt  to 
do  away  with  it  were  made  by  a  single 
lieutenant-colonel  of  a  regiment,  it  would 
not  prove  successful.     He  had  stated  why 
he  arrived  at  that  conclusion.  The  ground 
on  which  he  had  done  so  was  this — be- 
cause the  officers  under  the  command  of 
such  gentlemen,  would  declare  they  found 
it    impossible  to  dispense  with   it     If, 
however,  the  practice  were  once  made 
illegal,  then  he  was  inclined  to  think  that 
officers  would  soon  find  out  an  effective 
substitute.     If  the  experiment  were  made 
of  raising  one  or  two  regiments  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  they  should  be  disbanded 
if  their  officers  could  not  manage  without 
the  infliction  of  corporal  punishment,  he 
could  not  help  believing  that  the  discipline 
of  such  regiments  would  in  a  short  time  be 
placed  on  the  soundest  and  best  footing. 
It  appeared,  from  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners, that  officers  of  the  highest  rank 
had  expressed  their  persuasion,  that  the 
British  soldier  was  insensible  to  the  de- 
gradation of  corporal  punishment.     Now, 
how  could  this  opinion  be  reconciled  with 
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the  account  of  the  mutiny  of  the  European 
Artillery  in  India^  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  placed  on  a  different  footing  from 
the  native  troops.  He  warned  the  House 
against  allowing  this  practice  to  continue^ 
and  abuses  of  a  like  nature  to  prevail  in 
the  army,  until  the  chance  of  such  a  mu« 
tiny  in  the  army  as  that  which  formerly 
broke  out  in  the  navy  was  rendered  likely. 
Was  it  wise  and  politic  to  allow  the  op- 
portunity to  a  man  acting  under  strong 
and  excited  feelings,  or  under  the  influ- 
ence of  ill -humour,  to  express  to  the  men 
under  his  command  his  sense  of  the  dis- 
gusting, filthy,  unmanly,  degrading,  and 
abominable  punishment  to  which  they 
were  subjected  in  his  presence?  The 
man  who  then  addressed  them  was  not 
very  easily  moved,  but  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  upon  an  occasion  when 
this  punishment  was  inflicted,  he  was  as 
near — as  makes  the  difference  between 
pulling  a  trigger  and  not  pulling  it — say- 
ing to  his  men,  '*  If  you  are  fools  enough 
to  stand  by  and  see  this,  I  am  not.*'  He 
hoped,  then,  that  the  House  would  not 
hesitate  to  abolish  the  evils  of  such  a  sys- 
tem, particularly  when  the  country  was  at 
their  feet  demanding  its  reform.  And  he 
was  convinced,  from  his  own  knowledge, 
that  Ministers  would  find  that  their  con- 
stituents and  supporters  in  the  country, 
rejoicing  in  the  same  political  designation, 
had  gone  ahead  with  the  current  of  public 
intelligence  on  this  subject— while  Minis- 
ters, from  some  cause  or  other,  had  re- 
mained stationary. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  that,  as  one  of 
the  Commissioners,  he  had  given  the  sub- 
ject the  greatest  attention,  and  had  weighed 
the  whole  of  the  evidence,  and  he  had 
come  to  this  conclusion — that  it  was  not 
practicable  to  carry  on  the  discipline  of 
the  army  on  foreign  service  without  the 
power  of  inflicting  the  punishment  of  flog- 
eing  in  certain  cases,  but  he  would  con- 
fess, that  with  the  exception  of  offences 
committed  on  a  march  or  stealing,  which 
is  in  itself  disgraceful,  he  thought  that  dis- 
pensing with  flogging  would  be  practicable 
in  the  home  service ;  but  still  he  thought 
that  the  power  of  inflicting  the  lash  should 
not  be  given  up  until  something  was  found 
which  would  prove  an  efficient  substitute 
for  it.  Formerly  the  execution  of  the 
sentences  of  district  Courts-martial  were 
delayed  until  they  lost  much  of  the  salu- 
tary effects  which  punishment  immediately 
following  the  crime  was  calculated  to  pro< 


duce,  but  that  defect  had,  in  some  degree* 
been  remedied,  and  might  be  wholly  re- 
moved. The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pouller) 
had  said,  that  he  would  not  allow  flogging 
until  he  saw  something  done  for  improving 
the  condition  of  the  army ;  that  he  should 
like  to  see  regimental  libraries  established, 
and  other  means  of  amusing  and  improv- 
ing the  soldier's  mind.  It  was  well  known 
that  much  had  been  done  in  that  way, 
and  he  was  anxious  that  everything  should 
be  done  which  would  make  the  condition 
of  our  soldiers  better ;  but  at  the  same 
time,  he  must  say,  that  before  those  means* 
were  tried,  he  would  not  consent  to  give 
up  a  power  which  the  most  experienced 
officers  held  to  be  necessary.  He  would 
admit,  that  it  had,  heretofore,  been  the 
practice  to  govern  the  army  with  too  great 
severity — that  there  was  too  little  of  re- 
ward, and  too  much  of  punishment.  He 
would  raise  and  improve  the  condition  of 
the  soldier,  so  as  to  make  his  situation 
rather  an  object  of  envy  than  of  dislike. 
He  would  not  have  them  excluded  from 
public  walks  or  amusements,  to  which,  in 
some  cases,  there  wer^  refusals  to  admit 
them.  He  would  also  hold  out  every 
encouragement  to  better  classes  to  enter 
the  army.  In  this  way  the  necessity  of 
punishment  would,  in  time,  be  done  away 
with.  One  reason  for  getting  rid  of  cor- 
poral punishment,  before  other  means  were 
tried,  was  the  assertion,  that  officers  would 
not  resort  to  any  other  means  so  long  as 
the  power  of  inflicting  that  punishment 
existed,  but  he  thought  that  any  one  who 
had  read  the  evidence  would  see  the 
groundlessness  of  that  charge.  It  was 
put  beyond  all  doubt,  that  there  was 
nothing  which  officers  more  disliked  than- 
the  necessity  of  inflicting  corporal  punish* 
meuL  The  officers,  he  was  sure,  would 
not  resort  to  that  mode  of  punishment  if 
they  could  get  any  other  system  which 
would  be  as  effectual  for  maintaining  dis* 
cipline;  but  until  such  system  was  brought 
into  operation,  he  repeated  that  he  would 
not  relinquish  the  power  of  flogging.  In 
the  evidence  of  Colonel  Sir  John  Wood- 
ford, there  was  a  catalogue  of  the  offences 
for  whicft  he  would  inflict  punishment. 
The  part  of  Sir  John  Woodford's  evidence 
to  which  he  alluded  was  as  follows  :— 

''  You  have  said  there  are  peculiar  circum-* 
stances,  even  on  the  home  service,  when  it 
would  be  necessary  to  recur  to  corporal  punish- 
ment, will  you  state  those  circumstances  ?— 
On  prisoners  already  undergoing,  by  sentence 
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of  a  former  Court-martial,  imprisonment,  or 
confinement  in  a  cell,  guard-room,  or  prison  ; 
on  board  ship;  on  the  march;  under  extra- 
ordinary circumstances,  as  of  treason,  sedition, 
mutiny,  concerted  insubordination,  or  insubor- 
dination extending  to  more  than  three  indivi- 
duals of  the  same  corps,  or  for  wilful  and  per- 
severing disobedience  of  a  soldier  on  parade, 
or  under  arms,  to  the  lawful  command  of  his 
superior,  or  for  striking  or  offering  violence  to 
an  officer  j  for  theft  or  other  disgraceful  con- 
duct for  which  the  offender  is  usually  dis- 
charged with  ignominy;  and  for  the  under- 
mentioned crimes,  in  some  cases  of  a  second 
offence  of  the  kind  by  the  same  individual; 
'drunkenness  on  duty»  sleeping  on  sentry, 
striking  or  using  riolence  to  a  non-commis- 
sioned officer,  or  using  insulting  or  insubor- 
dinate language  to  a  non « commissioned 
officer." 

He  (Lord  Sandon)  would  not  extend  the 
catalogue  to  so  many  offences,  and  most 
certainly  he  would  not  inflict  500  lashes 
for  any,  but  he  could  not  consent  to  abolish 
it  for  all.  It  had  been  argued  on  tbe  other 
aide,  that  tba  practice  of  itiflicting  corporal 
punishments  in  the  army  had  not  produced 
the  effect!^  anticipated,  because  crime  had 
not  disappeared.  The  same  argument 
would  apply  with  equal  force  to  the  use  of 
education  as  a  means  of  improving  the 
condition  of  mankind,  lor  education  had 
not  abolished  crime;  but  was  that  a  reason 
why  education  itself  should  be  abolished  ? 
it  had  likewise  been  contended  that,  inas- 
much as  corporal  pnnishment  could  be 
dispensed  with  in  France  and  in  Prussia, 
it  might  likewise  be  given  up  in  England. 
Surely  the  House  could  not  forget  that 
the  elements  of  which  continental  armies 
were  composed,  differed  essentially  from 
those  which  went  to  make  up  the  armies 
of  England,  and  that,  therefore,  a  similar 
system  of  discipline  could  not  be  observed. 
Besides,  as  regarded  Prussia  itself,  he  was 
borne  out  by  the  testimony  of  a  gallant 
Friend  near  him,  that  in  any  war,  less 
national  than  the  last  in  which  the  Prus- 
sians were  engaged,  it  would  have  been 
impossible  to  have  maintained  the  disci- 
pline of  that  army  without  the  aid  of  cor- 
poral punishments.  And  then,  as  to 
France,  there  was  not  the  least  gfoand  for 
sappodng  that  the  French  Government 
would  dispense  with  punishments  of  that 
natofe,  were  it  not  that  their  army  was 
made  up  of  conscripts  generally  taken  from 
a  more  respectable  class  in  society  than 
the  soldiers  of  this  country  were  usually 
selected  from ;  in  a  word,  the  same  rale 
cottU  not,  luidef  such  diffisrent  circvm* 


stances,  ^pply  ^^  ^^^  country  and  to  that* 
lu  each  of  the  Europes^n  countries  alluded 
to,  there  was  likewise  a  substitute,  and  in 
most  instances  an  efficient  one.  This,  as 
yetf  was  not  the  case  in  England,  and 
until  it  was,  he  for  one^vould  never  assent 
to  the  removal  of  the  existing  checks. ,  U 
was  not  an  unwise  maxim  to  keep  up  the 
old  prop,  even  though  somewhat  impaired 
by  time,  until  a  sound  substitute  could  be 
found.  He  would  entreat  the  House, 
therefore,  not  to  abandon  one  security  for 
tbe  discipline  of  tbe  army  before  they  had 
obtained  another-<-not  to  give  up  a  punish- 
ment, the  efficacy  of  which  had  beea 
proved,  till  they  were  assured  of  a  substi* 
tute  which  afforded  at  least  a  fair  prob^ 
ability  of  producing  as  advantageous 
results.  This  was  the  principle  upon 
which  his  opposition  to  the  propositioD 
was  founded,  and  he  trusted  a  majority  of 
the  House  would  join  with  him  in  assert- 
ing it. 

Mr.  HmHe: — The  noble  Lord  who  just 
sat  down  had  alluded  to  the  general  order 
lately  promulgated  from  the  Horse  Guards, 
as  having  had  the  effect  of  materially  limit- 
ing the  number  of  corporal  punishments  in 
the  British  army.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
most  unhesitatingly  denied,  that  the  order 
in  question  had  had  any  such  effect.  In^ 
deed,  it  was  to  him  a  matter  of  surprise, 
that  after  the  expression  of  opinion  upon 
the  subject  of  corporal  punishment  by  a 
majority  of  that  House  in  18B3  (he  called 
it  a  majority,  for  although  the  motion  for 
suppression  was  lost  by  a  majority  of  eleven, 
if  allowance  were  made  for  the  thirty*five 
Members  then  composing  Ministerial  corps, 
it  was  allowable  to  say,  that  the  preponder- 
ance of  opinion  was  in  favour  of  the  Motion), 
it  was  he  said  a  matter  of  surprise  that  the 
authorities  of  the  Horse  Guards  should  have 
thought  to  silence  the  public  voice  by  such 
a  maJce-belief  as  in  reality  the  oraer  in 
question  amounted  to.  The  Motion  of 
1833  was  only  lost  by  the  manner  in  which 
the  Ministerial  phalanx  voted,  and  as  the 
influence  of  office  invariably  actuated  it— » 
there  was  in  point  of  fact  a  mmority  in 
favour  of  the  Motion.  How  the  Ministerial 
phalanx  was  likely  to  vote  upon  the  present 
occasion  he  would  not  take  upon  himself  to 
say,  althou^  from  the  q)ecimen  they  had 
had  in  the  case  of  the  learned  Judge  Advo* 
cate  there  was  every  reason  to  fear  that  the 
same  baneful  influence  which  lost  the 
Motion  of  1833  would  defeat  that  of  185& 

Mr.  Cuilar  Fergutson  ■  I  entirely  deny 
being  influenced  in  vjr  opponlioK  to  tlMl 
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Motion  by  the  consideration  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  alludes. 

Mr.  Hume — The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  might  deny  that  such  was  the 
fact;  and  no  doubt  he  flattered  himself  that 
such  was  the  fact^  but  he  contended  it  was 
impossible  iat  any  man  who  heard  his  speech 
of  that  evening  not  to  believe,  though  it 
might  be  without  his  being  conscious  of  it, 
that  the  learned  Judge  was  influenced 
by  office.  He  had  certainly  taken  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  to  brine  forward 
extracts  from  the  evidence,  but,  in  his  humble 
optnion,  he  had  studiously  avoided  calling 
attention  to  those  passages  which  threw  the 
most  light  upon  the  subject.  There  was, 
for  example,  only  one  passsage  of  his  (Mr. 
Hume's)  evidence,  which  could  in  any  way 
be  brought  to  sanction  the  infliction  of 
corporal  punishment,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted,  and  omitted 
all  the  rest.  As  a  Judge  he  was  bound  to 
have  given  a  fair  abstract  of  all  his  opinions, 
or  to  have  abstained  from  quotins  one  of 
them.  But  in  speaking  of  corporal  punish- 
ment, as  inflicted  in  the  army,  he  did  not  at 
all  consider  the  extent  to  which  it  was 
administered.  He  spoke  of  it  generally,  as 
conveying  a  description  of  punishment  by 
which  men  were  degraded ;  and  if,  as  he 
believed  was  the  case,  the  infliction  of  the 
lash,  were  applied  once  or  Ave  hundred 
times,  excited  an  equal  sense  of  degradation, 
it  mattered  little  what  the  degree  of  torture 
in  each  case  was.  What  the  result  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  Motion  might  be  he  could  not 
anticipate;  but  he  was  confident,  even 
though  it  did  not  now  succeed,  that  ere 
long  public  feeling  would  compel  the  Legis- 
lature to  put  an  end  to  a  practice  which, 
while  it  degraded,  tended  to  brutalize  the 
British  army.  He  owned  it  was  with 
some  satisfaction  he  heard  hon.  Members 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  declare 
that  atrocious  cases  of  punishment  had 
taken  place  in  the  Britbh  army.  But  a 
few  years  ago  that  which  was  now  admitted 
to  be  atrocious  would  have  been  designated 
by  those  same  individuals  as  harmless  and 
necessary.  This  was  something,  and  he 
welcomed  the  change  as  a  happy  omen 
for  the  future.  Again,  a  few  years  ago  it 
was  urged,  that  the  least  interference  with 
regard  to  the  subject  would  tend  to  the 
disorganization  of  the  army.  Many  of 
those  who  so  argued,  now  admitted  that 
much  good  had  resulted  from  the  trifling 
limitation  which  had  been  made  in  the 
number  of  oflences  corporally  punishable. 
This  was  again  auspiciousi  and  he  hailed  it 


with  satisfaction.  Why,  he  asked,  in  the 
present  enlightened  times  should  those  who 
perilled  their  lives  in  the  defence  of  their 
country  be  exposed  to  such  brutal  acts  as 
those  in  force  amongst  the  British  soldiers? 
Was  it  not  a  monstrous  absurdity  to  expect 
that  the  liberty  and  rights  of  Great  Britain 
would  be  in  the  hour  of  need  adequately 
defended  by  a  set  of  brutes  ? — ^for  brutes  the 
soldiers  of  Great  Britain  were,  and  it  was 
the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  which 
alone  made  them  so.  It  was  the  Parliament 
of  Great  Britain  alone  which  sanctioned 
such  atrocities;  and  every  member  who 
voted  against  the  Motion  would  become 
responsible  for  the  military  torture  that 
would  ensue.  He  would  state  the  extent 
to  which  corporal  punishments  were  carried 
in  the  army,  navy,  and  marines.  By  Re- 
turns  in  his  hands  it  appeared  that  there 
were  in  those  three  services  9^529  flogged 
in  four  years,  1830-83,  being  2,382  on  an 
annual  average  of  those  years.  Let  hon. 
Members  ponder  over  the  Returns  he 
would  read,  and  remember  that  they  were 
the  parties  to  blame,  and  not  the  officers, 
whom  the  system  had  corrupted.  The 
following  was  the 


"■  s 

c  o 


OX'S 

"Is 


Average 

of  tbeae  fonr 

years. 

s 

Total 

number  in 

each  year 

CSiS 

§ 

Ol  M  M  r^ 

* 

o 

Oi 

tf   •  so 

llil 

1 

a 

f^^>^^ 

•O  00  4B  « 
«^  v4  r4  r« 

Total  num- 
ber in  each 
Service. 

^3.8 

o  ES5 

••2.2 

< 

But  to  return  to  the  point  from  which  he 
set  out*  The  noble  Lord  opposite  told  the 
House,  that  by  the  order  of  the  Commander* 
in-chief,  a  great  limitation  had  been  imposed 
upon  the  exercise  of  corporal  punishments. 
Now  this  was  not  the  fact.  He  held  in  his 
hand  the  document  in  question — ^it  bore 
date  "  Adjutant-General's-office,  Aueust 
24,  1833/'  and  was  signed  '*JohnMac« 
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donald."  Three  sentences  of  that  paper 
•—the  order  of  the  general  commanding  in 
chiefs  to  which  the  noble  Lord  referred^ 
would  show,  that  so  far  from  limiting  cor- 
poral punishments  to  three  offences  therein 
specified^  they  might  be  extended  to  almost 
any  imaginable  ofience.  To  prove  his 
position  he  would  read  the  order  in  question 
to  the  House : 


u 


<t 


(Circular — coDfidential) 

^  Horse  Guards,  August  24, 1833. 
SiR^ — His  Majesty's  Government  having 
signified  to  the  General  commanding  in  chief, 
the  King^s  command  that,  until  farther  orders, 
corporal  punishments  may  be  applied  to  the 
following  offences  only,  I  have  the  honour  to 
express  Lord  Hill's  desire  that  you  guide  your- 
self accordingly,  taking  care  that,  except  in 
the  instances  herein  specified,  the  said  punish- 
ment shall  on  no  account  be  inflicted,  viz. : 

"1.  For  mutiny,  insubordination  and  vio- 
lence, or  using  or  offering  violence  to  superior 
officers. 

'^  2.  Drunkenness  on  duty. 

'*d.  Sale  of,  or  making  away  with  arms, 
ammunition,  accoutrements,  or  necessaries, 
stealing  from  comrades,  or  other  disgraceful 
conduct. 

"It  will  doubtless  occur  to  you  that  the 
object  of  these  instructions  is  not  to  render  the 
infliction  of  corporal  punishment  for  the  future 
more  frequent  or  more  certain  than  it  is  at 
present,  even  in  the  cases  to  which  it  is  now 
to  be  restricted;  but,  on  the  contrary,  that 
the  intention  is  to  restrain  it  as  much  as  it  may 
be  possible  to  do  so,  with  safety  to  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  army. — ^I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir,  your  very  obedient  humble  servant. 

''  John  Macdonald,  Adjutant-General. 
''  Officer  commanding." 

By  this,  corporal  punishment  was,  it  was 
true,  limited  to  three  descriptions  of  offence; 
but  was  it  possible  for  any  man  to  assert 
that  in  that  classification  every  oflbnce 
which  a  soldier  could  commit  was  not  in- 
cluded? Take  the  first  class  of  oflTences, 
"  mutiny,  insubordination,  and  violence,  or 
using  or  oflTering  violence  to  superior  offi- 
cers.*' Now,  he  asked,  what  was  meant  by 
the  term  "  insubordination  ?"  Who  was  to 
define  it?  Did  it  not,  in  point  of  fact, 
mean  anything  which  any  officer  or  any 
Court-martial  might  choose  to  construe  it 
to  mean?  Again,  take  the  third  dass, 
'*  sale  of^  or  making  away  with  arms,  am« 


mu  nion,  accoutrements,  or  nece88aries> 
stealing  from  comrades,  or  other  difr- 
graoeful  conduct."  Other  di^iraoeful  con- 
duct! Did  not  this,  again,  mean  any  or 
every  ofience  which  the  English  langtiage 
could  express  ?  In  short,  he  contended  that» 
under  the  combined  terms  of  **  insubor- 
dination and  disgraceful  conduct,"  every 
ofEenoe  of  which  a  soldier  could  be  guilty 
was,  at  the  discretion  of  any  Conrt-martifd 
punishable  corporally.  It  was  on  this 
ground  he  asserted  that  the  noble  Lord,  in 
stating  the  extent  of  corporal  punishment 
in  the  army  to  have  been  lately  limited,  had 
asserted  what  was  not  the  fact.  There 
was  now  no  limitation  whatever.  He 
doubted  not  he  could  get  as  many,  if  not 
more  officers,  than  had  been  brought  into 
the  field  by  the  opposite  side,  to  say  with 
him  that  the  order  in  question  was  a  mere 
pretence,  and  that  by  leaving  to  the  officers 
serving  on  Courts-martial,  discretionary 
power,  as  to  the  interpretation  of  what 
should  be  deemed  *'  insubordination,"  or 
"  disgraceful  conduct,'*  had  extended,  in- 
stead of  circumscribing,  the  limits  to  which 
corporal  punishments  had  hitherto  been 
carried.  He  had  now  a  word  or  two  to  say 
in  reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  the  Judge  Advocate. 
He  had  told  him  (Mr.  C.  Fergusson)  in  con- 
sequence of  his  having  dissented  from  a 
statement  of  his  during  his  speech,  that  he 
(Mr.  Hume)  knew  nothing  about  the  re- 
turns from  the  Horse  Guards  upon  the 
subject  of  these  corporal  punishments. 
Now,  with  all  due  deference  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  must  be  permitted  to 
say,  that  his  information  upon  the  subject 
of  those  returns  was  even  better  than  that 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member ;  and 
further,  he  must  tell  him,  that  not  only  had 
he  failed  to  quote  the  correct  returns,  but 
that  the  returns  he  did  quote  were  alto- 
gether erroneous  and  false.  It  so  happened 
that  he  held  in  his  hand  at  that  moment 
three  returns  connected  with  the  subject, 
all  subscribed  by  the  Adjutant-General, 
which  would  at  once  prove  how  entirely 
the  real  nature  of  the  case  was  suppressed 
by  the  Learned  Judge  Advocate.  The  first 
he  would  quote,  was  as  follows  :«—The  hon. 
Member  accordingly  read  a 
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Retam,  showing  the  estabKshment  of  the  British  Army  in  each  year,  from  1825  to  1833,  both 
yean  inclasiTe;  the  number  of  persons  tried  by  Courts-martial  in  each  of  the  said  years ; 
the  number  sentenced  to  Tarious  punishments  other  than  corporal  punishment;  the  namber 
sentenced  to  corporal  punishments ;  and  the  number  on  whom  corporal  punishment  was 
inflicted. 

''  AdjutanUGenerars  Office,  21st  Feb.  1833." 


Years. 

Establish- 
ment of 
British 
Army. 

Namber 

tried  by 

Courts- 

MartiaL 

Namber  sen- 
tenced to 
Tarious 
Punish* 
ments  other 
than  Corpo- 
ral. 

Number 
sentenced 

to 
Corporal 
Punish- 
ment. 

Namber  on 

whom 

Corporal 

Puniabment 

was 

inflicted. 

1825 
18f6 

98,946 
111,058 

4,708 
5,524 

2,280 
2,653 

2.259 
2,722 

1,737 
2,242 

1827 
1828 
1829 
1850 
1831 

iii,ior 

110,918 
103,747 
103,374 
103,413 

Total 

5,340 
5,314 

4,782 

5.747 
7,370 

2.541 
2,779 
2,705 
3,748 
5,497 

2,632 
2,370 
1,943 
1.814 
1.611 

2,291 
2,143 
1,748 
1,662 
1,477 

28.553 

17,270 

10^0 

9.3^1 

<*  N.B.  The  above  numbers  do  not  include  Coarts-martial  held  in  the  undermentioned  regiiUents, 
the  annual  retams  not  haying  yet  been  received  from  those  corps  abroad,  viz. :  In  1830^the  13th,. 
29th,  49th,  and  98th  Regiments ;  in  1831— the  16th  Lancers^  and  13th  and  49th  Regiments. 

(Signed)  "  John  Macdonald,  A.  G.*' 


From  this  it  appeared^  that  in  the  five 
years  beginning  in  1827>  and  ending  in 
1831,  28,553  soldiers  had  been  tried  by 
Courts-martiali  and  that  of  this  number 
17^270  had  been  sentenced  to  various 
punishments  other  than  corporal;  that 
10^370  had  been  sentenced  to  corporal 
punishment,  and  that  such  punishment  had 
been  inflicted  on  9^32 1  of  this  number.  It 
further  appeared  from  this  document,  that 
in  1 825,  the  proportion  of  those  on  whom 
corporal  punishment  was  inflicted  to  the 
entire  establishment  of  the  British  army, 
was  1  to  57;  in  1826,  1  to  49;  in  1827, 
1  to  48 ;  in  1828,  1  to  51 ;  in  1829,  1  to 
59;  in  1830,  1  to  62;  and  1831,  1  to  70. 
The  next  return  to  which  he  would  direct 
attention,  was  one  dated  the  26th  of 
February,  1834.  From  this  it  appeared 
that  the  number  of  corporal  punishments 
inflicted  in  the  army  in  each  year,  from 
1830  to  1833,  both  inclusive,  was  as  fol- 

lows :—  Yein.  Namber  flosged. 


1830 

. 

.      655 

1831 

• 

.      646 

1832 

• 

.      485 

1833 

• 

.      370 

Total    .      .       .    2,156 
Thus  there  was  a  total  of  2,156 ;  and  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  fixed  the  numbers  of 
pun]8lun«nt88incel890atl|440,  Butinfour 


years  alone  of  that  period  they  had  amount- 
ed, as  he  had  just  shown,  to  2,156 ;  and 
let  it  not  be  forgotten,  that  he  had  shown 
the  greater  nuniber  to  have  been  inflicted 
upon  the  army  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, while  it  was  asserted,  that  the  lesser 
number  comprehended  the  whole  of  the 
punishments  inflicted  upon  the  army  at 
laree.  He  had  now  set  the  Judge  Advocate 
right  on  this  point,  and  he  would  leave  it 
to  the  House  to  judge  between  them.  The 
House  would  please  to  observe,  that  the 
lowest  proportion  given  by  the  returns 
was  as  one  to  seventy  in  the  army  gene* 
rally;  in  1825  it  was  one  in  fif^y-seven; 
in  1826,  one  in  forty-nine;  in  1827,  one 
in  forty-eight;  in  1828,  one  in  fifty-one; 
in  1829,  one  in  fif^-nine  ;  and  at  present, 
one  in  seventy.  As  he  had  already  said, 
no  limitation  to  anything  like  the  extent 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  represented  had 
taken  place  with  respect  to  the  infliction  of 
corporal  punishments :  nevertheless,  it  was 
clear,  that  as  the  numbers  declined,  the 
discipline  of  the  army  improved.  He 
should  now,  having  briefly  adverted  to 
these  few  facts,  proceed  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  question 
really  before  them,  and  he  should  begin 
with  that  most  absurd  argument  which 
rested  upon  the  alleged  countenance  given 
to  military  punishments  by  the  sentences 
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of  courto  of  law.  Why,  what  compuriion 
was  there  hctween  the  tremendous  cat«  with 
he  knew  not  how  many  tails,  and  the 
pettyfoggtng  sentenees  of  courts  of  Justioef 
with  their  twelve  or  thirteen  stripes ;  one 
lash  inflicted  on  the  soldier  was  worse  than 
a  whole  dozen  from  the  arm  of  the  dvil 
power.  Let  it  not  he  supposed,  that  he 
sought  to  soften  in  the  least  the  character 
of  corpora]  punishment,  even  as  inflicted 
hy  courts  of  law*«quite  the  contrary ;  but 
he  had  been  long  enough  in  that  House  to 
recollect  the  warm  praises  bestowed  upon 
punishments,  then  forming  part  of  our 
criminal  code,  which  had  since  been  re- 
pealed. But  now  they  were  called  atro. 
cious  though  they  were  laudable  then.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  guard  hon.  Members 
from  being  carried  away  by  vague  and 
general  phrases,  for  he  hoped  the  day  was 
not  distant  when  the  punishments  now 
declared  to  be  necessary  and  advantageous, 
and  now  so  strenuously  defended,  would 
be  denounced  like  the  abolished  portions  of 
our  criminal  code  as  atrocious.  Even  now 
he  hoped  and  believed,  that  no  man  with 
the  common  feelings  of  humanity  could 
avoid  feeling  a  chill  at  his  heart  when  he 
heard  of  sudi  a  thing  as  1,000  lashes  given 
to  one  human  being.  No  man  could  help 
feeling  a  chill  of  horror  when  he  reflected 
upon  such  a  brutal  act  as  such  treatment  of 
the  men  whom  he  recognized  as  the  de- 
fenders of  our  lives,  liberties,  and  proper- 
ties. Much  importance,  as  it  appeared  to 
him  most  unduly,  had  been  attached  to  the 
peculiar  elements  of  which  the  British 
army  was  composed.  What!  were  they 
sepoys,  or  Bengalees,  or  French,  or  Prus- 
sians—-wherein  did  the  difference  consist  ? 
If  any,  it  was  in  favour  of  the  British 
soldiery;  being,  as  they  were,  cHiefly 
selected  from  amongst  the  agricultural 
labourers,  whose  lives  were  supposed  to 
be,  generally  speaking,  the  most  virtuous 
class  of  the  community.  For  forty  years 
of  his  life  he  had  had  opportunities  of  wit- 
nessing the  effects  of  corporal  punishment 
upon  the  mind  of  a  soldier,  and  the  result 
was,  a  conviction  that  nothing  more  calcu- 
lated to  degrade  and  break  the  spirit  could 
be  devised.  It  had  this  effect,  not  only  on 
the  individual  punished,  but  on  his  com- 
rades who  witnessed  his  sufferings,  and  the 
ofEicers  who  had  to  see  it  carried  into  ex- 
ecution. Nothing,  he  felt  convinced,  more 
disgusted  an  officer  with  his  duties  than  the 
necessity  th^  imposed  upon  him  of  carry- 
ing into  efl^  the  sentence  of  a  Court- 
martial  for  eorp<md  puni9hment ;  and  if 


with  no  other  view  than  to  relieve  that 
class  of  such  an  irksome  duty,  he  would  be 
inclined  to  support  the  motion.  The  letn- 
ed  Judge  Advocate  said,  tli«t  aldioagh  he 
was  desirous  of  seeing  the  practice  of  flog- 

fing  discontinued,  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
eep  the  power.    So  did  every  man  who 
used  power  badly.     This    was,  however, 
just  the  kind  of  discretion  against  which  he 
(Mr.   Hume)  had  ever,  and  ever  would 
raise  his  voice.     To  whom  was  the  disoe. 
tion  confided  ?     Why  to  boys  of  seventeen, 
or  even  under,  who,  for  the  most  part, 
were  found  to  concur  in  what  they  knew 
to  be  the  wishes  of  their  seniors.    Would 
the  British  army,  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, be  ever  likely  to  fall  into  the  ranks  of 
citizens?     Certainly  not.     While  it  con- 
tinued, none  but  the  very  refuse  of  the 
land  would  look  to  the   army  as  a  pro- 
fession.     Supposing,    by  a  rule    of  the 
House,    Members    of    Parliament   were 
placed  in  the  rituation  of  private  soldiers, 
and  exposed   to  corporal  punishment  for 
any  act  of  insubordination  or  mutiny- 
such,  for  instance,  as  not  voting  with  the 
Treasury  Bench — would  there  be  so  much 
respectability  and  talent  to  be  found  en. 
tering  either  House?     Undoubtedly  not. 
And   why  should  it  be  different  in  the 
case  of  the  military  profession?    It  was 
admitted,  that  the  system  of  rewards  had 
not  been  suffiiiently  tried  in  the  British 
army,  and  certainly  never  was  admission 
better   founded.      In    the    British   army 
there  was  no  prospect  of  advancement  for 
the  meritorious  and   weU-conducted  sol- 
dier.   What  was  the  strongest  inducement 
with  every  man  to  enter  into  a  profession  I 
Was    it   not    the  prospect   of  advancing 
himself   to    an    honourable    situation  io 
society?     Was  this  inducement  held  out 
to  the  British  soldier  ?    No ;  he  alone  was, 
by  the  present  constitution  of  the  military 
reflations,    placed    without  the  pale  of 
civilization.    What  was  the  principal  use 
of  the  army  in  England  ?     Why  was  it  kept 
up  ?    To  support  a  certain  aristocratic  party 
solely.   [No,  nof]    Hon.  Gentlemen  and 
noble  Lords  might  cry  "No,  no  I"  l>"* 
they  would  not  alter  his  opinion,  nor  the 
opinion  of  the  country.    Was  the  hope 
of  promotion,  or  the  chance  of  obtaining 
rank,  held  out  to  a  soldier  on  entering  the 
British  army?     Never.    There  had  been 
during  the  war  one  or  two  instances  of  ^ 
private  soldier  being  elevated  to  command* 
but  the  circumstance  was  of  most  rare 
occurrence,  and  in  these  days  was  seldom 
or  never  heard  of.     It  was  sM,  that 
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the  army  of  England  was  not  to  be 
judged  of  by  tbat  of  France;  and  the 
system  of  conscription  was  given  as  a 
reason  why  corporal  punishments  had  been 
dispensed  with  in  the  latter*  But  was  that 
the  true  cause  why  the  French  soldiers 
could  be  more  trusted  than  the  English  ? 
No.  The  true  cause  was  to  be  found  in 
the  great  chance  of  advancement  and  pro- 
motion to  rank  held  out  as  rewards  for 
good  conduct.  There  a  man  might  rise 
from  the  ranks  to  the  highest  military 
honours.  In  the  army  of  Napoleon  every 
marshal  had  been  raised  from  the  ranks. 
Was  this  the  case  in  England  ?  Out  of  the 
existing  $90  English  generals,  how  many 
had  been  raised  from  the  ranks  ?  Not  one. 
It  was  bis  conviction  that  until  the  whole 
principles  on  which  the  army  regulations 
were  framed  were  altered^  the  British  sol- 
dier would  never  be  effectively  raised  from 
his  present  degraded  situation.  The  soldier 
in  the  ranks  must  have  a  stimulus  given 
him>  by  having  a  large  portion  of  the  com- 
missions thrown  open  to  him.  This  would 
at  once  induce  persons  in  the  rank  of  gen- 
tlemen to  enlist  in  the  hopes  of  rising.  At 
present  it  was  a  bitter  reflection  upon  the 
state  of  the  army  that,  with  a  redundant 
population,  such  as  existed  in  England,  such 
difficulty  in  recruiting  it  should  be  ex« 
perienced.  All  tbat  the  higher  military 
authorities  who  were  examined  before  the 
Committee  had  suggested,  in  the  way  of 
incitement  to  good  behaviour  in  soldiers, 
were  honorary  rewards.  Honorary  re- 
wards, medals,  strips  of  white  upon  the 
collar  and  sleeves.  Good  Ood,  what  did 
these  men  expect  ?  Did  they  think  that 
such  idle  subterfuges  as  these  would  conceal 
their  secret  indisposition  to  permit  the 
soldier  to  share  in  the  honours  and  emolu- 
ments of  his  profession.  Away  with  such 
idle,  such  shameful  trifling !  Why  should 
men  in  the  ranks  be  supposed  to  be  exempt 
from  those  feelings  of  ambition  and  interest 
which  actuated  the  commissioned  officers? 
Why  should  mere  honorary  rewards  be  held 
out  to  them  whilst  their  officers  still  re- 
tained the  profit  and  real  honour?  He 
must  contend  that  the  report,  instead  of 
taking  a  bold  and  Statesmanlike  view  of  the 
subject—instead  of  holding  out  to  the 
House  the  prospect  of  inspiring  the  army 
with  generous  feelings,  and  insipid  of  point- 
ing out  the  way  in  which  this  might  be 
erocted,  the  Gommissioneni  had  confined 
themselves  to  the  narrowest  ground,  and  by 
this  defect  they  had  most  signally  failed  in 
effecting  the  olgect  for  which  they  were 


nominated.  He,  therefore,  called  upon  the 
House  to  reflect  that  whatever  they  did 
that  night  in  the  matter,  ought  to  be  justi" 
fied  to  the  army,  for  the  people  had  their 
observation  directed  to  their  nroceedings; 
and  he  could  not  conclude  his  remarks 
without  recalling  to  the  recollection  of  the 
House  the  strenuous  opposition  which  was 
formerly  ofiered  to  the  abolition  of  the 
punishment  of  death,  which  was  then  going 
on  at  the  rate  of  from  sixteen  to  twenty  a 
month,  and  which,  it  was  said,  would,  if 
not  persevered  in,  render  life  and  property 
alike  unsafe.  Had  such  a  result  followed  ? 
By  no  means ;  and  he  confidently  looked 
forward  to  the  time  when  death  should  be 
inflicted  in  none  but  extreme  cases.  So  in 
the  army,  he  looked  forward  as  confidently 
to  the  time  when  the  soldier  in  the  ranks 
should  be  treated  with  that  justice  and 
humanity  which,  to  the  disgrace  of  the 
Legislature,  had  been  so  long  denied  him. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  explained:  That 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  when  he 
professed  to  correct  him,  had  been  referring 
to  a  totally  diflerent  document  from  that 
which  he  (Mr.  Fergusson)  had  used ;  his 
statements  were  therefore  not  misstatements 
though  they  were  not  the  statements  of 
the  hon.  Member. 

Viscount  Howick  bad  expected  tbat  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down,  would  have  attempted  to  meet 
the  real  difficulties  of  this  important  ques« 
tion  ;  for  in  his  evidence  before  the  Com- 
missioners, the  hon.  Member  had  shewn 
that  he  was  not  ignorant  of  what  those 
difficulties  really  were.  But  he  had 
listened  in  vain  throughout  the  whole 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  any 
attenmt  to  deal  with  them  or  any  argu- 
ment m  support  of  the  motion  which  the 
House  had  under  its  consideration.  The 
onlv  ground  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
laid  for  his  vote  appeared  to  him,  to  be 
the  opinion  be  had  etpressed,  that  by 
holding  out  a  better  prospect  of  reward 
for  good  conduct,  and  particularly  by 
opening  wider  the  door  to  promotion, 
you  might  do  away  with  the  necessity  of 
corporal  punishment  altc^ther.  That 
was  the  real  drift  of  all  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber's  numerous  obeervations.  On  that 
point  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member.  He  certainly  admitted^ 
tbat  the  influence  of  rewards  in  our 
service  had  not  yet  been  snfficiently 
tried,  and  that  much  good  would  re« 
salt  from  ofi*ering  additional  anS  atronger 
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inducements  to  good  conduct.  But 
though  he  entertained  this  opinion,  he 
could  not  with  the  hon.  Member  form 
such  high  expectations  of  the  successful 
issue  of  this  experiment  as  to  suppose  that 
it  would  enable  them  to  dispense  alto- 
gether with  corporal  punishment.  When 
the  hon.  Member  said,  that  it  was  merely 
corporal  punishments  and  the  absence  of 
reward  which  deterred  men  of  a  superior 
class  of  life  from  entering  into  the  army, 
he  had  failed  to  adduce  one  tittle  of  evi- 
dence to  support  this  position.  He  be- 
lieved, that  when  it  was  the  practice  in  the 
army  to  use  the  lash  as  a  punishment  for 
what  might  be  called  faults  of  discipline, 
which  even  the  best  men  might  sometimes 
be  led  to  commit,  it  might  be  possible  that 
the  dread  of  the  lash  would  deter  men 
of  high  spirit  and  excellent  qualities  from 
entering  the  service.  But  that  system 
was  now  altered.  By  the  existing  prac- 
tice of  the  army,  the  punishment  of  flog- 
ging was  never  inflicted  on  a  soldier 
except  for  the  commission  of  very  grave 
and  serious  offences,  and  to  him  it  appeared 
very  strange  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
assert  that  the  power  of  awarding  this 
punishment,  when  it  was  deserved  was 
a  principal  cause  why  men  of  a  superior 
class  would  not  enlist  in  our  army.  The 
man  of  a  superior  rank  in  life,  according 
to  the  theory  of  the  hon.  Member,  would 
reason  thus  with  himself, — "  I  can  stand 
the  punishment  of  transportation,  if 
I  should  unfortunately  commit  an  atroci- 
ous offence;  1  can  stand  the  boulet ;  I 
can  stand  being  shot :  but  I  cannot  make 
up  my  mind  to  submit  to  200  lashes." 
He  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  be  serious  in  propounding  this  propo- 
sition, and  he  was  certainly  drawing  too 
largely  on  the  credulity  of  the  House  if  he 
intended  to  say  that  any  man  entered  the 
army  calculating  on  committing  a  grave 
offence,  and  speculating  on  the  punish- 
ments of  the  Prussian  and  French  armies, 
and  on  the  punishment  which  he  was  likely 
to  incur  in  our  own  for  the  commission  of 
an  offence.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  argue  thus : — *'  You  have  nominally 
limited  the  practice  of  corporal  punish- 
menty  but  not  in  point  of  fact,  because 
you  make  insubordination  still  liable  to 
that  kind  of  punishment,  and  the  word 
insubordination  is  so  wide  as  to  take  in  a 
Yery  great  number  of  offences.^  That  was 
very  true*;  but  the  hon.  Member  knew  that 
it  was  ^possible  for  language  exactly  to 


define  cases  of  insubordination  which  could 
not  be  passed  over.    The  same  act,  under 
different  circumstances,    would  take  an 
entirely  different  character.      If  a  man 
were  to  refuse  to  obey  the  order  of  his 
superior  officer  when  on  parade,  it  would 
be  an  act  of  insubordination,  but  still  it 
might  not  call  for  severe  punishment ;  but 
if  the  same  man  were  to  refuse  to  obey 
the  order  of  the  same  officer  when  in  the 
field,  in  presence  of  the  enemy,  it  might 
be    a    most  grave    offence,     because    it 
might   risk  the  fate    of  a  whole   array. 
It   was   impossible,  therefore,    to  define 
precisely    what    act    of    insubordination 
was  dangerous  and  what  was  not.    But 
it   was  now  universally  known  to  every 
officer  in  the  army,  that   corporal   pun- 
ishment   was  not   allowed,     except    for 
really  grave    and   serious   offences,    and 
there  was  the  clearest  proof  that  this  pun- 
ishment had  not  been  improperly  used, 
or  in  a  manner  not  strictly  in  conformity 
with   the    pledge    given    to   the    House. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  shewn,  by  a 
comparison  of   the  number  of  instances 
in  which   corporal  punishment  was    ad- 
ministered   some    years  baclc,    and    the* 
number  of  cases  in  which  it  was  at  pre- 
sent inflicted,  that,  eight  years  ago,  the 
number  of  corporal  punishments  had  ac* 
tually  exceeded  all  the  other  punishments 
put  together,  but  under  the  system  which 
had  followed  the  general  order  issued  by 
Lord  Hill,   the  number  was  now  reduced 
to  between  one-ninth  and  one- tenth  of 
the  whole.    This  circumstance,  then,  af- 
forded the  clearest  and  most  decisive  proof 
that  the  general  orderof  the  Commander-in- 
chief,  however  the  hon.  Gentleman  might 
complain  of  the  vagueness  of  the  words  in 
which  it  was  drawn  up,  had  this  good  and 
satisfactory  result — that  it  had  practically 
restricted  the  application  of  corporal  pun- 
ishment to  those  cases  in  which  it  seemed 
impossible  to  dispense  with  it.     He  said, 
then,  that  the  power  of  inflicting  corporal 
punishment  being  thus  restricted  to  ex- 
treme cases,  it  was  impossible  to  believe 
that  its  being  so  possessed  by  commanding 
officers,  could  have  the  effect  of  exclud- 
ing men  of  a  superior  class  of  life  from 
entering  the  service.  With  respect  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
subject  of  additional  rewards,  and  particu- 
larly promotion,  as  incentives  to  good  coo* 
duct,  to  which   he  would  next  refer,  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  and  the 

House  that  the  attention  of  the  GoyerQ* 
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ment  should  be  directed  to  that  subject, 
and  whatever  could  be  done  to  increase 
the  rewards,  and  apply  them  to  the  encou- 
ragement of  the  soldiers,  should  be  effect- 
ed.    But  while  he  said  this,  he  was  not 
one  of  those  who  believed  that  in  time  of 
peace  promotion  from  the  ranks  could  be 
used  to  any  great  extent  as  a  reward,  or 
have  the  effect  which  was  expected  from 
it.  [Cheers,]   He  noticed  that  cheer,  but 
there  were  two  good  reasons  for  doubting 
the  great  value  of  the  recommendation  in 
times  of  peace.    The  House  should  be 
aware  that  during  the  war  there  were  a 
considerable  number  of  promotions  from 
the  ranks.     But  in  peace,  what  opportu- 
nity had  the  private  soldier  of  acquiring 
distinction?     He  might,  indeed,  exhibit  a 
steady,  attentive,  and  orderly  deportment, 
but  after  a  steady  service  of  fifteen  or 
twenty  years,  would  it  be  a  good  reward 
to  that  man  to  make  him  an  ensign  ? 
[Yes,]    He  entirely  approved  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  making  such  men  ofRcers  when  it 
was  possible,  but  in  time  of  peace  it  was 
next  to  impossible,  as  opportunities  of  ob- 
taining distinction  could  not  arise,  and  to 
make  such  men  junior  officers  after  a  long 
period  of  meritorious  service,  leaving  them 
at  the  age  which  they  must  have,  by  that 
time,  attained  to  begin  the  slow  career  of 
promotion  with  young  officers  who  were 
not  raised  from  the  ranks,  when  even  to 
these  the  prospect  of  advancement  is  so 
remote,  was  little  better  than  a  mockery, 
and  it  could  hardly  be  said  to  bear  the 
name  or  the  shadow  of  a  reward.     The 
number    of  commissions    given   without 
purchase  in  the  whole  British  army,  du- 
ring the  last  twelve  months,  was  only 
seventy-five.    Now,  if  these  were  all  the 
commissions    which    had    been   granted 
in  an  array  consisting  of  100,000  men, 
he  would  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member,  who 
was  so  distinguished  for  his  arithmetical 
knowledge,    whether  a  private    soldier's 
chance  of  obtaining  a  commission   was 
much  better  than  his  prospect  of  obtaining 
the  20,000/.  prize  in  the  lottery.   To  say, 
therefore,     that  the  distribution    of   so 
small  a  number  of  commissions    would 
have  the  effect  of  inducing  men  of  better 
character    to  enter   the    armv,    and    of 
abolishing    the  necessity  for  having  re- 
course to  the  lash,  showed  that  the  hon. 
Member    was    labouring  under  a    mere 
delusion.     Suppose,  however,  that  in  time 
of  peace  we  were  to  hold  out  to  a  private 
this  very  remote  prospect  of  a  commission 


as    a    reward    for  meritorious  conduct? 
When  would  he  become  an  ensign  ?    At 
twenty-six  or  twenty-seven  years  of  age? 
No :  but  af^er  seventeen  or  eighteen  years 
service,  which  was  the  period  in  the  French 
army,  during  peace,  required  to  enable  a 
soldier  to  become  an  officer.     But  at  that 
age  he  would  begin  at  the  bottom  of  the 
list  of  officers  in  the  profession,  for  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  state  that  he  would 
confine  promotions  to  men  taken  from  the 
ranks,  and  the  hon.  Member  did  not,  he 
believed,  intend  to  prevent  the  purchase  of 
commissions.     Such  a  man  would,  there- 
fore, be  at  a  great  disadvantage  in  the 
race  for  promotion,  and  the  advancement 
would  be  so  very  trifling  that  it  would 
hardly  be  looked  upon  as  a  reward.     The 
real  advantages  then  of  such  a  scheme 
must  be  so  small  that  they  could  not  be 
considered  as  a  great  inducement  for  men 
of  a  better  description  to  enter  the  army. 
In  time  of  war  he  granted  the  case  was 
different,  since  by  the  rapid  thinning  the 
ranks  of  the  army,  when  so  many  officers 
must  necessarily  fall  a  sacrifice,  as  in  the 
time  of  Napoleon,  and  there  were  greater 
opportunities  of  acquiring  distinction,  oc- 
casions more    frequently  offered  to  pro- 
mote men  of  merit  from  the  ranks.    But 
even  supposing  you  extended  promotion 
in  time  of  peace  to  a  considerable  degree^ 
that  would  not  do  away  with  the  necessity 
for  corporal  punishment.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  forget  in  that  House,  though 
he  did  not  in  his  evidence  before  the  Com- 
missioners, that  the  hope  of  reward  and 
the  fear  of  punishment  were  addressed  to 
very  different  classes  of  men.    There  must 
be  found  in  any  considerable  number  of 
men  a  great  many  persons  who  could  have 
no  hope  whatever  of   promotion,    upon 
whose  conduct  little  effect  would  be  pro- 
duced by  merely  shewing  them  that  it  was 
their  interest  to  behave  well.     The  hon. 
Member  must  have  a  very  deficient  know- 
ledge of  human  nature  if  he  had  not  yet 
learned  that  men  acted  too  often   from 
the  mere  impulse  of  their  passions,  and  if 
he  supposed  that  it  was  sufficient  to  tell 
theiS  they  should  be  rewarded  to  induce 
them  to  do  well.    In  the  highest  ranks  as  in 
the  lowest,   the  force  of  reason  was  of 
feeble  influence  when  it  came  into  conflict 
with  the  passions,  and  in  all  situations  in 
life,  men  were  daily  to  be  found  acting 
with  the  most  reckless  disregard  to  their 
own  real  and  obvious  interest.     He  would 
say,  thereC;>re,  that  even  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  could  effect  all  the  improvement  be 
Bupposea  possible  in  the  composition  of 
our  army,  that  yon  wonld  still  find  it 
absolutely  necessary  not  only  to  hold  out 
rewards  as  an  incentive  to  the  well- 
disposed  and  orderly  soldier,  but  also  to 
have  sharp  and  stern  means  of  controlling 
those  who  were  of  a  different  character. 
This,  indeed,  was  a  proposition  so  plain 
and  self-evident,  that  it  did  not  admit  of 
the  smallest  doubt;  and  now  he  had  to 
ask,  if  the  means  of  control  over  the  bad 
characters  in  the  army  were  to  be  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  their  officers,  what  was 
the  punishment  to  be  inflicted,  for  this  was 
the  real  question  which  the  House  had  to 
decide?  A  good  deal  had  been  said  of 
the  suffering  and  pain  of  the  punishment 
of  flogging.  Why  were  not  suffering  and 
pain  essential  to  the  nature  of  all  punish- 
ment ?  They  who  were  desirous  of  abolish- 
ing the  punishment  of  flogging  were 
bound  to  show,  if  they  could,  not  merely 
that  it  was  painful  and  degrading,  but  that, 
with  a  less  amount  of  pain  and  suffering, 
they  could  as  effectually  control  the  crimes 
for  which  flogging  was  at  present  inflicted. 
The  efficacy  of  the  punishment  in  re- 
pressing crime  had  not  been  denied,  and 
this  was  a  strong  argument  in  its  favour. 
The  boo.  Member  for  Barnstaple  had 
moved  for  returns  to  show  how  often 
corporal  punishments  had  been  inflicted 
during  the  last  five  years,  and  the  number 
of  soldiers  who  had  been  imprisoned  for 
military  offences.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther hon.  Members  had  looked  into  those 
returns,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
result  was  somewhat  curious.  The  num- 
ber of  soldieTS  who  had  been  flogged  for 
the'  last  five  years  amounted  to  1,297; 
those  who  had  been  flogged  twice  during 
that  time  were  173  in  number,  and  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  a  soldier  had 
been  flogged  a  third  time  was  thirty-two. 
The  number  of  persons  committed  to 
prison  within  the  same  period  was  6,571, 
and  of  these  1,790  had  been  imprisoned  a 
second  time,  and  673  a  third  time.  On 
comparing  these  returns  the  difference  ap- 
peared to  be  this — that  those  who^were 
flogg^  a  second  time  bore  a  proportion  of 
•omewhat  less  than  one-seventh  of  the 
number  of  those  who  had  been  once 
flogged,  while  the  recommittals  to  prison 
were  in  the  ratio  of  1  in  3}, and  the  num- 
ber of  men  who  had  suffered  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  a  third  time  was  as  one 
to  forty  out  of  the  whole  number,  but 


those  who  had  been  a  third  time  in  prison 
were  as  one  to  ten.     That    statement 
shewed,  he  thought,  not  that  this  mode  of 
pontshment  had  the  effect  of  reclaimio|^ 
men—because  when  a  man  was  thoroughly 
tainted,  no  means  of  punishment  yet  dc^ 
vised  —  not    even    the    most    improved 
system  of  secondary  punishment  adopted 
in  some  of  the  states  of  America  was,  he 
believed,  very  often  sufficient  to  reclaim 
him — ^but  it  shewed,  that  the  existmg  sys* 
tem  of  corporal  punishment  produced  a  very 
considerable  effect  in  deterring  men  who 
had    endured    it    from    the   comraisnon 
of  similar  offences.     Knowing  then  that 
this  punishment  was  effective,  were  hon. 
Members   on    the    other    side    prepared 
to   say,  what  substitutes   they  proposed 
to  introduce  ?   Discharge  from  the  army, 
by  the  general  acknowledgement  of  the 
House,  would  not  answer.    If  dischaige 
were  a  punishment   he  should  at  once 
agree  with  hon.  Members,  that  no  other 
would  be   required.    The    moment  any 
situation    in    life    became  an  object    of 
desire,  then  certainly  the  power  of  die* 
charge  enabled  the  employers  to  dispenae 
with  any  other  punishment.    It  was  io  m 
the  Metropolitan  police.    Re  believed  that 
the  discipline  of  that  body  was  most  ad- 
mirable ;   but  it  was  maintaiaed  by  and 
rested  upon  this  circumstance— that  dis- 
missal from  that  force  was  a  severe  punish- 
ment.     It  appeared  by  the  evidence  of 
the  Commissioners,  that  even  in  the  laat 
yesr,  when  the  number  of  dismissals,  ftom 
the  greatly  improved  condition  of  the  force, 
had  been  greatly   diminished,  out  of  a 
body  of  between  3,000  and  4,000  men,  the 
dismissals  for  misconduct  had  eiceeded 
400.    Some  hon.  Members  had  suggested, 
in  their  evidence  before  the  Commissioners, 
the  formation  of  penal  companies.     His 
opinion  was,    that  any  attempt  of  that 
kind  must  be  nugatory.    Hon.  Members, 
he  must  suppose,  since  they  gave  ^eir 
evidence  before  the  Commission,  have  nad 
the  opportunity  of  reading  the  evidence 
also  given  by  the  French  officers  who  were 
examined  by  that  Commission ;  and  like- 
wise of  reading*  the  Report  of  the  Minister 
of  War  in   France,  with  respect  to  the 
French  army,  in  the  years  1832  and  1833. 
From  the  ver^  detailed  Reports  of  Marshid 
Soult,  and  of  the  Minister  who  succeeded 
him,  it  appeared  that  the  institution  of 
penal  companies  in  France  had  proved  a 
most  decided    failure;   and    that  in  the 
opinion  of  all  the  most  eminent  military 
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mtD,  dial  kind  of  pnniihiaent  had  not 
answered.  Then  hon.  Members  recom- 
mended solitary  iroprisODment.  If  hon. 
Members  would  read  the  eridenoe^  perhaps 
the  most  instractive  evidence  on  this  sub- 
ject given  before  the  Commission — if  they 
woald  read  the  evidence  of  the  reverend  Mr. 
Stuart*  the  clergyman  of  Aberdeen,  they 
would  see  that  this  punishment  had  a  dif- 
ferent effect  on  the  minds  of  different  men, 
and  that  imprisonment  and  solitary  con- 
finement were  not  quite  the  panacea  which 
hon.  Members  seemed  to  think  they 
were*  and  that  sometimes  this  punishment, 
which  was  meant  in  mercy,  had  a  very 
different  effect  They  would  see  that  so- 
litary confinement,  by  way  of  punishment, 
was,  not  unfrequently,  either  nugatory, 
or  so  severe  that  human  nature  could 
not  bear  it.  The  punishment  had  some- 
times no  effect  whatever,  but,  acting  on  a 
mind  and  temper  of  a  very  different 
constitution,  it  destroyed  both  mind  and 
body,  and  to  substitute  that  in  the  place 
of  corporal  punishment,  instead  of  mercy, 
was  the  grossest  cruelty  that  could  be 
inflicted*  The  hon.  Member  did  not 
lemember,  that,  even  in  those  cases  in 
which  solitary  imprisonment  might  have 
a  great  eflGsct  upon  the  minds  of  the 
individuals  upon  whom  it  was  inflicted,  it 
yet  failed  to  answer  one  of  the  main 
objects  of  punishment,  by  operating 
powerfully  as  an  example  on  the  minds 
of  others.  The  soldier  who  was  sen- 
tenced to  solitary  confinement  for  a  term, 
was  indeed  marched  off  the  parade  in 
the  sight  of  his  fellow  soldiers,  and  it 
might  produce  for  the  time  an  impression, 
bat  that  impression  was  easily  effaced 
from  their  minds,  and  it  was  found  neces- 
sary in  the  French  army  to  adopt  some 
mode  of  punishment  which  would  have  a 
more  direct  effect,  and  appeal  more  forcibly 
to  the  senses.  Accordingly,  instead  of 
solitary  imprisonment,  for  all  aggravated 
cases  there  were  three  classes  of  punish* 
mitni^^iravaim  forci$t  the  boulet^  and  the 
gallies.  He  hoped  that  hon.  Members 
who  intended  to  vote  for  the  abolition  of 
Qorporal  punishment  in  the  British  army 
haa  not  made  up  their  minds  to  that 
course  without  fixing  upon  some  efficient 
substitute.  Now,  what  was  the  nature  of 
the  punishment  of  the  bauleit  Soldiers 
were  never  condemned  to  this  punishment 
for  a  shorter  period  than  five  years,  and 
sometimes  it  was  given  for  as  many  as  ten 
years;  they  had  to  work  ten  hours  a-day 


in  suminer,  and  something  less  fan  winter, 
and  that  exposed  to  the  public  gaze  in  a 
convict  dress.  Call  flogging  a  degra- 
dation! Why  the  boulet  was  ten  times 
more  degrading,  not  merely  from  the 
sense  of  shame  and  humiliation  felt  at  the 
moment,  but  because  it  was  calculated  U> 
deteriorate  the  feelings  of  the  man,  con- 
centrating in  one  spot  all  the  bad  charac- 
ters in  the  army,  and  collecting,  as  it 
were  in  one  focus,  all  that  was  infectious 
in  morals  and ,  degrading  to  humanity. 
The  suffering  consequent  upon  the  pun- 
ishment of  the  bomlet  was  then,  on  the 
whole,  greater  than  that  of  flogging ;  the 
degradation  was  infinitely  greater,  and  the 
effect  it  produced  on  others  was  less. 
This  was  proved  by  the  fact  that  it  had 
been  found  necessary  to  sentence  not  less 
than  400  to  this  punishment  in  one  year. 
But  even  supposing  that  the  punishments 
in  the  two  armies  were  equally  numerous, 
he  need  scarcely  remind  the  House  of 
what  indeed  every  Gentleman  was  aware, 
that  the  French  army  consisted  priocipuUy 
of  conscripts*  By  far  the  larger  part 
of  the  army  was  levied  by  conscription, 
but  a  portion  was  composed  of  remplagani 
or  substitutes,  and  it  was  much  easier 
to  keep  an  army  so  composed  in  order, 
than  an  army  composed  like  ours.  Now, 
this  fact  was  an  answer  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex, 
for  even  in  such  an  army  as  the  French, 
where  there  was  not  any  hinderance  to 
promotion,  which  had  been  spoken  of 
as  a  sufficient  substitute  for  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging,  it  was  acknowledged 
that  punishment,  and  that  of  a  very  severe 
kind,  was  necessary  to  preserve  disci- 
pline. In  the  face  of  that  fact,  however, 
It  was  proposed  to  us  at  once  to  do  away 
with  that  punishment  which  had  hitherto 
preserved  the  discipline  of  our  troops, 
without  a  suggestion  of  any  proper  and 
sufficient  substitute  for  it.  But  if  hon. 
Members  would  look  more  closely  into 
the  evidence,  they  would  find  that  cor- 
poral punishment  was  not  unknown  in  the 
French  army.  He  knew  that  it  was  pro- 
hibiM  by  the  law,  but  if  they  would  turn 
to  the  evidence  they  would  find  what  kind 
of  obedience  was  paid  to  it,  and  that,  in 
spite  of  the  composition  of  the  French 
army,  and  in  spite  of  the  law,  corporal 
punishment  did  exist.  The  privates  them- 
selves inflicted  it  on  those  who  deserved 
it,  and  the  punishment  of  the  Savstte  or 
wooden  shoe,  while  it  was  an  efficient 
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meant  of  restraining  disorders  was  some- 
times so  severely  applied  that  the  victim 
was  laid  up  in  the  hospital.  When  a 
whole  company  was  put  under  restraint 
in  consequence  of  the  offences  of  one  man, 
the  soldiers  revenged  themselves  on  the 
individual  on  whose  account  they  were 
made  to  suffer,  by  striking  him  with  a 
shoe  or  slipper,  ana  with  such  severity  was 
the  punishment  inflicted  that  the  man  was 
obliged  to  be  sent  to  the  hospital.  More- 
over, it  was  known,  that  in  our  own  army, 
in  spite  of  the  measures  taken  by  the 
Commander-in-chief  to  prevent  it,  what 
were  called  company  Courts-martial  ex- 
isted, and  the  flogging  which  was  inflicted 
in  pursuance  of  the  sentence  given,  with 
the  sling  of  the  musket,  not  uncommonly 
exceeded  in  severity  the  punishment 
which  would  have  been  administered  by 
the  orders  of  a  regular  Court-martial. 
If,  then,  you  put  an  end  at  once  to  cor- 
poral punishment  by  regular  Courts- mar- 
tial, he  would  ask  whether  you  would  not 
drive  soldiers  and  privates  in  their  own 
defence  (for  it  was  not  merely  the  officers, 
but  the  soldiers,  and  especially  the  good 
soldiers,  who  suffered  by  the  bad  conduct 
of  their  comrades,  and  were  anxious  for 
the  punishment  of  offenders) — would  you 
not  drive  the  private  soldiers  in  their  own 
defence,  if  anything  like  tolerable  comfort 
was  to  be  preserved,  to  take  the  matter 
into  their  own  hands,  and  thus,  in  place 
of  a  recognized  and  lawful  tribunal,  you 
would  set  up  an  unrecognized  and  irre- 
sponsible authority,  difficult  to  control 
and  check?  It  was  mentioned  by  Mr.  Stuart 
in  his  evidence  that  the  soldiers  them- 
selves felt  the  evils  of  this  irresponsible 
authority.  ''  It  roust,  indeed,  be  a  bad 
thing,  (was  the  remark)  when  a  punishment 
is  inflicted,  not  according  to  the  sober 
dictates  of  judgment  and  reason,  but  ac- 
cording to  the  impulse  of  blind  and  furious 
passion."  He  would  next  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  remarkable  fact,  which 
showed  thecontradictoryopinionsexpressed 
by  some  hon.  Members.  Of  all  the  gentle- 
men examined  before  the  Commission  only 
two  had  expressed  an  opinion  in  favour  of 
theabolitionofthepunishmentof  flogging  to 
the  extent  to  which  the  present  motion 
went.  That  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
should  take  thiscourse  surprised  him.  Oneof 
the*8tatements  made  by  that  hon.  Member 
before  that  Commission  had  already  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House,  but 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  not  given,  in  the 


course  of  his  speech,  any  explanation  of 
that  statement,  nor  denied  its  accuracy, 
he  would  take  the  liberty  of  reading  it 
again  to  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex,  in  answer  to  the  following 
query — **  You  are  understood  to  say  that 
upon  service,  you  still  would  not  do  away 
with  the  use  of  the  lash?"  said,  ^'In 
emergencies,  where  men  openly  plunder, 
or  violate  the  rules  laid  down,  and  where 
order  must  be  maintained,  I  do  not  see 
that  there  are  any  other  immediate  means 
of  checking  them.  I  do  not  pretend, 
therefore,  to  say  that  I  would  ao  away 
with  the  power  in  such  cases,  but  like  the 
offence  of  stealing,  the  punishment,  though 
disgraceful,  would,  I  think,  meet  the  ap- 
probation of  the  army,  if  thus  justly  aa- 
ministered.  It  must  be  well  known  to 
military  men  that  the  success  of  any  en- 
terprise in  the  field  depends  upon  the 
following  it  up ;  and  if  men  will  disobey 
orders,  and  have  recourse  to  plunder, 
success  may  be  by  that  means  turned  to 
defeat,  and  there  must  be,  I  apprehend, 
the  means  of  repressing  it  on  the  instant.  ** 
He  entirely  concurred  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  that  statement,  for  this  wat 
precisely  his  argument.  But  let  the  hon. 
Member  give  a  distinct  answer  to  this 
question — ^how  could  he,  holding  such  aa 
opinion,  bring  himself  to  vote  for  the  sud- 
den and  entire  abolition  of  flogging?  How 
could  the  hon.  Member  for  Surrey,  too, 
or  any  of  those  hon.  Members  who  had 
been  examined  before  the  Commission— 
with  the  exception  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  and  the  gallant  Officer  by  whom 
the  present  question  had  been  brought  on, 
— how  could  they,  in  the  face  of  their  owa 
recorded  opinions,  give  their  support  to  a 
proposition  for  the  entire  and  sweeping^ 
abolition  of  corporal  punishment  in  the 
army?  If  they  admitted  that  corporal 
punishment  must  be  continued  in  time 
of  service,  they  admitted  all  he  desired 
them  to  admit — they  admitted  that  it 
must  remain  a  mode  of  punishment  by 
law ;  for  he  drew  the  greatest  possible 
distinction  between  the  power  of  inflicting 
corporal  punishment  and  its  actual  ia* 
fliction.  But  if  by  law  flogging  were 
abolished  in  peace  on  service  in  England « 
it  never  could  be  maintained  in  time  of 
war  abroad.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem-* 
ber  for  Westminster  indeed  thought  other- 
wise, but  had  met,  not  by  any  argument 
whatever,  but  only  by  a  contemptaoaa 
assertion,  that  it  was  groundless,  the  <^« 
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nioa  that  if  the  puDishment  were  to  he  by 
law  abolished  at  home^  it  would  be  prac- 
tically impossible  to  have  recourse  to  it  on 
service  abroad.  He  wished  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  adduced  some 
reasons,  instead  of  mere  positive  contradic- 
tion,  against  an  opinion  which  did  not 
seem  to  deserve  to  be  thus  summarily  dis- 
posed of.  As  to  active  service,  the  gallant 
Officer,  being  on  the  point  of  taking  the 
command  of  a  body  of  men  in  Spain, 
seemed  to  have  felt  that  he  could  not 
venture  to  condemn  the  use  of  corporal 
punishment,  and  from  the  statement  made 
to  the  House  that  night,  it  appeared  that 
he  had  practically  most  completely  recog- 
nized its  necessity.  He  thought,  that 
considering  the  well-known  anxiety  of 
the  gallant  Officer  to  dispense  with  the 
use  of  the  lash,  his  experience  afforded  the 
strongest  proof  that  it  could  not  be  safely 
abolished,  for  though  he  certainly  was  on 
active  service,  yet  it  did  not  appear  that 
when  engaged  in  disciplining  and  organ- 
izing his  legion  at  Bilboa  or  Vittoria,  with 
no  enemy  immediately  in  presence,  his 
situation  was  in  reality  different  from 
what  it  would  have  been,  had  he  been 
training  a  newly-raised  regiment  at  Ply- 
mouth or  at  Cork,  and  the  same  means 
of  restraining  bad  conduct  seemed  likely 
to  be  required  in  both  cases.  He  felt  this 
subject  to  be  one  of  such  paramount  im- 
portance, that  he  could  hardly  look  upon 
it  with  calmness,  and  it  was  his  opinion 
that  if  the  House  rashly  agreed  to  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Barnstaple, 
it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  country 
to  follow  up  that  vote  by  passing  a  Bill 
for  the  disbanding  of  the  army.  The  ex- 
periment which  it  was  proposed  to  make 
appeared  to  him  one  of  fearful  danger,  and 
he  trusted  the  House  would  weigh  well  the 
consequences  of  its  decision.  It  was  con- 
firmatory of  his  view  that,  among  all  the 
experienced  officers  examined  before  the 
Commission,  with,  as  he  had  before  ob- 
served, the  exception  of  two,  (Colonel 
Thompson  and  Major  Fancourt)  a  unani- 
mous opinion  prevailed  as  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  maintaining  corporal  punishment 
to  a  greater  or  less  extent.  There  were, 
indeed,  some  other  officers  whose  opinions 
had  been  quoted,  but  he  denied  that  they 
made  against  him  in  reality.  Sir  J. 
Woodford's  evidence  had  been  relied  on 
by  those  who  were  favourable  to  the  abo- 
lition of  flogging,  but  that  officer's  opinion 
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only  went  to  this  extent — that  he  would 
not  inflict  corporal  punishment  upon  home 
service  for  military  offences  committed 
under  ordinary  circumstances.  No  more 
would  he  (Lord  Howick),  and  there  was 
no  difference  between  what  he  and  what 
Sir  J.  Woodford  proposed,  except  that 
Sir  J.  Woodford  drew  out  a  plan,  not  for 
the  abolition  of  corporal  punishment,  but 
for  securing  its  more  speedy  and  summary 
execution.  Another  authority  that  had 
been  cited  was  Sir  O.Carey, but  he  thought 
hon.  Members  ought  not  too  hastily  to 
adopt  it  as  bearing  out  the  present  motion. 
He  would  read  to  the  House  one  or  two 
answers  given  by  Sir  Octavius  Carey  to 
questions  put  to  him.  That  gentleman 
had  commanded  the  57th  regiment  from 
the  year  1818  to  the  year  1828  ;  and  be- 
ing asked  whether,  during  the  time  he  com- 
manded the  57th  regiment,  he  endea- 
voured to  obviate  the  necessity  of  corporal 
punishment  ?  he  replied,  **  Yes,  I  did.  I 
gave  a  good  deal  of  attention  to  that,  and 
succeeded  in  obviating  it  in  a  great  mea- 
sure, but  not  entirely  ;  because  there  were 
a  few  instances  in  which  there  was  punish- 
ment. I  made  a  point  to  persuade  the 
men  as  far  as  possible  that  I  would  not 
punish.  The  men  always  knew  that  I 
had  the  power  of  punishment ;  but  the 
general  principle  on  which  I  endeavoured 
to  maintain  discipline  was,  as  much  as 
possible  to  persuade  them  that  I  would 
not  punish — that  I  did  not  like  the  punish- 
ment." Such  was  the  feeling,  he  (Lord 
Howick)  believed,  of  every  officer  in  the 
British  army.  As,  however,  a  great  deal 
of  weight  had  been  attached  to  Sir  Octa- 
vius Carey's  opinion  in  favour  of  the  abo- 
lition of  corporal  punishment,  he  be^ed 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
statement  of  the  number  of  Courts-martial 
held  in  the  57th  Regiment  for  four  months, 
while  under  the  command  of  that  officer. 
The  statement  did  not  apply  to  the  time 
when  the  gallant  officer  first  assumed  the 
command,  and  when  it  might  be  sup- 
posed that  rigour  and  severity  were  found 
necessary  to  remove  the  effects  of  previous 
want  of  discipline,  but  to  a  period  when 
nearly  half  the  term  during  which  he 
commanded  the  57th  had  expired.  The 
noble  Lord  read  the  following  return  of 
the  amount  of  corporal  punishment  in- 
flicted on  the  soldiers  of  the  57 ih  regi- 
ment, from  November  1822,  to  March 
1823:— 
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Sentence. 

300  lashea 

300 

300 

300 

300 

300 

600 

800 

300 


Inflicted, 

..  300 

,..  260 

,..  300 

...  300 

...  300 

..  none* 

...  800 

...  300 


...     300 
...     300 
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be  made  to  dibiiniBh  the  necessitj  of  et-^ 
ercising  it  and  he  should  rejoice  if  the 
practice  of  which  they  so  much  corn** 
plained  should  gradually  disappear.    The 
hon.   Member  for    Micfdlesex   had  man* 
fully  declared  it  to  be  false  that  there 
was  any  readiness  on  the  part  of  the  Bri'> 
tish  officer  to  inflict  corporal  punishment • 
He  said  truly,  that  the  officers  were  al- 
ways reluctant  to  have  recourse  to  it,  and 
that    there   was   nothing   but   necessity* 
in  the  very  last  extremities,  which  could 
drive  them  to  it.     The  only  safe  mode 
then   was,    to  leave  the    power  in   the 
hands  of  those  who   now   exercised   it, 
instructing    them    to    diminish    the  uie 
of  it,  until  the  practice  went  out  of  it- 
self; hon.  Members  must  remember,  that 
there  was  a  great  difference  between  the 
practice  and  the  power  —  the  power  to 
do  a  thing  was  often   the  most  effectual 
when  it  was  never  used  at  all.     Let  him 
refer  hon.  Members  to  what  took  place 
under  the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  Spaio. 
At  the  commencement  of  the  campaign 
the  punishment  was  inflicted  to  a  consi^ 
derable  extent;  but,  by  the  use  of  it,  the 
army  was  brought  to  such  a  state  of  dia* 
cipline    that,  towards    the  close  of   the 
Peninsular  campaigns,  the  use  of  it  waa 
scarcely  necessary — the  knowledge  that  it 
existed  waa  almost  enough  to  render  ita 
application  unnecessary.     But  let  it  not 
be  said,  because  it  was  not  used,  it  was 
not  wanted.    Take  away  the  power  of 
using  it,  and  you  break  the  main^spring 
of  the  machine.     He  must,  on  the  whole, 
give  a  decided  resistance  to  the  motion, 
and  he  believed  the  House  would  approve 
of  his  view.     It  was  a  subject  of  great 
difficulty ;  it  was  one  on  which  every  ef- 
fort had  been  made  to  create  a  feeling,  by 
appealing  to  passion  rather  than  to  reason ; 
but  in  spite  of  all  such  efforts,  he  believed 
the  House  would  exercise  its  cool  and  dis- 
passionate Judgment.     He  could  not  but 
complain  of  one  observation  of  the  hoit. 
Member  for  Middlesex.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber htid  spoken  of  the  motives  of  the  Mi- 
nistry; what  motives  could  they  have  In 
opposing  this  motion  ?    Was  he  not  awam 
that,  as  a  party,  if  they  consulted  their 
own  interest,  they  would  have  the  strong- 
est reason  for  endeavouring  to  get  rid  of 
the  punishment  altogether?     So  much, 
indeed,  was  this  the  case,  that  nothing 
but  an  overwhelming  sense  of  the  danger 
arising  fmm  its   removal  could    prevent 
them  from  effecting  it.    Let  hon.  Oeutle- 


Date. 

November  2, 1823 

—  8. 

—  28, 

—  30, 
December  2» 

—  20, 
Jannary  28,  1823 
Ditto, 

February  12, 
In  the  same  month  two 

more  Courts-martial ;  een- 
tenre  in  each  case  300 

March        1,  ...   300 

Thus  it  would  be  seen  that,  during  those 
months,  no  less  than  eleven  sentences  were 
carried  into  execution  and  the  amount  of 
punishment  ordered  to  be  inflicted  by  the 
different  Courts-martial,  and  actually  in- 
flicted   under    the   immediate    orders  of 
an  officer  who   described   himself  as  so 
averse  to  it,  greatly  exceeded  what  the 
Government  proposed  as    the  maximum 
of  corporal   punishment    in  future.     Sir 
Ootavius  Carey  was  a  gentleman  whose 
evidence    for   the    abolition    of  corporal 
punishment  had  been  greatly  relied  on  : 
but    it    was    often    said,    that    practice 
was    better  than   precept,  and    Sir  Oc- 
tavius  Carey's  practice  was  certainly  not 
In  favour  of  that  which  he  recommended. 
It  had  been  observed,  however,  that  until 
a  very  recent  period,  too  great  a  number 
of  lashes  used  to  be  inflicted  at  one  time 
in  the  army.     He  concurred  in  that  state- 
ment, and  he  believed,  that  there  never 
was    a  greater    mistake    than    to    mul- 
tiply    as    was     formerly    the     practice, 
the    number   of   lashes.      He    believed, 
that  if  this    subject    had  been    properly 
dealt  with  some  years   ago,   the   feeling 
which     now    prevailed    in    the    country 
with  regard  to  it  would  never  have  ex- 
isted.    But  because  great  mistakes  had 
been  heretofore  cotnmitted  In  one  way,  let 
not  the  House  now  plunge  into  errors  of 
an  opposite  description,  and  with  regard 
to  a  subject  of  such  great  importance  as 
the  present,  legislate  merely  on  the  im- 
pulse of  feeling,  without  considering  the 
probable  practical  consequences   of   the 
proceeding  which  had  that  night  been  re- 
commended.    He  agreed  with  his  noble 
Friend  opposite  in  thinking,  that  if  the 
punishment  of  flogging  was  to  be  abolished, 
the  only  mode  of  getting  rid  of  it  was  by 
letting  it  drop  gradually  into  disuse,  and 
thus  practically  getting  rid  of  it  before 
it  should  be  formally  prohibited  by  law. 
He  was  most  anxious  that,  while  the  power 
should  be  continued,  every  effort  should 
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tten,  however,  give  to  tlie  subject  that 
dispftsiionate  judgment  which  \t  required, 
ana  he  could  have  no  apprehension  of  the 
result. 

Mr.  Robinson :  Sir,  t  apprehend  that  a 
vote  of  this  House,  abolishing  military 
flogging  in  time  of  peace,  woiud  not  ne- 
cessarily imply  the  propriety  of  its  abolition 
before  the  enemy  in  time  of  war.  Let  us 
then  examine  whether  by  voting  for  the 
resolution  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Barnstaple,  as  I  intend  to  do,  we  are  com- 
mitted in  respect  to  the  necessity  for  taking 
away  the  power  of  inflicting  that  punish- 
mertt  in  time  of  war.  I  admit  that,  looking 
at  the  words  of  the  resolution  itself,  it 
would  appear  that  that  power  is  to  be  taken 
away  both  during  war  and  peace;  but 
every  body  knows  that  if  the  majority  of 
this  House  declare  their  disapprobation  of 
military  flogging,  by  carrying  the  resolution 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Bam. 
staple,  it  must  necessarily  lead  to  an  alter. 
alien  m  the  Mutiny  Act;  and  then  we 
■h^U  have  an  opportunity^  in  considering 
the  termi  of  that  alteration,  (or  dedding 
whether  m*  not  it  is  fit  and  proper  that  the 
power  of  military  flof^ng  should  be  pre- 
served in  time  of  war.  Therefore,  Sir,  I 
am  prepared  to  vote,  notwithstanding  all 
that  has  been  said  against  the  motion,  and 
I  admit  that  much  has  been  said,  coming  as 
it  did  from  professional  Gentlemen,  who  are 
better  qualified  for  giving  an  opinion  upon 
the  sul^ect  than  1  can  be^  which  was  enti- 
tled to  great  attention.  I  am  prepared,  J 
say,  to  vote  in  favour  of  this  resolution ;. 
for  I  cannot  conceive  where  that  danger  is 
to  be  apprehended  about  which  we  hav« 
heard  so  much,  from  affirming,  by  a  vote  of 
this  House,  the  propriety  of  the  abolition  of 
military  flogging  in  time  of  war.  The 
noble  £ord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  who  has 
spoken  as  he  always  does  with  great  ability, 
and  has  adduced  every  argument  that  can 
possibly  be  brought  forward  in  support  of 
the  present  system, — that  noble  Lord  has 
given  us  no  reason  to  hope  that  if  this 
resolution  be  rejected  he  contemplates  the 
abolition  of  military  flogging  in  this  coun- 
try. He  has  frankly  and  freely  avowed 
that  the  only  hope  he  can  hold  out  is,  that 
by  adopting  a  better  system  of  rewards, 
(which  I  do  believe  the  Government,  and 
every  officer  in  the  army  are  as  anxious  as 
any  Member  of  this  House  to  introduce) 
we  may,  perhaps,  in  time  be  able  to  do 
without  this  punishment.  But,  Sir,  I  do 
believe  that  this  country  Is  decided  in  its 
opinion  upon  this  question  ;  and  that  it  is 


incumbetat  upon  Piarliament  in  iirist  of 
peace,  when  I  for  one  cannot  see  any  possi- 
bility of  danger  resulting  from  such  an 
experiment.  I  think  Parliament  is  called 
upon  to  express  its  opinion  upon  this  subject 
by  affirming  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Barnstaple.  It  may 
be  said,  I  know,  that  by  affirming  that 
resolution  we  shall  abolish  this  species  of 
military  punishment,  and  we  shall  not  be 
able  when  it  shaU  become  necessary  to  have 
recourse  to  it  again.  Sir,  this  was  one  of 
the  arguments  used  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  at  War,  and  I  think  I  may  apply 
to  him  in  this  instance  the  same  observation 
which  he  applied  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex :  \it,,  that  he  has  brought  fbi> 
ward  an  assertion  without  adducing  any 
one  argument  in  support  of  his  proposition. 
Why  shall  we  not  be  aWe  to  resort  to  this 
punishment  again  if  necessary?  Would 
not  the  very  persons  noW  voting  for  its 
abolition^  from  a  sincere  conviction  that  it 
may  be  dispensed  with, — Wo\ild  not  they 
concur  with  Gi)vemiiient  in  le^natting 
this  kind  of  punishment  in  the  Mutiny 
Act  if  it  should  af^rwards  be  foiiUd  ne- 
cessary ?  Sir,  I  believe  they  would ;  I  r 
one  should  feel  bound  to  take  that  course. 
Sir,  I  will  detain  the  House  no  longer, 
there  being  many  Gentlemen  anxious  to 
rise  who  are  better  qualified  than  I  am  for 
delivering  an  opinion  upon  this  subject ;  I 
only,  in  conclusion,  wisn  to  say  r — my  be* 
lief  that  corporal  punishment  may  be  dis- 
pensed with  at  home  in  time  of  peace,  (for 
1  go  no  farther  than  that,)  is  founded 
upon  this  conviction — that  by  a  more  im- 
proved system  of  recruitings  avoiding  those 
desperate  and  abandoned  characters  that 
nt)W  find  admission  into  the  army,  by  a 
better  system  of  rewards,  and  by  holding 
out  inducements  to  young  men  of  good 
character  to  enter  the  army,  (against  whose 
entrance  into  the  army  let  it  be  remem- 
bered the  present  degrading  punishment 
forma  the  greatest  barrier)  I  do  believe. 
Sir,  that  the  power  of  military  flogging  in 
time  of  peace  may  be  removed ;  not  only 
without  prejudice  to  the  discipline  of  the 
army,  but  to  the  great  improvement  of  that 
gallant  profession  and  with  the  greatest 
advantage  to  the  country  at  large.  I  shall 
cordially  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Barnstaple. 

Major  Beauclerk  said,  the  question  of 
corporal  punishment  in  the  army  had  for 
a  long  time  occupied  a  great  deal  of  his 
attention  ;  and  he  was  now  happy  to  Hud 
that  it  was  do  longer  regaraed  in  that 
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House  as  a  party  question.  His  own 
conviction  upon  the  subject  was,  that  the 
abolition  of  the  practice  would  not  only  be 
useful  to  the  service,  but  would  wipe  away 
from  the  army  that  disgrace  which  at  pre- 
sent prevented  honourable  and  high  spirited 
men  from  entering  it.  There  was  one 
expression  in  the  evidence  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  before  the  Commission,  which 
liad  excited  in  his  mind  more  astonishment 
than  anything  he  had  ever  heard  from  the 
lips  of  any  militarvr  man.  When  the 
noble  Duke  stated  that  flogging  was  not 
looked  upon  by  the  army  as  a  disgrace,  be 
made  an  assertion  which  it  would  be 
presumption  in  him  (Major  Beauclerk)  to 
refute,  because  he  was  convinced  that 
every  man  who  had  a  particle  of  right 
feeling  in  his  breast  must  be  aware  that 
such  a  mode  of  punishment  could  not  be 
regarded  by  the  army  in  any  other  light 
than  that  of  a  deep  disgrace.  To  show 
the  possibility  of  its  abolition,  he  need  only 
refer  to  the  course  adopted  by  a  noble 
Lord»  now  a  Member  of  that  House,  and 
who  was  distinguished  alike  for  the  excel, 
lent  qualities  of  his  heart  and  head — he 
alluded  to  that  eminent  nobleman  who 
had  ruled  the  native  army  of  India  with- 
out the  lash,  and  governed  the  mighty 
empire  of  the  East  without  shackling  the 
press.  If  the  practice  could  be  safely 
abolished  in  barbarian  India,  what  pretence 
could  there  possibly  be  for  saying  that 
there  was  a  necessity  for  its  continuance 
here  ?  They  roust  indeed  alter  their  system, 
and  hold  out  encouragements  to  enter  the 
army.  They  would  then  find  well- 
educated  young  men,  men  of  respectable 
family,  ready  enough  to  enter  it.  He 
often  witnessed  in  country  towns  and 
villages  the  horrors  in  which  flogging  was 
held.  He  was  himself  once  assailedby  a  mob 
on  account  uf  flogging,  and  let  those  who 
doubted  its  effect,  send  a  recruiting  Serjeant 
with  a  cat-o'-nine  tails  for  his  banner,  and 
see  how  many  recruits  he  would  obtain. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge,  before  he  address- 
ed a  few  observations  (o  the  House  on  the 
subject  which  at  present  engaged  his  at- 
tention, must  express  his  disappointment 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  did  not  intend  to  vote  with 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War, 
because  in  the  evidence  given  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  before  the  Commis- 
sioners, he  had  distinctly  stated  he  ever 
had  m  lintained,  and  ever  must  maintain, 
that  it  would  not  be  possible  to  dispense 
with  the  power  of  corporal  punishment. 


Major  Beauclerk  begged  to  set  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  right.  He  had 
stated  before  the  Commissioners  that  cor- 
poral punishment  might  be  necessary  in 
time  of  war,  and  he  said  so  still. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  did  not  pretend  to 
quote  the  exact  words  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  because  at  the  moment 
he  had  not  them  before  him.  On  turning 
to  the  Report,  however,  he  found  that,  in 
answer  to  question  782,  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  said,  "  1  have  never 
maintained  that  on  service  it  could  be 
done  away  with.  I  think  it  stands  to 
reason  that  the  officers  must  then  have 
additional  powers."  He  would  appeal  to 
the  House,  without  wishing  at  all  to  take 
an  unfair  advantage  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  whether  it  was  possible 
for  any  man  reading  that  sentence  to 
come  to  any  other  conclusion  than  that 
which  he  had  expressed  ?  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  had  alluded  to  a  noUe 
Lord  who  had  lately  held  a  high  military 
and  civil  station  in  India,  and  who  had 
taken  upon  himself  a  step  of  the  highest 
responsibility  in  the  abolition  of  military 
punishments  amongst  the  native  troops  in 
that  country.  If  that  uoble  Lord  (Lord 
W.  Bentinck)  were  then  in  his  plaee,  he 
was  convinced,  from  what  he  had  perused 
of  the  noble  Lord's  sentiments  on  this 
subject,  he  would  agree  with  him  and  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Surrey,  in 
asserting,  that  corporal  punishments  could 
not  be  done  away  with  on  service  in  the 
field.  He  repeated  that,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Barnstaple  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem« 
ber  for  Hull,  every  Member  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  who  had  been  examined 
before  the  Commissioners  had  given  it  as 
their  opinion,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
dispense  with  corporal  punishments  on 
service  without  endangering  the  efficiency 
of  the  army.  Nothing  could  be  more  dis- 
tinct than  the  evidence  on  this  point  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex.  Nothing 
could  be  more  clear  than  the  evidence  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  whom  allusion  had  so 
often  been  made  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent debate  (Lord  W. Bentinck);  in  short, 
the  evidence  generally  went  to  show,  that 
to  deprive  a  commanding  officer  of  the 
power  of  inflicting  corporal  punishment 
would  be  to  render  it  impossible  to  con- 
duct an  army  on  service  with  sttcceas. 
What  was  the  opinion  of  an  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  of  the  House,  not  now  in 
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his  place  (Colonel  Evans),  on  this  point  ? 
That  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  most 
distinctly  stated  before  the  Commissioners^ 
his  impression  that  the  power  could  not 
be  dispensed  with.  The  evidence  that 
gallant  Officer  had  given  was  marked  and 
characterized  by  great  modesty  and  diffi- 
dence in  the  line  he  took,  but  it  was  the 
narrowest  line  that  man  ever  took  in  deal- 
ing with  a  question  of  this  kind.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster 
said  before  the  Commissioners,  *'  I  am  for 
the  abolition  of  corporal  punishments  at 
home,  not  because  it  is  cruel  and  severe, 
but  because  it  had  not  in  practice  had  the 
effect  which  we  expected,  and  because  it 
tends  to  irritate  the  public  mind,  and  on 
that  ground  ought  not  to  be  continued." 
But  what  said  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
when  he  got  abroad  ?  Why,  that  the 
power  of  inflicting  corporal  punishment 
was  necessary  abroad,  and  that,  in  his 
opinion,  a  commander-in-chief  of  an  army 
in  the  field  ought  to  be  a  dictator.  He 
must  say,  that  since  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  been  abroad,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  any  British  force  ever  left  the 
shores  of  this  country  in  which  corporal 
punishment  had  been  carried  to  the  extent 
which  it  had  been  in  the  army  under  the 
command  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster. 

Major  Benuclerk  rose  to  order.  As  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  spoken  of  was 
not  in  his  place,  he  appealed  to  the  House 
whether  it  was  fair  to  pursue  the  course 
now  followed  by  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  interrupted  him 
prematurely,  and  should  have  allowed 
him  to  have  concluded  the  sentence.  He, 
however,  would  repeat,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Westminster  had 
carried  corporal  punishments  to  an  extent 
never  before  known  in  any  British  force 
that  ever  left  the  shores  of  this  country, 
and,  when  interrupted,  he  was  going  to 
add,  that  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  corps  under  his  command  probably 
justified  the  course  which  that  Hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  had  pursued,  for  he  (Sir 
H.  Hardinge)  found  from  the  evidence  of 
Colonel  Dickson,  who  had  lately  returned 
from  that  service,  and  been  examined  before 
the  Commissioners,  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  apply  corporal  punishment, 
in  consequence  of  the  men  having  been 
brought  together  in  so  sudden  a  manner, 
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discipline.  Another  witness,  who  had 
also  served  under  Colonel  Evans,  had 
informed  the  Commissioners  that  it  had 
the  eflFect  of  reclaiming  and  biinging 
to  a  sense  of  duty,  some  of  the  most 
desperate  and  incorrigible  men  in  that 
force.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  been  a  little  less  impatient,  he  would 
have  heard  him  declare  that,  if  from  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Westminster  was  placed,  he 
had  come  from  the  theory  of  abolition  to 
the  practice  of  very  numerous  inflictions,  he 
thought  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
perfectly  justified*  and  that  no  blame 
could  attach  to  him.  In  this  force  it  had 
been  found  necessary  to  have  recourse 
to  the  Provost  without  the  interference 
of  a  Court-martial.  If,  when  the  troops 
were  drawn  out,  any  men  were  found  dirty, 
they  were  at  once  taken  out  of  the  ranks 
and  flogged  by  the  Provost.  Such  a 
power  as  this  was  never  exercised  by  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  ;  but  the  House  ought 
to  jnake  allowance  for  the  position  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  and  consider  the 
many  circumstances  which  could  be  ad- 
duced to  justify  the  course  which  he  had 
pursued.  He  would,  however,  honestly 
say,  that  in  his  experience  he  had  never 
before  known  of  such  numerous  floggings 
applied  for  offences  which,  in  the  British 
army,  would  have  been  punished  by  Court- 
martial,  and  not  by  the  Provost.  Many 
observations  had  been  made  on  the  evidence 
of  another  officer.  Sir  Octavius  Carey,  who 
commanded  the  57th  regiment.  He  would 
confess  that  he  had  never  been  more  as- 
tonished than  when  he  read  the  evidence  of 
that  gallant  Officer.  He  would  also  confess, 
that  to  his  comprehension  it  was  perfectly 
unintelligible,  and  that  he  could  not  at  ail 
make  out  that  gallant  Officer^s  system  of 
discipline.  He  thought,  however,  that  he 
had  some  knowledge  of  the  discipline  of 
that  regiment.  Thirty  years  ago,  he  (Sir 
H.  Hardinge)  was  a  captain  in  the  57tli 
regiment,  and  a  few  years  afterwards, 
from  the  circumstance  of  his  having  gone 
abroad  on  the  staff,  but  being  still  a 
captain  in  that  regiment,  he,  of  course, 
had  opportunities  of  knowing  the  materials 
of  which  the  regiment  was  composed. 
The  regiment  was  recruited  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  London,  and  at  a  time  when 
it  was  impossible  to  make  a  selection  of 
men.  It  then  being  war  time,  Govern* 
ment  was  glad  to  get  soldiers,  and  he 
would  fairly  state,  that  the  men  of  this 
regioienty   though  they  were  physically 
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well  adapted  to  make  good  soldiers,  were, 
ill  point  of  character,  not  what  any  officer 
would  select  to  command.  He  saw  this 
regiment  going  into  action  at  the  battle  of 
Albuera,  and  never  did  he  see  men,  under 
circumstances  of  such  peril  and  danger, 
conduct  themselves  with  more  bravery  or 
heroism.  They,  nevertheless,  were  so 
thoughtless,  and  so  fond  of  plunder,  as  to 
require  the  frequent  operations  of  the 
Provost-Martial,  and  so  general  and  fre- 
quent were  the  punishments  in  tliut 
regiment,  that  in  Portugal  they  went  by, 
and  were  known  under,  the  nick-name  of 
the  "  steel-backs."  The  regiment  went 
into  action,  and  he  would  state  what  the 
result  of  the  action  was.  The  regiment 
had  twenty-6ve  ofiBcers.  Of  these,  twenty- 
three  were  either  killed  or  wounded  ;  and 
of  its  complement  of  about  520  men,  387 
were  killed  or  wounded.  Lord  Beresford, 
in  his  despatch,  giving  a  detail  of  the 
action,  said,  that  it  was  observed  that  all 
the  men,  particularly  the  57th  regiment, 
fell  in  their  ranks  as  they  fought,  and  that 
every  wound  was  in  front.  This  was  not 
a  regiment  of  high  moral  character;  but 
he  would  say,  that  if  in  the  course  of  the 
campaign  it  had  been  necessary  to  under- 
take any  difficult  and  serious  enterprise, 
there  was  no  regiment  in  which  he  would 
have  felt  greater  confidence  than  the  57th 
regiment.  Sir  Octavius  Carey  commanded 
the  regiment  in  1824,  for  a  period  of  three 
or  four  years  and  he  stated  in  his  evidence, 
that  it  was  reported  to  the  Adjutant- Gene- 
ral to  be  in  a  most  excellent  condition.  It 
was  shortly  afterwards  sent  out  to  New 
South  Wales,  and  when  it  arrived  there, 
the  men  in  some  instances  self-mutilated 
themselves,  or  committed  thefts,  in  order 
to  be  discharged.  He  should,  therefore, 
infer  from  these  circumstances,  that  the 
system  of  Sir  Octavius  Carey  had  failed 
most  egregtously  in  the  67th  regiment. 
By  referring  to  this  regiment,  he  did  not 
wish  it  to  be  understood  that  he  maintained, 
that  irregular  habits  tended  to  render 
soldiers  braver  in  the  field.  He  had  «ited 
this  case  in  reply  to  the  observations 
of  those  who  contended  that  corporal 
punishment  must  of  necessity  degrade  the 
character  of  a  man.  He  could  cite  many 
other  instances  to  prove  that  corporal 
punishment  was  not  attended  by  any  such 
debasing  effect.  At  the  same  time» 
though  he  desired  to  see  corporal  punish- 
ments practically  abolished,  he  thought  it 
would  be  unwise  to  deprive  officers  of  tlie 
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to  the  English  army  in  Spain.  In  the 
year  1810,  the  Duke  of  Wellington  foand 
the  army  in  a  very  disorganized  state ; 
several  of  the  battalions  were  so  ill-disci- 
plined that  the  Duke  of  Wellington  was 
obliged  to  make  a  report  to  the  Adjutant- 
General  upon  the  subject.  [The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  read  extracts  from  his. 
Grace's  report,  showing  the  disorganised 
state  of  the  army  at  the  period  in  question.] 
What  measures  did  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton take  to  reduce  the  army  to  a  proper 
state  of  discipline?  He  had  recourse  to 
the  Provost- Martial — he  punished  severely, 
and  in  a  few  instances  death  was  inflicted« 
But  what  was  the  result  of  this  system? 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  brought  the  army 
to  that  state  of  discipline  which  he  de* 
scribed  in  his  evidence  before  the  Com- 
missioners. His  Grace  said,  "  My  army 
was  in  such  a  state  of  discipline,  order> 
and  regularity,  when  I  crossed  the  Pyre- 
nees, that  I  always  thought  I  could  have 
gone  anywhere  and  done  anything  with 
that  army.  It  was  impossible  to  have  a 
machine  more  highly  mounted,  or  in  better 
order,  and  in  a  better  state  of  discipline, 
than  that  army  was.  When  I  quitted  that 
army  upon  the  Garonne,  I  do  not  think  it 
possible  to  see  anything  in  a  higher  state 
of  discipline,  and  I  believe  there  was  a 
total  discontinuance  of  all  punishment." 
General  Fane,  who  commanded  two 
columns  of  cavalry,  having  in  charge  the 
materiel  of  the  army,  said,  that  the  conduct 
of  the  troops  gave  such  satisfaction,  that 
even  the  French  Government  expressed 
its  approbation  of  their  conduct.  If  he 
was  to  go  into  any  further  details,  he 
should  refer  to  the  evidence  of  Sir  J. 
Woodford  and  other  officers  in  the  Foot- 
Guards;  but  he  would  not.  It  was  his 
opinion  that  corporal  punishments  ought 
to  be  retained,  to  be  held  in  terror  over 
the  bad— they  were  not  requisite  for  the 
good.  What  said  Lord  Loughborough, 
a  distinguished  officer,  who  had  long  kept 
the  regiment  under  his  command  in  a  high 
state  of  discipline,  when  asked  if  he  had 
had  any  means  of  ascertaining  whether 
there  was  any  feeling  in  his  regiment  on 
the  subject  of  the  abolition  of  military 
punishment  ?  The  noble  and  gallant  Lord^ 
reply  was,  *'  that  so  far  as  he  had  ascer* 
tained  it  from  his  regimental  sergeant- 
major,  and  the  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  some  of  the  old  men,  they  were  all 
against  the  abolition,  because  they  all  say 
'a  blackguard  deserves  it,    and  it  can 
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ourselves  well/ "  The  noble  Lord  alsb 
stated,  tbat  be  hadsix  men  who  had  suffered 
corporal  punishment  at  diffbrent  times 
— ^ne  as  many  as  four  times,  who  had 
been  promoted.  He  added,  that  he  bad 
now  one  man  who  bad  been  a  corporal;  he 
bad  been  flogged  three  times,  and  was  one 
of  the  best  corporals  in  the  regiment.  He 
had  other  men,  too,  who  bad  been  flogged, 
and  were  now  men  of  the  greatest  trust  in 
the  regiment.  He  mentioned  theie  cases 
to  show  that  corporal  punishment  did  re* 
claim  and  reform  men,  and  was  as  efficient 
as  any  punishment  employed.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  also  referred  to  the 
evidence  of  Colonel  Ferguson  on  this 
point,  to  the  same  effect.  From  these 
circumstances  he  was  led  to  the  condu- 
sion,  that  tlioiigh,  in  a  large  proportion 
of  cases,  corporal  punishment  did  harm, 
and  that  it  aid  not  reclaim  numbers,  yet 
that  it  had  not  an  opposite  tendency,  and 
though  he  was  not  an  advocate  for  itscon-p 
tinuance,  he  thought  to  abolish  it  would 
be  virtually  to  disband  the  army.  The 
hon.  Memoer  for  Chippenham  had  referred 
to  bis  (Sir  Henry  Hardinge's)  evidence 
with  respect  to  the  Prussian  army.  It  was 
true,  that  in  that  army  soldiers  of  the  se*- 
cond  class  were  lidble  to  be  punished  by 
lashes,  or  blows  with  a  caQe,and  this  power 
was  vested  in  the  captains  of  companies. 
He,  whilst  Secretary  at  War,  had  inserted 
an  article  of  war,  declaring,  that  if  any 
officer  struck  a  soldier,  he  was  liable  to  be 
brought  to  a  Court-martial  and  cashiered. 
It  was  impossible  for  any  two  armies  to  be 
more  distinct  than  the  English  and  the 
Prussian  armies  in  their  constitution  and 
materials,  and  it  was  totally  impossible  to 
institute  any  comparison  between  them.  He 
should  say  the  same  of  the  French  army. 
The  English  army  was  now  in  the  highest 
state  of  discipline,  and  be  thought  that  it 
would  be  the  height  of  madness  to  alter  a 
system  which  had  been  found  so  success- 
ful. The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
bad  stated,  that  the  rewards  for  the 
army  ought  to  be  increased.  He  en- 
tirely concurred  in  that  view,  and  in  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Howick)  to  the  same  effect, 
and  it  had  been  his  intention  to  increase 
them,  and  be  believed  it  was  known  that 
the  Government  to  which  be  bad  belonged, 
did  establish  the  distribution  of  a  certain 
number  of  medals  in  each  battalion  in  the 
service  among  the  non-commissioned  of- 
flccraaod  pdcateS|tfaiu  carrying  io|a  effect. 


the  very  thing  pointed  at  by  Colonel 
Evans  in  bis  evidence,  as  being  desirable, 
in  order  to  enc^ble  a  man  retiring  from  the 
service  to  his  parish  to  9how  it  as  a  certi- 
ficate of  good  conduct,  and  of  the  appro- 
bation of  his  superiors.  But  with  regard  to 
the  plans  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex,  namely,  the  conferring 
commissions  as  a  reward,  he  must  have 
proved,  before  its  adoption,  that  a  descrip- 
tion of  men  could  be  found  to  enter  the 
service  who  were  fitted  for  coromissionsi 
if  they  by  their  good  conduct  deserved  it. 
This  was  important  to  be  known  before 
this  species  of  reward  ought  to  be  attempted; 
for  by  the  evidence  of  the  reverend  Mr. 
Stuart,  of  Aberdeen,  it  appeared  that 
he,  the  chaplain,  had  conversed  frequently 
with  men  on  the  subject  of  admitting  mea 
of  their  own  rank  as  members  of  Courts* 
martial,  and  they  seemed  to  have  more 
confidence  in  their  officers.  Non-commis- 
sioned officers,  they  said,  raised  to  com* 
missions,  generally  were  the  most  tyran- 
nical and  ill  to  please,  and  that  the  real 
gentleman  was  the  best  officer.  He  was  of 
opinion,  that  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  and  of  the 
right  hon. Gentleman, the  Judge- Advocate, 
were  conclusive  as  to  the  impossibility  of 
having  two  systems  of  punishment —one 
for  foreign,  and  the  other,  for  home  ser- 
vice. Those  arguments  had  served  to 
strengthen  his  own  opinions  on  that  point 
— a  point  upon  which  his  mind  had  long 
been  made  up,  as  he  had  detailed  in  his 
evidence.  There  was  only  one  point  of 
the  speecb  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Howick)  to  which  be  felt  it  neces* 
sary  to  advert.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated, 
that  if  six  or  seven  years  ago,  the  same 
care  had  been  taken  which  had  lately  been 
bestowed  upon  this  subject,  the  question 
would  not  now  come  before  the  House 
under  such  difficult  circumstances.  If  the 
noble  Lord  meant  to  say,  that  this  atten- 
tion to  the  matter  had  only  been  com* 
menced  since  the  rightbon  .and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  bad  undertaken  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  from  that  he  begged 
most  entirely  to  dissent.  He  came  into 
the  office  of  Secretary  at  War  in  1828, 
and  in  the  year  1829,  he  revised  the 
whole  Mutiny  Act  as  well  as  the  Articles 
of  War.  He  consolidated  both,  and  in 
cases  of  punishment,  the  number  of  lashes 
was  restricted,  and  the  whole  military  code 
was  altered  and  amended  by  him.  If^ 
theref^fey  blaiqe  was  to  be  attached  to 
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previous  Secretaries  at  War,  it  properly 
belonged  to  a  noble  Lord,  now  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  who  was  for  eighteen  or 
nineteen  years  Secretary  at  War,  and 
whom  he  (Sir  Henry  Hardinge)  succeeded 
in  that  office — Lord  Palmerston.  He 
did  not  mention  this  invidiously,  for,  on 
the  contrary,  he  would  say  of  the  noble 
Lord,  though  differing  from  his  present 
political  sentiments,  that  he  (Sir  Henry 
Hardinge)  had,  on  succeeding  him  in 
office,  found  there  traces  of  many  steps 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord  towards  the  im- 
provement of  the  service.  In  conclusion, 
he  would  merely  state,  that  it  appeared, 
from  the  evidence  contained  in  the  report 
of  the  Commissioners  now  on  the  Table, 
that  by  almost  every  officer  examined, 
amounting  in  number  to  between  seventy 
and  eighty,  the  most  unequivocal  testi- 
mony was  afforded  of  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  corporal  punishments.  This 
view  was  supported  by  the  reverend  Mr. 
Stuart,  Mr.  Agar,  and  other  civilians, 
who  had  been  called  before  the  Com- 
missioners. If  that  were  the  fact,  he  would 
ask,  how  could  any  man  in  the  face  of 
such  testimony  come  to  the  conclusion, 
that  it  was  possible  to  do  without  it?  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  most  unwise  to 
alter  the  present  system.  It  was  very  well 
known  as  a  master  of  history  that  the  pre- 
sent military  system  had  been  the  most 
successful  one  ever  adopted.  But  he 
would  ask  this  question,  was  England  a 
military  nation  ?  He  (Sir  Henry  Hardinge) 
would  say,  that  it  was  not;  that  the 
feeling  of  the  people  was  decidedly  against 
keeping  up  a  large  military  force ;  but,  in 
spite  of  all  these  obstacles,  he  would  say, 
that  from  the  days  of  Wolfe  in  Canada, 
Clive  in  India,  Abercrombie  in  Egypt, 
and  Wellington  in  Spain  and  Portu- 
gal, the  British  army  had  carried  with 
honour  his  Majesty's  arms  into  every 
quarter  of  the  globe — that  in  peace  it  had 
been  subordinate  to  the  civil  power — and 
that,  in  short,  in  pliability  to  all  the  duties 
of  an  army,  it  had  never  been  exceeded. 
If  the  British  army  really  possessed  these 
qualities,  he  would  entreat  the  House  not 
to  be  so  impolitic — not  to  be  so  unwise — 
as  to  take  steps  to  alter  the  existing  system. 
He  certainly  should  support  the  view  taken 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  whilst  he 
thought  it  expedient  to  retain  this  power, 
he  hoped  that  it  would  be  used  as 
seldom  and  as  mercifully  as  possible. 
Viscount  Howick^  in  explanation,  said,  | 
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he  meant  to  cast  no  impatation  on  the 
previous  Governments  for  not  having  sooner 
regarded  this  matter  with  a  view  to  al- 
teration ;  he  fully  admitted  and  appre- 
ciated the  valuable  efforts  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  to  improve  the 
system  in  the  army,  nor  could  he  forget 
that  neither  he  nor  his  noble  Friend  coaId» 
as  Secretaries  at  War,  have  interfered.  He 
(Lord  Howick)  had  alluded  to  the  number 
of  lashes  formerly  inflicted,  and  he 
thought  that  800  lashes  was  a  punish- 
ment which  never  ought  to  have  been 
carried  into  effect. 

Sir  H.  Hardinge  said,  that  in  1829  or 
1830  there  had  been  an  alteration  made 
by  him  in  the  military  code  to  that  effect. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  wished  to  cor- 
rect an  erroneous  impression  which  might 
have  been  made  by  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Hull^  that  the  mu* 
tiny  at  the  Nore  was  to  be  attributed  to  the 
severity  of  flogging  in  the  fleet.  Such  was 
not  the  case ;  for  he  (Sir  £.  Codrington) 
would  venture  to  say,  that  the  mutiny  at 
the  Nore  arose  from  want  of  punishment. 
He  had  served  on  board  the  ship  in  which 
it  first  broke  out,  and  had  himself  told  a 
person  in  very  high  authority,  that  audi 
would  be  the  case  unless  the  bad  men  were 
punished  and  the  good  men  encouraged. 
The  mutiny  arose  from  the  confinement 
consequent  upon  impressment  and  from 
the  want  of  ducipline  being  established  by 
punishment. 

Colonev  Thomas  said^  he  had  been  in 
command  of  a  regiment  in  India  for  eight 
years^  and  had  been  obliged  to  have  re« 
course  to  punishments  of  unusual  severity ; 
but,  in  the  course  of  two  years  there  was 
less  corporal  punishment  in  his  regiment 
than  in  that  of  any  in  the  army.  This 
showed  that  flogging  might  be  done  away 
with  to  a  very  great  extent ;  but  still  the 
power  must  exist  He  had  substituted 
extraoi-dinary  drills  from  day  light  in  the 
morning  till  sunset  at  night.  These  sub- 
stitutions were  so  disliked,  that  some  of  the 
soldiers  wished  for  flogging  to  be  restored. 

Sir  Ronald  Ferguson  said,  that  having 
been  in  the  army  upwards  of  forty  yearsj  he 
did  not  like  to  give  a  silent  vote  on  this 
occasion.  There  was  no  man  in  that 
House  or  in  the  country  who  was  more 
hostile  to  corporal  punishment  than  he 
was,  and  he  had  always  discouraged  it  as 
much  as  it  was  in  his  power.  But  when 
he  was  called  upon  to  do  away  with 
corporal  punishment  altogether,  and  to  put 
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the  army  on  an  entirely  new  syfttem,  he 
owned  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
assent  to  the  motion.  Although  he  wished 
to  pay  every  attention  to  the  wishes  of  his 
constituents^  yet,  as  a  free  agent,  he  felt 
bound  to  espress  his  opinion  on  the  subject. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  from 
his  experience  in  the  army,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  do  without  some  system  of  corporal 
punishment  The  less  the  better,  but  it 
must  remain  to  a  certain  extent,  that  it 
might  be  used  in  cases  of  emergency.  In 
this  country  discipline  might  be  carried  on 
without  the  use  of  the  lash,  but  still  some 
other  punishment  must  be  substituted  for 
it.  He  believed,  and  it  was  admitted  on 
all  sides,  that  the  expense  of  trying  a 
change  of  system  of  imprisonment  would 
be  very  trifling,  but  although  much  had 
long  been  promised,  little  or  nothing  had 
been  done  on  the  subject. 

Dr.  Baldwin  had  before  voted  against 
military  torture,  and  he  should  do  so  now, 
were  he  to  follow  the  impulse  of  his 
feelings  ;  but  he  had  a  public  duty  to  dis- 
charge, and  he' felt  that  he  should  not  be 
discharging  that  duty  conscientiously  were 
he  now  to  vote  for  the  immediate  abolition 
of  corporal  punishment  in  spite  of  the 
opinion  of  so  many  high  military  author- 
ities, that  the  abolition  must  be  gradual. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  that  he  had  had 
several  years  experience  in  the  service,  and 
therefore  felt  himself  justified  in  expressing 
his  opinion  on  the  subject ;  and,  above  all, 
as  his  sentiments  had  been  misrepresented. 
He  contended  that  they  must  continue  the 
practice  of  corporal  punishment  in  the  army, 
nut  he  had  not  the  least  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  except  in  cases  of  absolute 
necessity  it  ought  not  to  be  exercised. 
Some  language  had  been  put  into  his  mouth 
on  the  subject,  which  was  very  different 
from  any  thing  that  he  had  uttered.  He 
was  happy  to  find  that  he  was  supported  in 
the  opinion  which  he  entertained  by 
several  very  distinguished  officers^  of  much 
greater  experience  than  himself. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  ques- 
tion^ that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair. 

Ayes  212;   Noes  95:—- Majority  117. 

List  of  the  A  Yss. 


Adam,  Admiral 
Alsager,  Richard 
Alston,  R. 
Aodover,  Lord 
Aogersteio,  John 
Anson,  G. 
Anson,  Sir  George 
Arbttthnot^  lion.  U« 


Archdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Baillie,  Col.  U. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Balfour,  T. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Baring,  F. 

Baring,  W.  B, 


Baring,  Thomas 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bell,  Matthew 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Beresford,  Sir  J.  P. 
Berkeley,  Hon.  F. 
Berkeley,  Hon.  C. 
Blackbume,  John 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bonham,  F.  R. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Brudenell,  Jjord 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burdon,  W. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.,  Bt. 
Burton,  Henry 
Byng,  George 
Byng,  G.  S. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Cavendish,  Hon  G.  11. 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Chaplin,  Thos. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  Hon.R.  H. 
Codrington,  Sir  E. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 
Coote,  SirC.C.,Bt. 
Corry,  Hon.  U.  T.  L. 
Cowper,  Hon.  W,  F. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crompton,  Samuel 
Curteis,  Edward  B. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Dalmeney,  Lord 
Damer,  D. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Dick,  Quintin 
Donkin,  Sir  R.  S. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Dundas,  Hon.  J.  C. 
Dundas,  Hon.  T. 
Dundas,  J. 
Dunlop,  J. 
East^  James  Buller 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Eaton,  Richard  J. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
£lley,Sir  J. 
Fazakerley,  N. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C« 
Finch,  George 
Fitzgibbon,  Hon.  B. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  Webb 
Forester,Hon,G.C.W. 
Forster,  Charles  S. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T.  W. 
Gladstone,  Thos. 
Gladstone,  W.  £. 
Goodrickey  Sir  F. 


Gordon,  Robert 
Gordon,  W. 
Goulbum,  Rt.Hon.  H. 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Greisley,  Sir  R. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimstoo,  Hon.  £.  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J.,  Bt. 
Harcourt,  G. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H. 
Hay,  Sir  J.,  Bart. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  Hon.  Sidney 
Henries,  Rt.Hon.  J.  C. 
Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hogg,  James  Weir 
Hope,  Hon.  James 
Hotbam,  Lord 
Howard*  R. 
Howick,  Lord 
Jermyn,  Earl  of 
IngUs,  Sir  R.  H.,  Bt. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Wilson 
Jones,  Theobald 
Knight,  H.G. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lambton,  Hedworth 
Langton,  Wra.  Gore 
Law,  Hon.  C. 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A« 
Lewis,  David 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Long,  Walter 
Lowther,  J. 
Lygon,Hon.Col.  H.  B. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Mahon,  Lord 
Mangles,  J. 
Manners,  Lord  C. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Maule,  Hon.  F. 
Methuen,  P. 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Murray,  Rt.  Hon.  J. 
Neeld,  Joseph 
Nicholl,  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Packe,  C.  W, 
Paget,  Frederick 
Palmer,  Robert 
Pamell,  Sir  H. 
Patten,  John  Wilson 
Peel,  Sir  R.,  Bart. 
Peel,  Rt.  Hon.  W.Y. 
Pelham,  Hon.  C. 
Pembertoni  Thomas  . 


101 1  MiUiary  Flogging.         {COMMONS} 


War  in  t^Mttfi. 


I012 


PigoU»  Robtn 
Finney,  W. 
Polhill,  Frederick 
Pollock,  Sir  Fred. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Poyntz,  Wm.  Stephen 
Praed,  Winthrop  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Ramsbottom,  John 
Reid,  Sir  J.  A«e 
Rice,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  & 
Rickford,  W, 
Robarts,  Abraham  W. 
Rolfe^  Sir  R.  M. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rushbrooke,  R. 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Sanderson,  R. 
Saqdon,  Lord 
Scarlett,  Hon.  R. 
Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
Scrope,  George  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  £. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Steuari,  Ri 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  S^  Bt. 
Stormonty  Lord 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 


Stuart,  Lord  J/ 
Surrey,  Lord 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  U.  W. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Thompson,  Paul  B. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trevor,  Hon.  6.  R. 
Trowbridge,  Sir  £.  T 
Twiss,  H. 
Vere,  Sir  C. 
Vesey,  Hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  John  Ennis 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Wall,  Charles  Baring 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Westenra,  H.  R. 
Weyland,  Richard 
Wilbraham,  Hn.  R. 
Wilkins,  W. 
Williams,  Robt. 
Wilson,  Henry 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  C. 

Wynn,  Rt.  Hon.  C.W. 
Yorke,  E  T. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Stanley,  E.  J. 
Smith,  Robert  V. 


List  of  the  Nobs. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Attwood,  T. 
Bagshaw,  John 
Baines,  £. 
Barclay,  David 
Barnand,  £.  G. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bish,  Thomas 
Bowes,  John 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S« 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Bulwer,  £dw.  G.  £.  L. 
Butler,  Hon.  Col, 
Buxton,  F. 
Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 
Clay,  W. 

Conyngham,  Lord  A. 
Divell,  £. 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
Elphinstone,  U. 
Etwall,  Ralph 
Evans,  O. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Robert 
Gaskell,  Daniel 
Goring,  Harry  Dent 
Grote,  George 
UaMi^y  A. 


Hawes,  Benjamin 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hodges,  T. 
Holland,  Edward 
Horsman,  E. 
Hughes.  Hughes 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jervis,  John 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lushington,  Dr.  S. 
Lushington,  Charles 
Lynch,  A.  IL 
Macnamara,  Major 
Marshall,  William 
Maxwell,  John 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morrison,  J. 
O'Brien,  Cornelius 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  Daniel 
O'Connell,  John 
O'Counell,  Maurice 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
Pattison,  James 
Pease,  J. 

PI  umpire,  John  P. 
Poulter,  J*  & 


Rippon,  Cuthbett 
Robinaon,  G. 
Roche,  W. 
Roebuck,  John  A. 
Rundle,  John 
Russell,  Lord 
Sand  ford,  £.  A. 
8chole6eld,  Joshua 
Sinclair,  Sir  O. 
Smith,  Benjamin 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  E. 

Talfourd,  Seigeant 
Tennent,  J.  £• 
Thompson,  Wro. 
Thompson,  Col.  T.P. 
Thomeley,  T. 


Teoka,  William 
Tr«lawiiey,Sir  W. 
Trevor,  Hon*  Anbar 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Villiers,  Charto  F« 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburlon,  H. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Wigney,  Isaac  N. 
Wilks,  John 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wilmot,SirJ.£.,Bl, 
Wood,  Alderman 

TELLKBS. 

Fancourt,  C.  St.  J<^n 
Boldero,  Henry  G. 


The  House  went  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  and  resumed. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  April  14,  1836. 

MiNUTSS.]  Petitions  presented.  By  H.  R.  H.  the  l>uke 
oTCuMBBBLAMD)  finom  the  OorponUon  of  Dubttn,  ecaiiMt 
the  Munidpe]  CorpontiontP  BUI<.«By  the  BIthop  of  Law* 
DON,  firom  Boxy  St.  Edmund's,  against  the  Pwnbhmnit  oC 
Death  for  any  Crime  but  Murder.— By  the  Eazi  of  Bkau* 
CHAirp,  ftam  the  Magiattalea  of  Woraeiter,  against  the 
PriaoDet'B  Oounsel  BilL-*>-By  the  Duke  of  LsmsTU.  taan 
the  lohabitanti  of  Dublin,  in  Civour  of  the  MmielpBl 
Corporation^  Bill. — By  Lord  LTin>HQit8T>  fton  the 
Solidton  of  Nottingham,  ftir  an  Alteration  of  ttm  Beelesi- 
••tical  Courts'  GooaoUdndon  BiH—- By  ViMwat  Dtm- 
CANNoir,  (torn  Coventry,  that  no  Altantioo  he  made  hn 
the  Municipal  Corporationt*  Act  Amendment  BilL — By  the 
Earl  of  HARBOwBTf  from  Oehton  in  LiTCipool  Gael,  fiir 
the  AboUtipn  of  ImpriNonait  ft*  Debt 


War  in  Spain.]  The  Maiquen  of 
Londonderry  said,  he  had  several  petitions 
to  present  relative  to  the  Irish  Municipal 
Corporations  Bill,  but  before  he  laid  them 
on  the  table,  he  wished  to  put  a  question 
to  the  noble  Viscount  opposite.  He  con« 
ceived  that  the  state  of  the  war  in  Spain 
had  now  assumed  an  entirely  new  cha^ 
racter,  and  therefore  he  begged  leave  to 
ask  whether  a  letter  which  had,  appeared 
in  the  newspapers  signed  hy  Loi^  John 
Hay,  and  dated  from  Santander,  March 
34,  was  written  in  consequence  of  instruc- 
tions given  by  his  Majesty's  Government, 
and  if  so,  whether  there  was  any  objection 
to  laying  the  letter  and  instructions  before 
their  Lordships. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  he  believed 
the  letter  was  in  the  possession  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  he  had  no  objection  to  its 
bemg  laid  before  the  House. 

The  £^1  of  Minto  said,  the  letter  allu* 
ded  to  by  the  noble  Marquess  was  not  an 
official  toter.    Instructioiis  had  eertdoly 


iOi^         Mumo^Reftmn.  {Apbil  14}      MunicipeU  CarporoHons.      1014 


heen  sent  oat,  and  be  believed  that  no  ob- 
jectioa  would  be  made  to  their  pniducftioD. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderrtf  said,  as  it 
appeared  that  there  was  no  objection  to  the 
fraction  of  those  instructions,  he  should 
move  for  them  to-morrow.  lie  wished 
next  to  learn  whether  any  answer  had 
been  received  to  Lord  Palmerston  s  letter 
of  the  10th  of  March,  addressed  to  the 
Spanish  Government,  with  respect  to  the 
liberation  of  twenty-wven  unfortunate 
Carlist  prisoners,  to  whose  melancholy 
situation  he  had  heretofore  referred  ?  He 
understood  that  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment had  sent  them  to  Porto  Rico, 
and  he  should  be  glad  to  know  whether 
the  noble  Viscount  had  received  any 
information  repecting  those  unfortunate 
men. 

Viscount  Melbourne  answered,  that  de- 
spatches relative  to  this  subject  had  been 
received,  and  would  shortly  be  laid  before 
the  Houses 

Municipal  Rrfobh  (Ireland).^ 
The  Marquess  of  Loudonderri^  aaid,  that  in 
presenting  to  their  Lordships  the  petition 
which  he  held  in  his  hand,  he  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  trouble  the  House  with  a  very 
few  words.  The  petitioners  had,  he  con- 
ceived, strong  claims  on  their  Lordships* 
sense  of  justice  ;  and,  in  his  opinion*  their 
representations  deserved  some  consideration 
from  his  Majesty's  Ministers.  The  petition 
came  from  the  Mayor,  Commonalty,  and 
Citiiienii  of  Londonderry,  and  was  against 
the  Irish  Municipal  Corporations  Bill. 
The  privileges  which  the  Citizens  of  Lon* 
dondeny  had  long  and  deservedly  enjoyed, 
the  petitioners  complained  would  be  fatally 
a£[ected  by  the  Irish  Municipal  Corpora, 
tions  Bill.  He  re^tted  to  say,  that  the 
mode  and  manner  m  which  BilU  relating 
to  Ireland  were  got  up,  evinced  a  spirit, 
an  animiu,  on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  to  keep  down  and  mortify 
that  class  of  persons  who  were  most  anxious 
to  uphold  the  Protestant  religion  in  Ire- 
land. This  feeling  was  further  manifested 
by  the  coldness  with  which  the  Government 
appeared  to  view  the  flagrant  outrage  lately 
committed  in  Dublin,  where  the  statue 
of  King  William  was  destroyed.  When  he 
saw  th]3  species  of  feeling  pervading  all  the 
acts  of  the  Government,  ne  could  not  avoid 
examining  their  proceedings  with  a  jea- 
lous and  scrutinizing  ey&  # 

Viscount  Melbourne  begged  leave  to  deny 
that  any  such  feeling  aa  that  described  by 
tb(»  ppbte  Marquesf  exist^  in  tUe  minds  ^ 


bis  Majesty's  Government.  There  was 
not  the  smallest  foundation  for  any 
such  assertion.  Witl^  respect  to  the 
circumstance  particularly  idiuded  to  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  he  should  only  sajji 
that  the  Government  of  Ireland  had  taJeen 
the  most  strong  and  effectual  measures  in 
their  power  to  discover  the  authors  of  the 
outrage.  As  to  the  Irish  Corporations  Bill, 
when  it  came  regularly  before  their  Lord, 
ships,  he  should  be  ready  to  defend  it 
against  the  noble  Marquess,  the  most  stre- 
nuous defender  of  the  Corporation  of  Lon- 
donderry, and,  he  supposea,  of  all  the  rest 
of  the  Irish  Corporations. 

The  Marquess  c^  Londonderry ^  in  answer 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Viscount 
would  ask,  whether  his  Majesty's  Gfovtm- 
ment  had  offered  any  great  reward  for 
bringing  to  justice  the  perpetrators  of  the 
disgraceful  otitrageto  which  he  had  alluded  ? 
[Viscount  Melbourne:  Yes.]  He  knew 
that  a  reward  of  100/.  was  offered ;  but  he 
would  ask  whether  that  was  a  sufficient 
reward,  in  a  case  where  such  great  villainy 
had  been  perpetrated  ?  It  appeared  to  him 
as  if  the  Government  of  Ireland,  so  far 
from  acting  promptly  on  the  occasion,  were 
only  anxious  to  take  the  least  possible  no. 
tioe  of  the  outrage.  As  to  the  course  which 
he  should  pursue  when  the  Irish  Corpora* 
tions  Bill  came  before  their  Lordships,  it 
would  be  a  very  plain  and  straightforward 
one.  He  trustecl  that  the  BiU  which  was 
calculated  to  inflict  irreparable  iivjuiy  on 
Ireland,  throwing  the  whole  power  of 
the  Government  into  the  hands  of  the 
Catholic  priests,  and  their  political  agita- 
tors, would  never  reach  a  second  reading; 
but  he,  for  one,  would  certainly  oppose 
it  in  every  staee. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

Municipal  Corporations'  Act 
Amendmknt  B1LL.3  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  on  the  above  Bill. 

Lord  Lyndkursi  said,  that  from  the 
character  of  the  objections  which  were 
urged  against  this  measurci  it  would  be 
much  better  considered  in  a  Committee 
above  stairs  than  it  could  possibly  be  in 
a  Committee  of  tlie  whole  Houses  He 
should,  therefore,  more  '^tbat  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Committee  above  stairs.** 
As  the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  had 
become  part  of  the  law  of  the  land,  that 
measure  ought  to  be  rendered  as  complete 
aa  possible,  but  in  taking^  steps  for  that 
purpoiB   they  ought  stndioudy  to       '^ 


1016 


Bonded  Corn. 


{COMMONS} 


Bonded  Corn, 


1016 


anything  like  oppression  in  dealing  wilh 
the  rights  of  individuals. 

Viscount  Melbourne  would  not  object 
to  the  proposition  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  a  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  April  14,   1836. 

lCiirorM.1  BiDi.  Read  a  fine  time:— Copjrliolds:  and 
Oopyholdt  Enfranchiflement. 

PctiUoDt  prascDted.  By  Mr.  F.  Baking,  fVom  Merchants, 
Shipownen,  and  Traders  of  Portsmouth,  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Duty  on  Marine  Insuranoes;  and  fkom  Portsmottth. 
for  the. Repeal  of  CivU  Disabilities  affecting  the  Jews.— 
By  Loid  Viscount  Stormont,  firom  the  Inhabitants  of 
St  Augustine,  Norwich,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on 
Newq^pcn. 

Military  Floooino.]  Captain  Bd. 
dero  rose  to  put  a  question  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maldon,  who  had  a  motion  to- 
nigbt  regarding  the  Mutiny  Bill.  After 
the  full  discussion  the  question  of  flogging 
in  the  army  had  undergone  last  night,  and 
after  the  boon  given  by  Government,  in 
the  diminution  of  100  lashes  to  be  inflicted 
by  regimental  and  garrison  Courts-martial, 
he  submitted  to  the  hon.  Member,  whether 
it  would  not  be  injurious  to  the  service,  of 
which  he  (Captain  Boldero)  was  a  mem- 
ber, again  to  bring  the  question  before  the 
House.  He  had  consulted  several  military 
friends  upon  the  subject,  and  they  were 
of  opinion  that  it  could  not  but  be  preju- 
dicial again  to  introduce  the  discussion. 
He,  therefore,  humbly  begged  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maldon  not  to  press  his  mo. 
tion  this  evening. 

Mr.  Lennard  replied,  that  what  had 
been  conceded  by  Ministers,  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  termed  a 
boon,  was  not  at  all  satisfactory  to  him 
nor  to  many  of  his  friends,  and,  in  defer- 
ence to  them,  he  should  persevere  in  the 
notice  he  had  given. 

Bonded  Corn.^  Mr.  RMnson  said, 
that  the  motion  he  was  about  to  submit, 
was  one  of  so  much  public  importance,  so 
reasonable  in  itsdf,  and  therefore  so  free 
from  objection,  that  he  could  not  anticipate 
any  resistance  to  it  either  by  Government 
or  by  any  considerable  number  of  Members. 
It  would  be  to  this  effect,  «'  That  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed,  to  consider  under 
what  regulations  and  restrictions  foreign 
com  and  flour  in  bond  might  be  ad- 
mitted to  entry  for  manufacture,  and  ex- 
ported without  prejudice  to  the  revenue ;" 
jn  other  woids^  wiUiout  any  evasion  of  the 


Corn-laws.  Whatever  might  be  his  opinkm 
of  those  Corn-laws,  as  long  as  they  con- 
tinued   they  ought  to  be  maintained  in 
their  integrity.      Having  made  that  ad- 
mission, it  was  incumbent  on  him  to  show^ 
that  his  proposal  could  be  adopted  without 
injuiy  to  the  agriculture  of  the  country. 
At  the  close  of  last  Session,  so  many  peti* 
tions  were  presented  to  the  House,  and  ao 
many  applications  were  made  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  that  he  had  felt  it  his  duty,  as  a 
commercial  man,  to  give  notice  that,  in 
the  present  Session,  he  would  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in   a  Bill  to  permit  tlie 
manufacture  of  foreien  grain;  but  upon 
farther  consideration,  he  had  been  induced 
to  think  that,  if  he  moved  at  once  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill,  he  might  be  fairly  met  by  ihe 
objection  on  the  part  of  Minbters,  that 
they  could  not  consent  to  it  without  a  dis- 
tinct statement  of  all  the  details.     He  had 
therefore  considered  it  fairer  to  all  parties 
to  move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee.     He  would  first  advert  to  the 
present  state  of  the  law.     Whatever  might 
be  the  quantity  of  foreign  grain  and  flour 
imported  and  in  bond,  and  however  long  it 
might  have  remained  in  the  warehouses  in 
consequence  of  the  low  price  of  com  in  this 
country,  it  must  continde  there  until  de- 
stroyed by  gradual  decay,  for,  by  the  exist- 
ing statutes,  it  could  not  be  imported  nor  ex- 
ported in  a  manufactured  state.     The  pre- 
sent system  was  not  only  at  variance  with 
the  principles  of  free  trade,  as  he  understood 
those  principles,  but  it  gave  an  advantage 
to  the  foreign  trader  over  the  home  manu- 
facturer.    If  the  manufacture  of  foreign 
com  and  flour  were  permitted,  the  mer- 
chants of  this  country  could  compete  with 
those  of  other  countries  in  foreign  markets ; 
and  when  he  stated,  that  out  of  600,000 
quarters  of  foreign  grain  now  in  the  Go- 
vernment dep6t8  a  considerable  portion  of 
it  had  been  four  years  in  bond,  some  idea 
mi^ht  be  formed  of  the  loss  and  injustice 
which  such  a  system  produced  to  the  Bri- 
tish merchant,  who  was  thus  deprived  of 
the  opportunity  of  employing  a  consider- 
able portion  of  his  capital  in  a  profitable 
foreign  trade.     He   was  aware,  that  he 
was  bound  to  show,  that  the  permission  for 
which  he  sought  would  neither  affect  the 
revenue  nor  infringe  the  Cora-laws.    The 
island  of  Newfoundland,  with  which  he 
was  connected,  derived  almost  exduaively 
the  supply  of  provisions  from  Europe,  and 
in  consequence  of   the  existence  of   the 
bonded  system  of  this  country  that  colony 
was  obliged  to  send  to  Hambuighi  DaQt« 
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zic,  and  other  places  for  that  which  could 
so  easily  be  obtained  in  this  country  if  the 
restrictions  to  which  he  alluded  were  re- 
moved. This  same  law  gave  America  the 
monopoly  of  supplying  the  Brazils  and  the 
West  Indies  with  flour,  to  the  great  detri- 
ment of  British  shipping,  and  therefore 
the  sooner  a  law,  which  was  as  injurious 
as  it  was  anomalous  and  unreasoname,  was 
got  rid  of,  the  better.  He  denied,  that  the 
removal  of  the  restrictions  on  foreign  grain, 
so  far  as  exportation  was  concerned,  would 
in  any  way  prejudice  the  rights  of  the 
agriculturists,  and  he  therefore  hoped  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  act  upon  his  own 

Ermciples,  and  accede  to  the  motion.  He 
oped  he  should  not  be  told  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  that,  as  a  Committee  was  sit- 
ting on  the  subject  of  agriculture,  the  pre- 
sent motion  was  unnecessary.  The  Com- 
mittee now  sitting  was  one  composed 
almost  exclusively  of  Gentlemen  connected 
with  agriculture,  and,  that  being  the  case, 
it  was  utterly  impossible,  that  they  could 
give  to  this  question  the  consideration 
which  it  ought  to  receive.  It  might  be 
urged,  that  the  present  question  could  be 
better  adjusted  after  the  Committee  on 
agriculture  had  eiade  its  report;  but  he 
(Mr.  Robinson)  doubted  whether  a  fair 
report,  without  meaning  anything  invi- 
dious, could  emanate  from  that  Committee 
as  regarded  the  subject  of  his  proposition. 
He  called  upon  all  those  hon.  Members 
who  were  favourable  to  the  promotion  of 
their  mercantile  and  commercial  interests 
to  support  his  measure.  It  would  have 
the  enfect  of  making  Great  Britain  a  gene- 
ral depot  for  the  manufacture  of  all  articles 
of  consumption  for  their  colonies,  instead 
of  throwing  it  into  other  countries.  They 
were  willing  to  agree  to  any  restrictions 
that  could  be  placed  on  them  for  securing 
the  revenue  and  the  home  trade,  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  see  how  the  Government 
could  oppose  his  motion.  He  claimed  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  on  the 
ground  of  precedent.  In  1824,  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson  had  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  allowing  grain  in  bond  to  be 
manufactured  into  flour.  This  proposition, 
however  went  further,  as  it  called  for 
a  general  alteration  of  the  law  on  that 
subject,  and  he  would  defy  any  person  to 
show  that  his  proposition,  if  carried  into 
eflect,  would  in  any  way  be  productive^  of 
loss  to  the  revenue,  or  of  the  least  injury 
to  the  agriculturist.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee,  '*  to  inquire  under 


what  restrictions  and  regulations  foreign 
com,  warehoused  or  in  bond,  could  be 
manufactured  into  flour  and  re..exported 
without  danger  to  the  public  revenue  or 
without  injury  to  the  agricultural  in« 
terest." 

Sir  Edward  Codringion  had  presented 
petitions  on  the  subject  last  Session.  He 
was  quite  sure  if  the  Government  would 
consider  the  question  they  would  find  that 
no  harm  would  come  from  the  measure, 
but  much  good.  He  had  much  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  motion,  which,  if  carried, 
would  he  of  the  utmost  benefit  to  the 
general  interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Ponkti  Thomson  expressed  his  re- 
gret, that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he 
gave  notice  of  his  motion,  did  not  specify 
more  clearly  what  his  object  was.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that  he  should 
submit  a  motion  relative  to  the  grindiog 
of  foreign  corn  in  bond}  but  such  a  notice 
did  not  afford  an  intimation  of  the  course 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  felt  himself 
called  on  to  pursue.  He  certainly  should 
say,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
he  did  not  think  the  House  would  do 
wisely  if  it  consented  to  this  motion,  in- 
asmuch  as  he  was  of  opinion  that  this  was 
a  question  which  should  be  Jeft  to  the 
Agricultural  Committee,  who  would  no 
doubt  consider  the  different  plans  laid  be- 
fore them,  and  report  according  to  the 
evidence  produced  in  support  of  those  plans. 
He  had  been  called  on,  in  pursuance  of  his 
duty,  to  consider  the  subject,  and  so  fiu*  as 
he  was  able  to  make  himself  master  of  it, 
he  must  say  he  did  not  think  that  any  ad- 
vantage would  result  from  an  investigation 
by  a  Committee,  especially  devoted  to  this 
particular  inquiry,  in  the  manner  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  motion  was, 
**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  under  what  regulations  and  in- 
structions foreign  corn  and  flour  ware- 
housed in  bond  might  be  allowed  to  be 
manufactured  and  re-«xported,  without 
prejudice  to  the  public  revenue,  or  to  the 
interests  of  agriculture.'*  Now  he  was 
willing,  as  he  had  told  some  parties  who 
had  applied  to  him  on  the  subject,  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  himself  to  carry  into  effect  all  the 
hon.  Gentleman  sought  for,  according  to 
the  terms  of  the  motion,  but  the  difficulty 
was  this :  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
allow  the  foreign  corn  which  was  in  bond 
to  be  ground  in  this  countnr  and  re-ex- 
ported— ^that  was  to  say,  if  the  purties 
having  the  com  in  bond  would,  under  the 
King's  lodE,  grind  it,  and  reexport  all  the 
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prikliiee  «f  tti6  oorn  lo  groutid^  tken  bo  in. 
jury  wbatefer  could  result  to  ike  public 
reTeBQe»  nor  could  the  «u£po«ed  interosts 
of  the  sgricttlturiste  be  afected.  What^ 
however^  thfe  parties  wished  was,  to  be 
allowed  to  introduce  a  quantity  of  com* 
to  bare  that  coDSumed  in  England^  and 
to  export  an  equal  quantity  of  manu- 
factured flour»  lie  considered  that  this 
would  so  far  be  a  benefit^  as  it  would 
give  employment  to  the  capital  and  to  the 
machinery  of  this  country.  But  he  ob- 
jected that  the  difficulty  would  be>  that 
English  com  would  be  manu&ctumd  far 
exportation,  and  that  foreign  corn  would 
be  retained  for  consumption  in  England. 
If  any  such  permission  were  giren,  there 
ought  to  be  every  security  afibrded  tliat 
the  com  so  manufactured  into  flour  shouhl 
be  e&ported.  In  looking  to  the  Dill  ti 
18S4»  to  which  reference  had  been  made> 
he  did  not  fifid  that  there  was  sufficient 
Movrity  sfibrded.  That  Bill  proTkled»  that 
for  every  five  bmMs  of  ivbeat  manufiie^ 
tuvsd)  security  sh(mld  be  given  that  196Ibs, 
of  flour  woura  be  estported^  But  then  it 
was  found  that  this  regulation  wss  very 
imperftotj  for  some  wheat  being  of  finer 
quality  would  product  a  greater  quantity 
of  flouri  so  that  the  proportion  of  flour 
woukl  of  coune  vary  in  its  proportion  to 
the  quantity  of  com.  He  thought  the 
pineiple  on  which  they  should  act  would 
DO)  to  make  this  country  as  much  a  manu- 
iacturtng  country  as  possible^  provided  that 
in  doing  so  they  did  not  lesa  to  fraud  or 
suspicion  of  fraud.  The  parties  who  pro- 
posed the  scheme  said»  that  they  would 
giw  a  security  that  no  fraud  should  be 
committed.  His  answer  was>  that  he  could 
not  find  a  security  against  fraud.  He 
wished  to  give  every  possible  encourage- 
ment to  the  manufiicturiDg  interest  in  this 
country^  but  he  felt  that  they  were  bound 
to  take  care  that  they  did  not  open  the 
door  to  frauds  or  even  the  suspicion  of 
fraud.  As  regarded  sugat,  an  experi- 
ment similar  to  that  now  recommended 
had  been  tried.  Parties  had  been  anxious 
to  be  allowed  to  intJ*oduce  sugar  for  con. 
sumption^  and  to  reexport  an  equal  quan- 
tity that  had  been  refined »  The  Govern- 
ment, in  order  to  ascertain  whether  fraud 
could  be  guarded  against,  took  an  estab^ 
Itshment  in  the  city^  and  became  refiners, 
when  they  found  that  it  was  impossible  to 
fix  such  an  amount  of  drawbacks  as  would 
be  neither  more  nor  less  than  it  ought  to 
be.  If  the  Committee^  which  the  hon. 
Oentletnan  asked  for  were  appointed,  a 


jgteai  deal  of  aknn  would  be  excited  in  ott^ 
quarter,  while  expectation  would  be  raised 
in  another,  and  uldmatdy  the  Committee 
and  ^e  House  would  be  obliged  to  conte 
to  the  conclusion  that  siidi  ii  pkli  could 
not  succeed. 

Mr.  Ealon  perfcctlv  coincided  in  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  the  once  permitting  foreign  corn  to  be 
ground  in  this  country  would  be  attended 
with  numerous  frauds.  But  he  believed 
that  the  real  intention  was  to  smuggle  the 
flour  into  the  English  market.  He£d  not 
see  any  reason  why  the  foreign  com  should 
not  be  ground  in  Newfoundland,  as  the 
bonded  com  in  this  country  was  a  millstone 
round  the  neck  of  the  British  farmer* 

Dr.  Boivring  said,  that  he  was  opposed 
to  all  restrictions  upon  commerce  of  any  de- 
scrintion,  which  were  always  found  to  have 
an  injurious  operation.  He  supported  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  as  a 
step  to  the  repeal  of  the  Corti-laws,  which 
must  eventually  take  place,  and  wnich,  if 
the  agriculturists  themselves  would  over- 
come Uieir  prejudices,  they  would  find  would 
be  for  their  own  interest.  The  removal  of 
all  restrictions  upon  commerce  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  countiy.  Under  this  feel- 
ing, he  was  anxious  to  ^ve  his  asastanoe  to 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member* 

Colonel  Sibthorp  contended,  that  the 
agricultural  distress  which  prevailed  in  the 
country,  called  for  the  most  serious  atten* 
tion.  On  this  subject  he  had  himself  pre^ 
sented  two  petitions  from  important  agri- 
cultural districts  in  Lincolnshire.  After  the 
expectations  that  had  been  held  out  by  the 
labours  of  the  Agricultural  Committee,  he 
could  not  conceive  a  greater  blow  to  the 
hopes  of  the  agriculturists  than  the  decla- 
ration that  had  been  made  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade, 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  said,  that  his  ob- 
jection to  the  motion  was,  because  the  House 
was  called  upon  to  take  it  for  granted,  that 
foreign  corn  which  had  been  imported  into 
this  country,  under  restrictions,  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  be  ground  in  this  country  for 
exportation;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Worcester  said,  he  would  refer  the  sul^ect 
to  a  Committee^  in  order  to  determine  wliat 
regulations  were  necessary  for  the  purnose 
of  carr}*ing  this  object  into  effect  He  (Mr. 
Fergusson)  believed,  that  the  real  inten- 
tions of  those  who  mooted  the  question  was, 
inasmuch  as  they  had  failed  in  their  ^lecu- 
lations  to  &rind  their  bonded  corn  in  this 
country  ana  get  it  consumed  here  to  the 
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detrim^t  of  the  agriculturfti  interest.  He 
tvas  saiiifled  that  it  wai  by  means  of  fraud 
tliey  vritbed  to  effect  this  object,  and  that 
the  effect  would  be^  if  the  proposition  was 
acceded  to,  that  thb  corn  would  be  con^ 
fiumed  here*  instead  of-  that  which  was  the 
growth  of  this  country.  Entertaining  these 
views,  he  should  give  his  determined  oppo- 
sition to  the  motion. 

Mr.  George  f*.  Young  considered  that 
this  boon  might  be  granted  without  occa- 
sioning any  detriment  whatever  to  the  agri* 
cultural  interest,  and  entertaining  that  view 
of  the  subject,  he  should  support  the  motion 
jof  his  hon.  Friend.  He  (Mr.  Young) 
should  be  satisfied  and  content  if  any  six 
members  of  the  agricultural  interest  in  that 
House  would  set  themselves  down  in  a 
Committee  room  up  stairs,  and  after  ex*- 
amining  into  all  the  details  on  the  subject, 
adjudicate  and  determine  on  this  question. 
rie  should  be  perfectly  willing  to  abide  by 
their  decision»  because  he  was  saUsfied  that 
they  would  decide  the  question,  without 
the  di^test  suspicion  of  their  being  ac* 
tuated  by  a  view  to  their  own  interests. 
He  must  say,  that  be  thought  the  shipping 
interest,  with  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
be  contiected,  was  hardly  dealt  with  in  re- 
ference to  this  question,  and  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  the  i4esident  of  the  Boeid,  ought 
to  allow  this  subjdct  to  be  made  matter  of 
inquiry.  Which  was  all  his  hon.  Friend 
«sked.  He  considered  that  it  was  a  fit  sub- 
ject to  be  submitted  to  a  Committee,  and, 
therefore,  he  should  support  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Efifart  was  of  opinion,  that  there 
^wtts  great  force  in  the  observations  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  IVade,  but  still  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to 
have  granted  the  inquiry  sought  for.  He 
thought  that  a  tribunal  less  partially  com- 
posed  than  that  of  the  Agricultural  Com- 
mittee, of  whom  he  wished  to  speak  with 
every  respect,  should  be  selected  for  the 
•diseussion  and  determination  upon  a  pro- 
position like  the  present.  It  was  his  in- 
tention to  support  the  pniposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Worcester.' 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  whether  the 
oppotf tion  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
fbr  Worcester  came  from  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  or  the  agricultural  interest  ?  In 
the  latter  case,  he  should  have  expected 
that  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Chandos)  who  had  shown  such  a  laudable 
seal  for  that  interest — seal  that  was  cer- 
tainly consistent,  and  he  thought,  highly 


honourable  to  that  noble  Lord'^he  should 
have  expected  that  he  would  have  taken 
some  part  in  this  question.     This  question 
had  heretofore  been  opposed  by  the  agri« 
cultural  interest,  because  it  was  thought 
that  it  would  interfere  with  that  interest-— 
that  it  would  be  the  means  of  introducing 
a  portion  of  foreign  wheat  instead  of  wheat 
the  growth  of  this  country.     Now,  what 
were  the  advantages  in  o|)position  to  that 
view  of  the  question  ?    It  would  give  them 
the  advantage  of  being  the  carriers  of  com, 
it  would  afibrd  employment  to  the  Bnglish 
manufacturers,  it  would  make  the  Fnglish 
the  carriers  of  that  com  out  of  the  country, 
giving  to  them  the  profits  of  the  trade,  in* 
stead  of  their  being  now  obliffed  to  go  to 
the  Baltic  and  other  places  for  supplies. 
He  confessed,  that  he  could  see  no  difficulty 
in  the  way,  if  there  were  a  real  desire  to 
carry  such  a  measure  into  effect.  He  should 
recommend  the  hon.  Member  for  Woitester 
to  withdraw  his  motion,  and  allow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  idtroduce  his  Bill,  in  order 
that  they  might  see  what  objections  would 
be  made  to  it.     Though  he  had  a  decided 
opinion  on  the  Corn-laws,  yet  stilly  he  must 
say,  he  should  never  seek  to  get  rid  of  them 
by  any  side  wind.     In  looking  to  such  A 
Bill  as  that  suggested  by  the  ri^t  hon. 
Member,  the   President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  he  would  endeavour  to  protect  the 
agriculturists  as  much  as  if  he  were  a  de* 
cided  favourer  of  the  Corn-laws;  and  if 
such  a  measure  could  be  carried  without 
injury  to  the  agriculturists,  why  should  it 
not  be  done  ?    With  that  object  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ought,  he  considered,  to  with** 
draw  his  motion,  and  allow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  bring  in  his  Bill  as  he  pro« 
posed;  and  if  the  regulations  suggested 
were  not  sufficient,  then  would  be  the  pro^ 
per  time  for  the  parties  to  look  for  a  Com*- 
mittee.     He  begged  to  ask  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  what  it  was  he  proposed  to  do, 
in  order  that  they  might  see  how  far  his 
measure  might  be  desirable. 

Mr.  Poulelt  Thomson  thought,  that  he 
had  fully  explained  his  views  of  the  subject 
to  the  House,  but  it  appeared  he  had  not 
rendered  himself  inteUi^ble  to  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Middlesex.  He 
(Mr.  Thomson)  stated,  that  he  saw  no  ob- 
jection to  the  adoption  of  the  principle ;  and 
this  information  he  had  given  to  the  pat^ 
ties  who  had  waited  upon  him,  of  allowing 
the  holders  of  foreign  wheat  in  bond  to 
grind  it  in  bond,  and  to  export  it.  When 
he  made  this  proposition  he  was  told  by 
the  parties  that  the  adoption  of  that  prin« 
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dple  woald  be  of  no  use  to  them ;  and  he 
must  saj,  therefore,  that  he  could  not  un- 
dertake  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject 
after  such  a  declaration  had  been  made. 
He  would  have  introduced  the  Bill  then, 
and  he  did  not  positively  say  that  he  would 
not  do  so  noWf  but  he  could  not  consider 
that  he  should  be  iustified  in  supporting 
the  motion  then  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Young  asked,  could  baked  biscuits  be 
also  bonded  T 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  replied,  that  his 
answer  to  that  question  was,  that  the  whole 
of  the  produce  should  be  re-exported. 

Lord  Sandon  inquired,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  required  that  the  whole  of  the 
offal  should  be  re-exported  ? 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  his  principle 
was  that  the  whole  of  the  produce  should 
be  reexported. 

Mr.  Young  asked  if  he  would  allow  it 
only  in  the  shape  of  biscuits  ? 

Mr.  Aaron  Chapman  considered  that  the 
proposition  would  afford  great  relief  to  the 
shipping  interest,  and  not  affect  the  agri- 
cultural interest  injuriously.  He  should, 
therefore,  support  the  motion. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  observed,  that 
the  Agricultural  Committee  had  full  power 
for  entering  into  this  question.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  best  mode  for  determin. 
ing  it  could  be  by  the  report  of  a  separate 
committee. 

Viscount  Sandon  considered  this  a  most 
favourable  moment  for  acting  upon  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wor- 
cester, seeing  the  difference  of  prices  which 
now  existed  between  the  produce  of  the 
United  States  and  of  Europe.  Our  colo. 
nies  had  hitherto  been  principally  supplied 
from  America,  but  now  the  prices  were  so 
much  lower  in  Europe  than  in  America, 
that  this  was  the  time  when  the  export  of 
that  produce  could  be  made  with  effect.  • 

Mr.  Gisbome  generally  had  the  pleasure 
of  voting  with  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  he 
was  sorry  that  he  could  not  find  the 
slightest  excuse  for  doing  so  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
came  forward  and  said  if  he  could  show 
the  House  that  his  proposition  would  not 
injure  the  agricultural  interest,  that  then 
he  would  can  upon  them  to  alter  the  law 
as  it  now  stood,  and  he  asked  for  the  Com- 
mittee on  that  ground.  The  answer  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Worccester  did  not  want  a  Com- 
mittee, that  the  Agricultural  Committee 
was  sitting,  and  he  might  go  before  them. 


The  Agricultural  Committee  were  to  tak6 
this  matter  into  their  especial  care,  and 
point  out  some  mode  by  which  this  could 
be  effected,  without  interfering  with  their 
interests.  Now  he  did  not  think  this  was 
quite  fair ,  it  was,  as  it  appeared  to  him, 
to  use  a  homely  phrase,  very  much  like 
adding  insult  to  injury,  to  tell  the  hon. 
Member  to  take  this  case  before  an  opposing 
interest,  in  order  that  they  might  devise 
the  most  effectual  way  in  which  this  case 
might  be  met.  He  was  willing  to  vote  for 
the  question  on  the  ground  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  did  not  wish  to  inter- 
fere with  the  Corn-laws  by  a  side  wind ; 
he  had  voted  against  any  alterations  of 
them  on  former  occaRions>  and  should  do  so 
again.  The  hon.  Member  wished  to  have 
a  Committee  free  from  agricultural  jealousy, 
and  he  (Mr.  Gisbome)  would  support  him 
in  that  object  with  all  his  might.  He 
could  not  see  any  ground  for  opposing  the 
motion,  except  that  which  must  be  pre« 
sumed  to  arise  from  the  jealousy  of  the 
agriculturists,  and  if  such  jealousy  did 
exist,  the  Agricultural  Conunittee  was  the 
worst  tribunal  to  which  the  matter  could 
be  referred.  All  that  was  asked  was  to 
grind  foreign  bonded  wheat  into  flour,  and 
to  make  biscuit  in  bond  for  exportation: 
and  why  might  the  parties  not  be  permitted 
to  try  this  experiment?  why  might  they 
not  be  permitted  to  do  this,  until  some 
other  mode  should  be  devised  ?  In  conclu- 
sion, he  must  say  that  he  never  heard  a  pro- 
poution  objected  to  on  weaker  grounds,  and^ 
therefore,  he  should  support  the  motion. 

Mr.  iVarburion  was  decidedly  in  favour 
of  this  subject  being  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee, and  he  could  not  conceive  why  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
should  not  be  granted. 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  admitted,  that  if  the 
question  could  be  considered  by  the  Agri- 
cultural Committee  it  ousht  to  be.  He 
must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  he  could  not 
agree  in  opinion  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Ewart),  that  the  agricul- 
turists wished  to  protect  themselves  at  the 
expense  of  the  other  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. Nothing  would  give  him  greater 
pleasure  than  that  those  interests  should 
receive  relief,  as  far  as  it  fairly  could  be 
conceded  to  them.  He  could  not  pledge 
himself  that  the  Agricultural  Committee 
could  make  a  special  report  on  this  sulject, 
but  he  could  assure  them  that  they  gave 
the  subject  submitted  to  them  the  roost 
impartial  consideration;  and  when  their 
Report  shoiild  he  laid  before  the  House^  he 
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wa$  satisfied  that  hon.  Members  would  be 
tax  from  supposing  that  they  had  been 
actuated  in  any  degree  by  agricultural 
jealousy. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  when  his  right 
hon.  Friend  considered  the  proposition  as 
impracticable^  he  very  properly  opposed  a 
mode  of  proceeding  that  might  interfere 
with  settled  interests,  and  could  only  tend 
to  encourage  speculations  injurious  to  trade. 
The  right  hon.  Member,  in  conclusion, 
bore  testimony  to  the  fairness  and  impar- 
tiality with  which  the  Agricultural  Com- 
mittee had  acquitted  themselves  of  their 
duties. 

Mr.  Andersoti  Pelham  had  no  objection 
to  the  motion,  so  far  as  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee^  because  he  thought  the  sub- 
ject well  worthy  of  being  considered  by  the 
House. 

Dr.  Lushingtan  said,  that  ever  since  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  representing  the 
Tower  Hamlets  a  very  strong  feeling  had 
existed  amonest  a  great  portion  of  his  con- 
stituents on  this  question.  A  great  number 
of  persons  belonging  to  the  shipping  interest, 
or  trades  connected  therewith,  had  re- 
peatedly and  loudly  complained  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law  as  it  affected  them ; 
and  in  the  justice  of  those  complaints  he 
must  say,  that  he  very  strongly  concurred, 
and  thought  that  some  remedy  should  be 
adopted.  At  .the  same  time  he  admitted 
that  considerable  difficulty  might  be  found 
in  remedying  the  evils  complained  of,  par- 
ticularly as  a  difference  of  opinion  seemed  to 
exist  as  to  the  extent  of  the  evil  itself,  and 
the  nature  of  the  objects  which  should  be 
held  in  view.  For  his  own  part  he  thought 
it  was  not  material  whether  the  com  were 
manufactured  for  the  foreign  market  only, 
or  whether  it  were  also  applied  to  the  use 
of  onr  own  shipping ;  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  a  sufficient  relief  to  allow  a  draw, 
back  upon  com  manufactured  into  biscuits 
for  foreign  use ;  the  same  principle,  if  ap- 
plied to  all,  ought  to  be  applied  equally  to 
biscuits  manufactured  for  our  own  shipping. 
It  was  notorious  that,  by  the  present  state  of 
the  law  our  ships  were  often  induced  to  so 
to  Hamburgh  and  other  foreign  ports  for 
their  biscuits,  instead  of  taking  them  from 
the  home  market.  Upon  these  consider- 
ations, he  should  certainly  support  the  mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Robinson  in  reply  stated,  that  for  the 
sake  of  arriving  at  a  perfectly  fair  and 
satisfactory  conclusion,  he  was  desirous  that 
if  hismotion  were  acceded  to,  the  Committee 
should  congist  one  half  df  Members  con- 
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nected  with  agriculture,  and  half  of  those 
more  immediately  interested  in  mercantile 
pursuits ;  and  that  the  President  or  Vice« 
president  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should  be 
one  of  the  number. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Motion :  Ayea 
40;  Noes  77 :— Majority  37. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Baines,  £. 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Bewes,  T. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brothevlon,  J. 
Chapman,  A. 
Codrington,  Admiral 
Elphinstone,  II. 
Ewart,  W. 
Gishorne,  T. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Ilorsman,  £. 
Hume,  J. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lushington,  Dr. 
O'Connell,  D. 
Parker,  J. 


Pinney,  W. 
Pry  me,  G. 
Head,  Sir  J.  R. 
Sandon,  Ld.  Viscount 
Scholefield,  J. 
Smith,  B. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stewart,  W.  V. 
Talfourd,  Mr.  Sergeant 
Tancred,  11.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thomely,  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburlon,  II. 
Wood,  Mr.  Alderman 

TELLERS. 

Robinson,  G. 
Young,  G.  F. 


List  of  the  Noss. 


Alsager,  Captain 
Arbulbnot,  hon.  H. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Baring,  T. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Bernal,  R. 
Blackburn e,  J.  |. 
Bonham,  U.  F. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Chandoft,  Marquess  of 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Dalbiac  Sir  C. 
Darlington,  Karl  of 
Donkin,  SirR. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Fergusson,  R.  C. 
Fleming,  J. 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Huwick,  Lord 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Kerrison,  Sir  K. 
2  L 


Knigbtley,  Sir  C 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lincoln,  Ear!  of 
Lushington,  C.    / 
Lygon,  hon.  Col. 
M'Leod,  R. 
Martin,  J, 

Moreton,  hon.  A.  H. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
OTerrall,  R.  M. 
Peel,  Sir  R. 
Peel,  W.  Y. 
Pelham,  hon.  C.  A. 
Plurotre,  J.  P. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Pringle,  A. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Sheldon,  £.  R.  C. 
Sibthorp,  CoL 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stormont,  Lord  Vis. 
Surrey,  Far!  of 
Thomson,  right  hon. 

C.  P. 
Townley,  R  G. 
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Tfelawttjr,  Sir  W. 
Troubridge,  Sir  £.  T. 
Twiss,  H. 
TyreU,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Ward,  H.  O. 


Wilkios,  W. 
Williams,  R. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Wood,  C. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  F. 
Stanley,  C  J. 


Mutiny  Bill — Military  Flogging.] 
Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  brought  up  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  on  the  Mutiny  BilL 
On  the  Question  that  it  be  agreed  to — 

Mr.  Lennard  said.  Sir,  I  rise  to  bring 
forward  a  motion,  in  a  more  modified  form 
than  that  which  was  rejected  last  night. 
I  am  happy,  however,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Major  Fan- 
court^  did  bring  forward  his  resolution  in 
the  form  in  which  he  presented  it  to  the 
House,    because    he    thereby   gave    hon. 
Members  who  think  as  I  do,  that  the  time 
is  come  when  an  alteration  should  take 
place  in  the  mode  of  punishing  soldiers  in 
the   army,    an   opportunity  of  expressing 
their  sentiments,  and  of  marking,  by  their 
vote^  their  adherence  to  the  principle  em- 
bodied in  the  resolution.       But,  as  the 
House  thought  fit  to  refuse  that  motion, 
I  am  anxious  to  give  hon.  Members  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  their  opinions  on 
the  more  modified  motion  which  I  shall 
now  submit  to  the  House,  and  the  object 
of  which  is,  to  restrain  the  infliction  of  cor- 
poral punishment  in  time  of  peace  upon 
soldiers  employed  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
Sir,  in  making  this  Motion,   1  shall  not 
travel  oter  the  ground  which  was  so  ably 
traversed  in  the  debate  of  last  night     The 
question  is,  whether  in  time  of  profound 
peace,  when  there  is  no  pretence  for  say- 
ing that  any  injury  will  be  done  by  the 
insubordination  of  soldiers  in  the  field  or 
in  the  presence  of  the  enemy,  whether  you 
will  so  far  violate  outraged  public  feeling 
as  to  determine  upon  the  continuance  of 
this  barbarous,    inhuman    system  in  the 
British  army,  or  whether  you   will  not 
deem  this  a  proper  occasion  for  endeavour- 
ing, by  introducing  a  milder  system  of  pun- 
ishments, by  a  better  system  of  recruiting, 
and  by  improving  generally  the  condition 
of  the  British  soldier — whether  the  time  b 
not  arrived  when  this  experiment  may  be 
fairly  tried?    I  own,  Sir,  I  am  one  of  those 
who  do  believe,  that  by  adopting  those 
measures  which  were  recommended  by  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Middlesex, 
you  will  succeed  in  forming  an  army,  which, 
like  the  French  army,  you  will  be  able  to 
govern  without  the  infliction  of  those  hor- 
rid* torturts  to  which  British  soldiers  have 
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been  of  late  yean  so  often  tnl^feeledv  sod 
against  which  public  feeling  is  now  ao 
strongly  rising.     I  believe  that^  notwith- 
standing what  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  at  War,  and  otiiers»  who  op- 
posed the  motion  of  the  boa.  and  gtUani 
Member  for  Barnstaple.     I  do  believe  that 
the  infliction  of  corporal  punishoient  is  the 
means  of  excluding  from  the  British  anay 
many  respectable  and  worthy  men.     We  . 
are  told,  indeed,  that  this  cannot  be  the 
case,  for  a  man  who  enters  the  army,  de- 
termined  to  do  his  duty  like  an  honest  man, 
will  know  that  he  is  in  no  danger  of  feel- 
ing the  lash.     Sir,  I  believe  that  the  mere 
terror  of  this  punishment  is  sufficient  to 
exclude  respectable  young  men  from  enter* 
ing  the  army.     I  should  like  to  bring  this 
question  to  a  practical  test.     I  should  like 
to  ask  any  Gentleman  in  this  House,  hold- 
ing his  Majesty *8  commission  in  the  amy 
or  navy,  whether  he  would  not  immediately 
throw  up  his  ccMumission  if  thero  were  a 
possibility  of  his  being  subjected  to  ihia 
punishment }     And  would  not  any  respec- 
table high-spirited  young  man  have  as  keen 
a  sense  of  the  disgrace  and  ignominy  at* 
tending  the  infliction  of  the  punishment  as 
any  hon.  Member  in  this  House?    I  thenar- 
fore  say)  that  the  class  of  men  whom  we 
ought  most  anxiously  endeavour  to  alliiie 
into  the  ranks  of  the  army,  are  entirely 
excluded  from  it  by  the  existence  of  thu 
degrading  punishment,  and  thdr  being  thus 
exposed  even  to  the  haxard  only  of  their 
being  flogged.  They  will  not  subject  them- 
selves to  association  with  men  liable  to  this 
punishment.     I  am  convinced  that  you  can 
never  expect  any  permanent  improvement 
in  the  British  army,  until  this  punishment 
is  entirely  abolished.     Sir,  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  half  measures,  such  as  those  pro* 
posed  by  the  Grovemment,  can  be  efieetual. 
In  truth,  while  you  retain  this  punishment 
you  deprive  yourselves  of  the  power  of  in- 
troducing into  the  army  that  class  of  men 
which  would  enable  you  to  get  rid  of  it. 
You  first  of  all,  by  retaining  this  corporal 
punishment,  get  an  inferior  class  oi  soldiera; 
and  then  you  say,  you  must  continue  the 
punishment  in  order  to  govern  them.    You 
should  abolish   the  punishment  then  by 
degrees,  get  rid  of  those  atrocious  characten 
who  cannot  be  governed  without  the  lash, 
and  then  I  will  venture  to  say,  in  a  short 
time,  you  will  have  an  army  as  well  dis- 
ciplined as  any  in  Europe.    Sir,  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Ho  wick)  contended  that  solitary 
confinement  was  not  a  sufficient  substitute 
for  military  flogging ;  that  it  had  failed  in 
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America ;  and  he  referred  to  some  returns 
in  order  to  RUpport  bis  argument.  Now, 
Sir,  the  noble  Lord  is  mistaken  upon  this 
point.  Solitary  confinement  has  not  failed 
in  America:  if  he  had  looked  further,  he 
would  have  seen  that  the  Americans  after, 
wards  added  hard  labour,  and  that  since,  it 
has  succeeded  entirely ;  and  how  it  can  be 
argued  that  a  punishment  which  succeeds  in 
reference  to  civilians  should  not  succeed  as  a 
punishment  for  soldiers  I  cannot  understand. 
The  noble  Lord,  indeed,  quoted  some  re- 
turns to  prove  that  solitary  confinement  has 
not  succeeded  in  the  army.  But  though, 
as  far  as  they  went,  they  might  seem  to 
prove  that,  yet,  I  do  maintain  that  solitary 
confinement  has  not  had  a  fair  trial  in  the 
British  army.  Then  with  regard  to  a 
better  system  of  rewards,  every  proposition, 
with  that  object  in  view,  has  hitherto  been 
met  with  ridicule.  We  are  told,  indeed, 
by  the  noble  Lord,  that  it  is  impossible  such 
a  motive  as  the  hope  of  reward  can  influ- 
ence the  soldier.  Sir,  I  believe  that  if  you 
give  a  greater  chance  of  promotion  to  the 
soldiers  than  they  at  present  have,  you  will 
at  once  raise  them  in  the  scale  of  society — 
that  you  will  inspire  them  with  hopes  which 
will  induce  them  to  perform  their  duty— that 
you  will  inspire  them  with  feelings  of  am- 
bition and  honourable  emulation,  which  are 
the  most  effective  that  can  possibly  influ- 
ence the  human  mind.  Sir,  I  do  not  deny 
that  the  present  system  has  succeeded  in 
giving  us  a  welUdisciplined  and  brave  body 
of  men.  We  were  told  last  night,  indeed, 
by  the  right  hon.  and  gal]ant  Gentleman 
ooposite,  the  Member  for  Launceston  (Sir 
Henry  Hardinge),  that  he  had  led  a  body 
of  men  in  the  Peninsula  who  had  been 
very  frequentlv  flowed,  who  were  exceed* 
ingly  immoral,  but  were  very  brave.  I 
must  confess,  however,  that  from  the  de- 
scription given  of  them  by  him,  they  were 
not  the  sort  of  men  whom  I  should  like  to 
have  introduced  with  arms  in  their  hands 
into  this  country.  And  though,  perhaps,  the 
present  system  may  give  abetter  set  of  men 
in  the  field,  yet  I  believe  a  milder  system 
would  produce  men  better  fitted  for  home ; 
and  that  it  would  be  very  desirable  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  these  offensive 
accounts  of  torture  which  we  too  often 
hear  is  inflicted  in  this  country.  Sir,  I 
cannot  help  observing,  that  in  ray  opinion, 
an  undue  uegree  of  weight  has  been  at- 
tached on  this  subject  to  the  testimonies  oi 
military  men.  We  all  recollect  (and  none 
can  better  recollect  it  than  you,  Sir,) — we 
all  remember  that  the  judges  of  the  land 


were  the  most  bitter  opposers  of  any  ii?- 
provement  In  the  law.  And  I  could  read 
extracts  from  speeches  made  by  those  learn- 
ed personages,  on  the  subject  of  the  im- 
provements suggested  by  Sir  Samuel 
Romilly,  ^ving  a  picture  of  political  cor- 
ruption perfectly  astonishing.  And  I  main- 
tain that  such  is  the  case  on  the  present 
occasion.  I  assert,  that  persons  intrusted 
with  power  under  an  existing  system,  are 
never  able  to  divest  themselves  of  the  pre- 
judices attaching  to  power ;  and  I  contend 
that,  as  with  the  Judges  in  reference  to  im- 
provements in  the  law,  so  is  it  with  the 
officers  of  the  army,  in  regard  to  military 
discipline.  If  it  were  not  so  upon  the 
general  principle,  which  I  have  just  men- 
tioned, I  maintain,  that  the  opinions  given 
by  officers  in  the  army  upon  this  subject, 
were  drawn  from  their  experience  of  the 
army  in  its  present  state,  and  as  that  is  a 
state  which  I  hope,  at  least,  will  speedily 
be  changed,  they  are  not  entitled  to  that 
weight  which  might  otherwise  attach  to 
them.  Upon  the  subject  of  substitution 
for  corporal  punishment,  I  should  feel  in- 
clined to  read  to  the  House  an  extract 
from  the  Report  of  the  Military  Com- 
mission, which  is  conclusive,  I  think,  upon 
the  point.  It  is  the  language  of  an  officer 
for  whom  we  must  all  entertain  the  great- 
est respect;  but  the  passage  has  already 
been  quoted  and  must  be  familiar  to  hon. 
Members.  Sir,  I  say,  that  an  army  composed 
of  men  who  can  only  be  kept  under  dis- 
cipline by  the  lash,  though  that  it  is 
always  necessary  I  deny,  is  a  most  dan- 
gerous body  for  a  free  country.  The 
punishment  of  the  lash  is  retained  in  the 
British  troops  in  India.  There  have  ar- 
rived accounts  in  this  country,  of  a  body  of 
English  soldiers  hanng  announced  to  their 
officers,  that  they  would  not  allow  the 
punishment  to  be  inflicted  on  the  Englifsh 
soldiery,  while  it  is  not  allowed  to  be  in- 
flicted on  the  Native  troops.  I  ask  the 
House  whether  there  is  no  danger  when 
public  opinion  is  so  strong  upon  this  subject 
in  this  country,  lest  the  soldiers  should  one 
day  come  to  a  resolution  that  they  will 
not  any  longer  submit  to  this  punishment  ? 
Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  danger,  about  which 
so  much  has  been  said,  to  be  apprehended 
from  abolishing  corporal  punishment  ?  We 
are  told,  that  in  every  regiment  there  are  a 
certain  number  of  bad  characters,  only  to 
be  governed  by  it,  on  whose  account  alone, 
it  IS  necessary  therefore  to  maint»n  the 
power  of  inflicting  the  lash.  I  say  this  on 
account  of  danger,  which  in  time  of  peace, 
2  L2 
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the   House    can  easily  grapple  with,  hy 
having   a   penal ,  company   to  which    bad 
characters,  if  refractory,  can  be  sent,  and 
by  adopting  a  system  of  recruiting,  which 
will  prevent  the  influx  of  such  characters 
into  the  army  in  future.     In  the  debate 
which  took  place  on  the  resolution  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant   Member  for  Barnstaple^ 
I  think  hon.    Members  went   too  far  for 
argimcnt,  in    referring   to   the  armies  of 
the  continent.  We  need  only  look  at  our  own 
))()lice  force,  to  see  a  body  kept  in  a  state 
of  perfect  discipline  without  anything  like 
an  approa  h  to  corporal  punishment.     And 
why  not   bring   the  army  into  the  same 
situation,    by   putting   it    upon  the   same 
footing.      It  is  upon  these   grounds.   Sir, 
that  I  ventured,  entertaining  as  I  do,   a 
very  strong  opinion  upon  the  impolicy  of 
retaining  this  punishment  in  the  army,  that 
I    have   attempted  to   give   this   question 
another    trial,    by   submitting    it    to   the 
House  in  a  less  objectionable  form.     I  be- 
lieve that  several  hon.  Members  who  voted 
last  night  against  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Barnstaple,  would 
have  voted  for  a  more  moderate  proposal, 
and  they  will  now  have  an  opportunity  of 
recording  their  opinions.      The  Govern- 
ment do  not  appear  to  be  aware  of  the 
strong  feeling  which  exists  in  the  country  on 
this  question.     If  they  were,  I  think  they 
would  not   have   disappointed  their   most 
sincere  friends  as  they  have,  by  the  course 
they  have  taken.     I  am  one  of  those  who, 
three  years  ago,  voted  for  the  motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Middlesex: 
we  were  on  that  occasion  only  in  a  minority 
of  ten,  and  I  believe  the  motion  would  have 
been  carried  had  he  brought   it  forward 
again ;  but  he  desisted,  partly  on  my  own 
suggestion,  on  the  understanding  that  Go- 
vernment would  take   up    the    subject — 
that  they  would  not   bring  forward   any 
half-measure,  but  apply  themselves  sincerely 
to  the  institution  of  a  system  of  secondary 
punishment,  with  a  view  to  the  final  aboli- 
tion of  corporal  punishment.     Sir,  I  beg 
to  move,  as  a  proviso  to  a  clause  of  the  Bill 
now  before  the   House,  "  that  no  Court- 
martial  held  in  the  United  Kingdom  shall, 
except  in  time  of  war,  be  authorised  to 
award   the   infliction  of  corporal  punish- 
ment." 

Viscount  Howick  complained,  that  this 
moti(m  should  have  been  brought  forward 
as  it  had  been  in  a  very  thin  House,  after 
the  full  discussion  which  the  subject  had 
received  last  night.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  a  more  modified  motion  than  that 


made  last  night  would  have  obtained  more 
votes,  but  he  well  remembered  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Worcester,  who  dififered 
with  the  hon  Member  for  Barnstaple  as 
to  the  extent  to  which  he  pushed  his  mo« 
tlon,  yet  voted  for  it,  because  he  considered 
it  as  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the 
House  against  the  retention  of  corporal 
punishment  in  the  time  of  peace.  Under 
such  circumstances,  he  thought  it  scarcely 
fair  to  expect  the  House  to  go  into  a  second 
discussion  of  this  subject,  and  that  feeling 
was,  he  knew,  entertained  by  many  Gentle- 
men who  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  in 
opinion,  and  who  had  left  the  House  be- 
cause they  would  not  vote  against  their 
opinions,  and  because  they  did  not  think 
it  flt  now  to  rediscuss  the  subject.  If 
the  hon.  Member  chose  to  press  it  to  a 
division  he  had  no  fear  but  that  the 
majority  would  be  much  greater  in  propor- 
tion than  last  night. 

Mr.  O^Connetlf  before  the  House  divi- 
ded, begged  leave  respectfully  to  enter 
his  protest  against  this  practice  of  military 
flogging.  It  was  a  practice  so  odious  in 
its  very  nature,  that  he  observed  that  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  spoke  in  support  of  itj 
invariably  shrunk  from  calling  it  by  its 
right  name.  They  talked  df  the  infliction 
of  corporal  punishment ;  but  they  did  not 
choose  to  designate  it  by  its*proper  appeU 
lation  of — military  flogging.  Any  inflic* 
tion  upon  a  man's  person  was  corporal  pun- 
ishment ;  but  this  was  peculiarly  and  dis- 
tinctly the  punishment  of  flogging.  He 
thought  it  ought  not  to  continue.  There 
was  every  reason  why  it  should  cease,  and 
there  was  no  justification  for  its  being  lon- 
ger preserved.  From  the  portion  of  the 
del)ate  which  he  heard  last  night,  it  struck 
him  that  all  the  hon.  Members  who  spoke 
in  support  of  the  continuance  of  this  prac- 
tice, aimed  solely  at  makiag  out  a  case  for 
its  justification  on  occasions  of  extremity, 
such  as  that  of  a  state  of  actual  war  with 
the  army  in  the  field,  when  the  commander 
might  be  suffered  to  have  recourse  to  such 
a  punishment  as  a  sort  of  concession.  The 
military  officers  who  were  examined  be- 
fore the  Committee,  appeared  to  aim  at  es- 
tablishing the  same  position.  Why,  that 
extreme  case  was  admitted  by  many :  it 
ought,  perhaps,  to  be  admitted  by  all.  But 
though  the  allowance  of  such  an  exercise 
of  his  discretion  might  be  permitted  to  the 
commander,  surely  that  did  not  meet 
the  spirit,  though  it  might  meet  the 
terms  of  the  resolution  proposed  by  the 
hon.    Member  for    Barnstaple.     AH    the 
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arguments  in  favour  of  this  practice^ 
grounded  on  its  necessity  in  extreme  cases^ 
went  merely  to  establish  this — that  on  such 
occasions  it  might  be  tolerated.  Why? 
For  the  reason  that  the  punishment  of 
death  was  reserved;  because  it  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  good  of  the  service.  But 
what  kind  of  logic  was  it  by  which  it  was 
inferred  that  because  in  extreme  cases  the 
punishment  of  flogging  might  be  properly 
inflicted^  it  should  therefore  be  resorted  to 
on  the  commission  of  every  offence  ?  The 
discussion  last  nighty  then,  turning  on  ex- 
treme cases,  the  ground  upon  which  this 
practice  was  said  to  be  generally  necessary, 
he  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Lennard)  that  it  was  quite  right  to  give 
hon.  Members  an  opportunity  of  coming 
to  another  decision  on  the  subject.  It  was 
a  thin  House  to  be  sure,  but  the  greater 
the  shame  for  those  who  absented  them- 
selves. The  question  was  not  decided  last 
night,  nor  could  it  be  decided  by  any  o  e 
division  of  that  House  in  opposition  to  a 
motion  for  the  abolition  of  nogging.  And 
for  this  reason,  that  when  common  sense, 
and  feeling,  and  humanity,  were  on  the  side 
of  those  who  were  defeated,  the  people  of 
England,  after  having  obtained  the  politi- 
cal power  which  enabled  them  to  do  so^  would 
not  long  suffer  so  unjust  and  degrading  a 
punishment  to  continue.  If  the  responsi- 
ble Representatives  of  the  people  in  that 
House  were  not  to  pass  the  Mutiny  Bill 
until  the  punishment  of  flogging  were 
done  away  with,  they  might,  in  his  opinion, 
effectually  put  an  end  to  it.  It  was,  indeed, 
a  cruel  infliction — cutting  off  the  human 
flesh  by  pieces!  It  was  a  violent  punish- 
ment for  any  crime ;  for  ordinary  offences 
it  was  at  once  most  painful  and  most  unjust. 
In  such  corporal  inflictions  there  was  a 
great  inequality  in  the  degree  of  punish- 
ment, because  a  man  of  a  weak  constitution 
suffered  ten  times  more  than  one  who  was 
robust,  and  that  for  the  same  offence.  It 
was  ascertained  in  medical  science,  that  a 
small  wound  would,  in  some  constitutions 
cause  alocked-jaw,  whilst  theseverest  wounds 
would  not  produce  the  same  efiect  in  differ- 
ent constitutions.  This  practice,  then, 
was  not  only  brutally  cruel  and  essentially 
and  unnecessarily  unjust,  but  it  was  more 
—it  was  degrading.  The  most  celebrated 
commander  of  the  present  age  conveyed  his 
opinion  of  this  practice  by  using  a  kind  of 
conundrum,  which  was  certainly  not  origi- 
nal. The  French  phrase  was — ''  C'est  le 
crime  qui  fait  la  honte,  ce  n'est  pas  I'ecba- 
ffmd."    The  noUe  Duke  translated  this  by 


answering  the  question  of  the  Commission, 
ers  whether  this  punishment  tended  to  de- 
grade the  soldier,  by  saying,  ''  the  crime 
degrades  him."  He  wondered  that  a  man 
of  such  experience  in  military  affairs  could 
express  such  an  opinion.  Soldiers,  when 
they  got  drunk,  were  degraded  in  the 
sense  of  the  noble  Duke  by  being  flogged ; 
but  how  many  of  our  high-bred  gentlemen 
got  drunk  without  being  degraded  simply 
by  the  offence.  The  punishment  of  flog- 
ging was  not  only  degrading  but  unneces- 
sary. The  punishment  of  whipping  was 
applied  to  dogs  with  some  eflect,  though 
he  did  not  thiulc  the  man  a  fortunate 
sportsman  who  was  obliged  to  beat  even 
his  dogs.  Ought  that  punishment,  then, 
which  was  scarcely  applicable  to  dogs,  to 
be  applied  to  men  ?  It  was  very  distressing 
to  him  to  dwell  on  such  a  subject  in  pre- 
sence of  military  officers ;  but  he  could  not 
help  sayinga  word  or  two  in  reference  to  the 
speech  of  the  gallant  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  H.  Hardinge).  The  House  was  told 
of  the  gallant  57th  regiment,  who  died  in 
their  ranks  with  all  their  wounds  before, 
whilst  the  gallant  Officer  forgot  to  tell  the 
House  that  they  were  well  flogged  behind. 
[^Sir  Henn/  Hardinge  had  not  forgotten 
to  tell  the  House  that  the  regiment  was 
flogged.]  But  if  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  were  good  fur  anything  it 
went  to  this — that  the  survivors  of  that 
regiment  should  all  have  been  hanged.  If 
the  punishment  of  flogging  was  found  so 
effective  in  the  first  instance,  as  much 
additional  flogging  as  possible,  or  some  more 
violent  punishment,  would,  according  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  view,  be  of  the 
greatest  service  to  the  regiment.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  administer  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  just  to  the  same  purpose 
as  the  quacks  praised  Morison*s  pills,  by 
saying,  that  there  is  no  chance  of  their 
proving  beneficial  unless  they  be  taken  in 
large  quantities.  He  never  heard  a  speech 
more  conclusive  against  his  own  views  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The  riglit 
hon.  Baronet  had  thought  proper  to  speak 
harshly  of  a  gallant  Friend  of  his  with 
respect  to  this  practice.  It  was  true  that 
he  did  him  the  justice  of  stating,  that 
necessity  compelled  him  to  have  re- 
course to  this  punishment ;  but  he  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  thought  that  he  should  have 
waited  for  the  presence  of  his  gallant 
Friend  (Colonel  Evans)  before  he  made 
such  a  statement  with  reference  to  his 
conduct.     But  after  all  the  flogging  which 

the'  right  hon.  Baronet  deemed  so  esaential 


103iS 


Mutiny  Bill^^ 


{COMMONS}  Military  Flogging.  1036 


to  the  preservation  of  discipline,  the  troopa 
at  St.  Sebastian  acted  in  a  way  after  the 
storming  which  was  unjustifiable.  Let  it 
not  be  supposed  that  he  meant  to  disparage 
the  character  of  the  British  soldier.  He 
believed  that  in  determined  and  continuous 
bravery  he  was  unequalled.  But  would 
any  man  tell  him  that  in  order  to  keep  alive 
that  spirit  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  British  soldier  should  be  flogged  like  a 
dog,  and  that  our  heroes  should  have  their 
heads  surrounded  with  laurels  at  the  same 
time  that  their  flesh  was  torn  ofl"  their 
bones  ?  He  did  not  desire  to  be  understood 
as  pressing  the  Ministry  to  make  a  sudden 
and  immediate  alteration.  But  it  could 
not  be  pretended  that  a  case  of  absolute 
necessity  for  the  continuance  of  this  practice 
was  established  when  the  House  recollected 
that  the  battles  of  Marengo,  Friedland, 
Jena,  and  Austerlitz,  were  gained  by  men 
never  subjected  to  the  lash ;  and  if  this  was 
the  caise,  was  there  anything  so  degraded  in 
the  nature  of  the  British  soldier,  as  that  he 
should  not  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  } 
The  only  just  reason  which  those  who 
opposed  the  abolition  of  the  present  system 
could  allege  against  an  effective  substitute 
for  it  was,  that  the  experiment  would  cost 
aome  trouble.  He  had  heard  the  French 
army  disparaged.  He  was  not  there  to 
praise  it.  It  had  been  asserted,  that  com- 
missions were  not  now  given  to  non-com. 
missioned  officers  in  the  French  service. 
He  was  not  surprised  at  that*  Indeed  he 
was  not  surprised  at  anything  that  happened 
under  the  Government  of  Louis  Philip()e. 
But  the  fact  should  not  be  lost  sight  of— 
the  fact  that  at  the  time  this  system  of 
exclusion  was  established,  they  heard  of 
conspiracies  amongst  the  non-commissioned 
ofiicers,  as  well  as  conspiracies  against 
the  King.  He  spoke,  however,  in  ac- 
cordance with  history,  when  he  stated, 
that  French  soldiers  were  often  victorious 
without  being  flogged.  But  the  £nglish 
soldier,  it  appeared,  was  of  a  different 
description  from  the  French — ^he  was 
in  fact  but  a  kind  of  substitute  soldier. 
Why  }  Because  he  wa«  liable  to  be  flogged ; 
and  because  no  man  of  proper  feeling  would 
willingly  enter  the  array  as  a  soldier  whilst 
this  practice  was  continued.  Take  the 
instance  of  the  police  force  of  Ireland  in 
order  to  prove  that  there  was  no  necessity 
for  keeping  up  this  punishment  in  the  army. 
There  were  in  that  country  7,000,  and  when 
they  were  not  actuated  by  strong  party  spirit, 
they  were  weJUcooducted  and  disoiplined. 
Again,  take  the  London  poIic?|  who  were 


so  much  better  treated  and  paid  than  the 
soldier.  He  for  one  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  pay  of  the  soldiers  ought  to  be  raised. 
The  oountry  could  afford  to  raise  their  pay, 
if  so  large  a  force  was  not  kept  up  in  the 
colonies.  Why  was  that  necessary?  Be* 
cause  the  colonies  were  made  our  enemies, 
instead  of  being  our  friends.  Let  them  act 
towards  the  colonies  as  they  ought,  and 
they  might  safely  allow  them  to  defend 
themselves.  Above  all  things,  however,  he 
would  give  the  commissions  to  the  men. 
These  commissions  were  now  kept  aa  a 
kind  of  prize  for  the  aristocracy.  Much 
had  been  said  of  the  men  not  being  good 
company  for  the  oflicers,  supposing  they 
were  promoted.  They  might  not  be  as 
refined  and  polished  as  their  superior 
officers ;  but  he  could  speak  to  the  fact, 
from  experience  of  their  conduct  in  his  own 
countrv,  that  there  was  not  a  class  of  men 
employed  under  the  Government,  who 
conducted  themselves  with  more  propriety, 
or  were  more  meritorious  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties,  than  the  non-com missioneid 
officers  of  Ireland.  I'he  British  people  had 
insisted  on  taking  the  whip  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  slave-owner,  at  the  cost  of  twenty 
millions.  The  common  sense  and  good 
feeling  of  the  same  people  would  also  insist 
on  taking  it  out  of  the  hands  of  military 
officers. 

Mr.  Barlow  Hoy  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  discipline  of  the  army  could  be 
maintained  without  the  present  system  of 
flogging.  In  limiting  the  punishment,  as 
it  was  proposed,  to  9.00  lashes,  he  thought 
that  a  great  part  of  the  objections  to  the 
practice  would  be  done  away  with.  As  to 
the  exemption  of  our  troops  in  India  from 
the  lash,  he  thought,  if  it  were  admitted, 
the  system  must  be  adopted  at  home,  the 
very  first  relief  from  that  part  of  our 
possessions ;  believing  as  he  did  that  the 
motitm  if  carried,  would  be  destructive  to 
the  discipline  of  the  army,  he  must  oppose 
it. 

Mr.  William  Cowper  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  might  have 
equally  directed  his  eloquence  against  all 
substitutes  for  flogging,  and  depicted  the 
degradation  of  the  bouUi,  and  the  miseries 
ofoonfinement  and  of  death.  Hisargument 
wait  against  all  severe  punishment.  One 
severe  enough  to  outweigh  the  temptatioDS 
to  crime  was  necessary.  Humanity  might 
be  shocked,  but  that  humanity  ought  to  be 
consistent,  and  object  to  war  itsdf.  How 
was  war  with  aU  its  legalijed  atrodtktt 
imti&oit^m^  neomity;  on  thai  pica  lit 
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justified  ibis  punishment.  There  wns  a 
amall  proportion  of  men  in  every  regiment 
who  must  be  governed  by  fear«  since  to  their 
vitiated  minds  irregularity  was  more  pleas- 
ing  than  good  conduct.  He  thought  liabi- 
lity to  corporal  punishment  necessary^  but 
deplored  its  e^^rdse^  and  hoped  that  it 
might  operate  as  the  belief  in  a  future 
world  did  upon  mankinda  that  it  might 
overtime  temptation  and  deter  from  crime> 
not  by  actual  inilictionj  but  by  dread  of  its 
terrors. 

Mr.  Pemberton  8aid>  it  was  impossible  to 
disguise  the  factj  that  the  present  debate 
was  merely  a  revival  of  that  of  last  night. 
It  was  hardly  possible  to  suppose  that  any 
system  of  military  discipline  could  continue 
to  be  effective^  if  it  were  thus  nightly  inter- 
fered withj  or  the  constitutional  dependence 
of  the  army  upon  the  Crown  upheld,  if  the 
soldiers  were  night  after  nighty  and  Session 
after  Session,  taught  to  look  up  to  the 
House  of  Commons  as  the  arbiters  of  their 
fate.  It  had  not  been  and  could  not  be 
denied  that  the  present  system  of  military 
discipline  had  produced  an  army  as  efficient 
for  all  purposes  as  ever  entered  the  field. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
had  upon  the  present  occasion,  according  to 
his  usual  practice,  spoken  eloquently,  but 
without  much  regard  to  matters  of  fact. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  complained 
of  the  inhumanity  of  the  punishment 
adopted  in  the  army.  Now,  the  humanity 
or  mhumanity  of  that  punishment  must, 
like  every  other  species  of  puuishroent^ 
depend  on  the  necessity  or  the  absence  of 
necessity  for  its  infliction.  The  infliction 
of  any  human  suffering,  whether  it  were 
solitary  conflnement,  forced  labour,  or 
flogging,  if  necessary,  was  inhuman ;  but  if 
by  the  infliction  of  it  a  greater  degree  of 
human  suffering  was  prevented,  by  the 
infliction  of  any  one  of  the  punishments,  he 
must  deny  that  it  was  inhuman.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  inveighed  a^nst 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Henry 
Hardioge)  for  having  flogged  a  body  of 
raw  troopsj  but  General  Evans,  who  had 
found  himself  obliged  to  act  in  the  same 
manner,  under  the  same  circumstances,  had 
wholly  escaped  his  censure.  The  conclusion 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
arrived^  from  the  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  was  certainly 
very  extraordinary.  The  hon.  Member  said, 
that  the  statement  alluded  to  satisfied  him  of 
the  inefficiency  of  corporal  punishments  j 
but  the  effect  which  it  had  produced  upon 
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oally  opposite.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer's  statement  was  this — ^that^  after 
the  battle  of  Talavera,  the  soldiers  of  the 
regiment  in  which  he  served  were  guilty  of 
plunder,  murder,  and  other  excesses,  and 
that,  consequently,  it  was  necessary  to  apply 
the  pimishment  of  flogging  frequently  and 
severely.  What  was  the  effect  ?  That  in  the 
course  of  two  years  there  was  not  a  better 
conducted  regiment  in  the  service,  and  when 
subsequently  they  marched  from  a  corner  of 
Europe  into  the  heart  of  France,  their  con« 
duct  in  a  hostile  country  was  as  orderly  as 
if  they  had  been  proceeding  from  London 
to  York,  and  they  were  received  by  the 
people  not  as  conquerors  but  protectors. 
As  to  the  alleged  severity  of  the  suffering 
arising  from  flogging.  Colonel  Evans  him- 
self stated,  that  soldiers  were  exposed  to 
sufferings  a  thousand  times  more  severe. 
But  it  was  said  that  the  punishment  waa 
attended  with  moral  degradation.  All 
punishments  were  connected  with  offences^ 
and  disgrace  more  or  less  attached  to  the 
commission  of  the  offence ;  but  there  was 
nothing  in  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Commission  to  prove  that  corporal  punish- 
ment produced  a  greater  degree  of  moral 
degradation  in  the  person  subjected  to  it 
than  any  other  kind  of  punishment.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  said^ 
that  flogging  was  a  punishment  that  was 
not  flt  for  a  dog.  It  was  easy  to  inflame 
the  minds  of  the  people  by  declarations  of 
that  nature ;  but  was  there  anything  more 
disgraceful  in  being  flogged  than  in  being 
chained  like  a  wild  beast,  or  placed  on  the 
tread-wheel  with  rogues,  or  sent  to  the 
galleys?  There  was  nothing  in  corporal 
punishment  disgraceful  and  degrading  in 
the  abstract,  and  apart  from  the  nature  of 
the  oflbnce.  The  pillory,  which  was  con- 
sidered an  infamous  punishment,  was 
abolished  upon  the  ground  that  it  ceased  to 
be  so  when  the  offences  to  which  it  was 
applied  were  not  in  themselves  of  an  infa- 
mous description,  and  it  was  found  that  the 
pillory  was  converted  from  a  stage  of  infamy 
to  a  throne  of  triumph.  It  was  said,  that 
public  opinion  was  opposed  to  corporal 
punishment,  and  he  admitted  that  public 
opinion  would  in  all  cases  ultimately  prevail. 
If  public  opinion  was  opposed  to  a  particular 
law  it  was  evident  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  repeal  or  modify  it,  because  the 
public  were  the  parties  to  carry  it  into  execu- 
tion, and  if  they  refused  to  do  so  the  law 
would  become  inoperative ;  but  the  case  of 
military  flogging  was  different^  because  it 
ap|Ue4  only  to  a  particular  claas,    Wbea 


1039 


Mutiny  Bill^ 


{COMMONS}  Military  Flogging.         1040 


tlie  soldiers  and  tlieir  officers  themselves 
called  for  the  abolition  of  the  punishment^ 
it  might  be  impossible  to  retain  it,  but  at 
present  their  opinion  was  the  other  way, 
for  they  were  unanimous  in  stating,  that  it 
was  the  best  mode  of  punishment  which 
could  be  devised.  It  was  impossible  to  read 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Commission 
without  coming  to  the  conclusion,  that  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Howick)  spoke 
advisedly,  when  he  said  that  ''if  flogging 
were  abolished,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
disband  the  army  to-morrow.*'  Reference 
had  been  made  to  the  abolition  of  flogging 
in  the  native  army  of  India  by  the  late 
Governor-General  who  was  present  in  the 
House ;  but  that  Act  ought  rather  to  operate 
as  a  warning  than  an  example  to  be  followed. 
In  1834,  his  Lordship  having  flrst  conceived 
the  idea  of  abolishing  corporal  punishment 
in  the  Indian  army,  directed  a  circular  to 
be  sent  to  the  Presidencies  dearing  that 
the  Boards  of  Officers  should  transmit  to 
the  Government  their  opinion  as  to  the 
possibility-  and  propriety  of  carrying  that 
object  into  effect.  His  Lordship  received 
Returns  from  each  Board,  and  in  some 
cases  from  the  individual  officers  composing 
it,  and  the  opinion  of  every  one  was  opposed 
to  his  Lordship's  proposition.  On  the  l6th 
of  February,  1835,  his  Lordship  prepared 
a  minute,  which  he  laid  before  the  Supreme 
Council.  This  minute  contained  a  state- 
ment of  a  most  remarkable  character  as  to 
the  difference  in  the  number  of  punishments 
in  the  Bengal,  Madras,  and  Bombay  armies. 
His  Lordship  in  the  same  document  stated, 
that  he  had  not  data  sufficient  to  enable 
him  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
difference  in  the  number  of  punishments 
was  attributable  to  the  different  constitution 
of  the  armies,  or  to  any  difference  in  the 
mode  of  enforcing  discipline  in  them,  and 
he  recommended  his  successor,  as  the  flrst 
act  of  his  Government,  to  inform  himself 
upon  those  important  points.  On  the  24th 
of  the  same  month,  before  any  information 
could  have  been  received  upon  these  most 
essential  points,  his  Lordship,  then  on  the 
eve  of  quitting  India,  instead  of,  as  he  had 
previously  recommended,  leaving  his  suc- 
cessor to  obtain  information,  and  to  come  to 
a  decision  upon  the  subject,  submitted  to 
the  Council  a  proposal  for  the  absolute  and 
unqualified  abolition  of  corporal  punishment 
in  the  Indian  army.  That  the  noble  Lord 
was  actuated  by  the  best  motives  it  was  im- 
possible to  doubt ;  but  was  it — he  would 
not  say  right,  but  wise,  on  the  part  of  his 
hosiuixif,  00  the  eve  of  quitting  the  Go- 


vernment of  India,  in  the  absence  of  all 
information,  and  against  the  opinion  of  all 
the  military  authorities  in  that  country,  to 
take  this  irretrievable  step,  and  leave,  if  not 
the  responsibility,  at  least  the  oonsequenoes 
of  it  to  his  successors?  It  was  reported 
that  the  British  soldiers  had  communicated 
to  their  officers,  that  as  the  native  soldiers 
were  exempted  from  corporal  punishment, 
they  would  no  longer  submit  to  it.  SajH 
posing  that  this  rumour  was  untrue,  as  he 
hoped  it  was,  stiU  the  question  remained— 
was  the  noble  Lord  justified  in  oppodtion 
to  the  opinion  of  every  person  consulted  in 
taking  a  step,  which  once  taken,  could  never 
be  retraced  >  It,  however,  was  unnecessary 
in  discussing  this  question  to  refer  to  the 
armies  of  foreign  countries,  or  to  that  of 
India,  for  unfortunately  the  British  army 
afforded  sufficient  evidence  of  the  evil  whidi 
had  resulted  from  relaxing  the  sjrstem  of 
corporal  punishments.  In  the  year  1 825  a 
clause  was  flrst  introduced  into  the  Mutiny 
Bill,  by  which  the  power  of  substituting 
imprisonment  for  corporal  punishments  was 
given  to  Courts-martial.  It  did  not  appear 
that,  during  the  four  or  five  years  im- 
mediately following,  this  power  was  exer- 
cised to  such  an  extent  as  to  diminish  the 
number  of  cases  of  corporal  punishment. 
In  the  year  1829  an  Act  of  Parliamenf  was 
passed,  by  which  the  power  of  regimental 
Courts-martial  to  inflict  corporal  punish- 
ments was  abridged;  and  in  June,  1830, 
an  order  was  issued  from  the  Horse-Guards, 
by  which  the  frequency  of  those  punish- 
ments was  materially  diminished.  He 
would  next  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  what  had  been  the  effect  of  these  alter* 
ations.  In  1825  the  army  consisted  of 
98,946  men  ;  the  number  of  Courts-martial 
in  that  year  was  4,708,  and  the  number  of 
corporal  punishments  1,737-  In  1829,  the 
army  consisted  of  103,740  men ;  the  number 
of  Courts-martial  was  4,782,  and  the  num- 
ber of  corporal  punishments  1,748.  It 
would  be  observed,  that  during  those  four 
or  five  years  there  was  no  diminution  of 
corporal  punishments,  and  no  increase  of 
offences.  Now,  take  the  subsequent  five 
years  and  then  let  any  roan,  with  the 
result  before  him,  deny  if  he  could  the 
truth  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Howick  s) 
position,  that  if  corporal  punidiment  were 
abolished,  it  would  be  necessary  to  disband 
the  army  immediately,  because  it  would 
become  the  curse  instead  of  being  the  pro* 
tection  of  the  country.  In  1829,  the 
number  of  Courts-martial  was  4^782;  in 
1834^  it  was  10,363.    In  1829,  the  num* 
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ber  of  corporal  punishments  was  1^74>8 ;  in 
1854»  it  was  9^3.  Thus  there  was  a 
diminution  in  the  number  of  corporal 
punishments ;  but  how  many  other  punish- 
ments were  inflicted,  and  how  were  the 
offences  increased  ?  In  1829>  the  offences 
were  in  number  4,782;  in  1834,  they 
were  10,227-  Recollect,  that  the  power  of 
inflicting  corporal  punishment  was  still 
retained ;  but  take  that  away,  and  let 
oflfences  increase  only  in  the  proportion 
they  had  done ;  and  in  ten  years  from  the 
present  time  the  British  army  would  no 
longer  be  in  existence.  The  effect  of  the 
alteration  made  in  the  mode  of  enforcing 
discipline  in  the  army  had  been  the  inflic- 
tion of  6,000  more  punishments  than  took 
place  under  the  old  system.  It  should 
not  be  forgotten,  that,  by  the  system  which 
was  substituted  for  corporal  punishment, 
the  innocent  were,  to  some  extent,  punished 
for  the  misconduct  of  the  guilty ;  for  the 
duty  of  the  well-conducted  soldier  was  aug- 
mented in  proportion  to  the  number  of  ms 
comrades  who  were  imprisoned.  He  called 
upon  the  House  not  to  adopt  the  mis- 
chievous and  disorganising  proposition  be- 
fore them.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
supported  it,  ought,  if  they  acted  consist- 
ently with  their  own  principles,  to  abolish 
the  system  of  corporal  punishments  at 
once.  He  for  one  looked  forward  to  the 
time  when  that  object  might  be  effected, 
but  not  by  the  means  now  proposed.  Im- 
prove the  condition  of  the  army,  improve 
the  condition  of  the  population  from  which 
the  army  is  taken.  Let  hon.  Members 
reverse  the  system  on  which  they  had 
lately  acted,  and  instead  of  increasing  the 
service  and  diminishing  the  pension,  let 
them  augment  the  pension  and  diminish 
the  service.  Establish  honorary  distinctions, 
and  attach  to  them  the  substantial  advant- 
ages of  a  pension  and  diminished  service. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
said,  that  twenty  millions  of  money  had 
been  given  to  take  the  lash  from  the  back 
of  the  n^;ro.  Let  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  and  those  with  whom  he  was 
associated  act  upon  the  same  liberal  prin- 
ciple towards  the  British  soldier;  but 
whilst  they  continued  to  be  more  tender  of 
their  own  pockets  than  of  his  back,  he 
would  laugh  their  afiected  humanity  to 
scorn. 

Lord  William  Bentinck  felt  it  necessary, 
after  the  allusion  which  had  been  made  to 
him,  to  address  a  few  words  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who  had 
just  Bat  dowoi  leemecl  to  think  that  he  bad 


been  guilty  of  great  indiscretion  in  abolish- 
ing corporal  punishment  in  the  native  In. 
dian  army,  and  he  stated  that  this  had  been 
done  in  opposition  to  the  opinion  of  all  the 
military  officers  consulted.  Though  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  spoke  as  if  he 
(Lord  Bentinck)  had  acted  in  the  matter 
upon  his  own  individual  authority,  he  must 
be  aware  that  he  was  assisted  by  the  Su- 
preme Council.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  must  also  know,  that  the  power  of 
altering  the  articles  of  war  was  vested  in  the 
Governor-General  in  Council,  and  if  he 
would  refer  to  the  papers  upon  the  table, 
he  would  find  that  the  Council  were  una- 
nimous in  passing  the  order  in  question. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  referred 
to  the  circumstance  of  his  having  recom- 
mended his  successor  to  visit  the  different 
armies  in  India  for  the  purpose  of  assimi- 
lating their  regulations  with  respect  to  dis- 
cipline. It  must  not  be  supposed  that  he 
was  ignorant  of  the  nature  of  the  discipline 
of  the  Indian  armies.  He  had  been  Go- 
vernor of  Madras  for  some  years,  and  was 
as  well  acquainted  with  the  regulations  of 
that  army  as  with  those  of  the  army  of 
Bengal.  He  had  never  been  in  Bombay, 
and  was  therefore  less  acquainted  with  the 
army  of  that  Presidency  than  with  the 
armies  of  Bengal  and  Madras ;  but  he  knew 
that  one  half  of  the  Bombay  army  consisted 
of  Bengal  sepoys.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  thought  he  was  not  chargeable 
with  great  indiscretion  for  having  pursued 
the  course  which  he  had  adopted.  He  should 
have  felt  ashamed  of  himself,  if,  after 
having  been  in  India  so  long  a  time,  and 
entertaining  as  he  did  a  profound  conviction 
that  it  was  perfectly  safe  to  abolish  flogging 
in  the  native  army,  and  having  the  con- 
currence of  the  Supreme  Council  to  that 
measure,  he  had  left  it  to  be  carried  into 
effect  by  his  successor,  who  was  a  perfect 
stranger  to  him.  Every  person  acquainted 
with  India  must  admit  that  the  safety  of 
that  empire  depended  principally  upon  the 
native  army.  Those  who  had  perused  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee  on 
the  renewal  of  the  East-India  Company's 
Charter,  could  not  fail  to  have  observed, 
that  the  attachment  of  the  native  army  to 
British  interests,  did  not  prevail  to  the 
same  extent  as  formerly ;  but  he  believed 
that  nothing  could  tend  so  much  to  attach 
the  native  troops  to  the  British  Govern, 
ment  as  the  abolition  of  corporal  punish- 
ments. Another  hon.  Member  had  said> 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  that  he 
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Commander-in^hief ;  but  ho  saw  no  rea^ 
son  why  150,000  men  shouldj  without 
necessity^  continue  to  be  subjected  to  cor* 
poral  punishment  in  order  that  20,000 
other  men,  who  might  properly  be  subjected 
to  the  punishment,  should  not  be  displeased. 
It  might  be  necessary  to  subject  the  British 
troops  in  India  to  corporal  punishment  for 
some  time  to  come.  Those  were  the 
grounds  on  which  he  had  proposed  the 
abolition  of  corporal  punishment  in  the 
native  Indian  army ;  and  he  thought  that 
no  oensure  could  justly  apply  to  him  on 
that  account.  He  had  proposed  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-ohief  a  plan  for  eyentually  abo- 
lishing corporal  punishments  in  the  British 
army  m  India,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Control  would  take 
that  proposition  into  consideration, 

Mr.  Sergeant  Talfourd,  who  spoke  with 

treat  rapidity  and  indistinctness,  which 
isabled  us  from  collecting  more  than  the 
seneral  import  of  his  observations,  was  un. 
derstood  to  say,  that  deeply  feeling  with 
those  who  trusted  that  the  period  was  not 
far  distant  when  corporal  punishment  would 
be  entirely  abolished,  he  could  not  help 
congratulating  them,  and  the  public,  on  the 
tone  of  the  discussions  on  the  subject  which 
had  taken  place  these  two  nights.  Some 
gratitude  was  due  for  the  concessions  which 
had  been  made,  and  for  the  ameliorations 
which  had  been  promised,  but  the  greatest 
ground  for  congratulation  was  yielded  by 
the  self-contradictions  which  the  arguments 
of  those  who  opposed  the  abolition  of  this 
punishment  exhibited.  Take  only  the  last 
example,  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  who,  in  the  conclusion  of  his  address 
to  the  House,  expressed  his  anticipation  of 
the  time  arriving  at  which  a  cessation  of 
crime  in  the  army  would  put  an  end  to  the 
infliction  of  a  punishment  abhorrent  to  our 
nature ;  whilst,  if  the  argument  urged  by 
him  in  the  earlier  part  of  his  speech  were 
worth  anything,  it  would  induce  the  House 
to  believe  that  even  the  ameliorations  that  had 
already  taken  place,  instead  of  being  benefi- 
cial, had  been  productive  of  mischief  and 
misery.  Ifhis  argument  was  worth  anything, 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  must  fondly  look 
back  to  the  good  old  times  when  men  were 
subjected  to  the  infliction  of  800  or  900 
lashes.  So  that  while  his  argument  obliged 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  go  back  to 
the  harsh  system  of  former  days,  his  feel- 
ing and  imagination — more  true,  more 
worthy,  and  more  correct— carried  him 
forward  to  that  consummation  desired  by 
aU  good  men<— when  corporal  punishment 


should  be  discarded  for  ever.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  commenced  his  speech 
by  saying,  that  the  discipline  of  the  army 
must  be  prejudicially  aSected  by  tbo  dis- 
cussions in  that  House.  If  the  discus&ioa 
of  the  subject  had  commenoed  in  this  Houae, 
he  might  agree  in  that  expression  of  opinion; 
but  his  hon*  and  learned  Friend  knew  very 
well  that  the  House  was  but  a  faint,  feeble* 
and  tardy  echo  of  that  sympathy  which 
prevailed  throughout  the  country  on  Uiis 
question ;  and  so  far  from  having  a  tendency 
to  produce  irregular  habits  and  neglect  a( 
discipline  on  the  part  of  the  soldier,  it  would, 
in  truths  give  him  a  proper  stimulus  to  good 
conduct,  to  find  that  that  sentiment  waa 
not  merely  entertained  by  popular  assem* 
blies,  where  heat  and  passion  prevailed,  but 
in  the  deliberative  assembly  of  the  Com. 
mons  of  England,  representing  not  the 
passions,  but  the  feeling  and  opinions 
of  the  people  of  Englaiid — by  whom  he 
would  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing 
that  his  wrongs  were  carefully  considered^ 
and  his  case  calmly  regarded,  and  whose 
duty  it  was,  to  legislate  for  the  welfare  not 
only  of  the  soldier,  but  of  that  state  of 
which  he  formed  a  part.  But  he  had  some 
reason  to  complain  of  the  noble  Lord,  who 
had  objected  to  his  hon.  Friend,  on  accountof 
the  renewal  of  the  debate  this  night  What 
could  be  more  forcible  than  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dub- 
lin, when  he  said,  that  in  a  time  of  tran* 
quillity,  there  was  no  necessity  for  the 
power  to  inflict  corporal  punishment; — 
that  that  power  should  be  reserved  to  a 
time  of  war,  and  to  cases  of  extreme  emer- 
gency ?  But  while  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  admitted  the  force  of  this 
argument,  and  thus,  by  their  concession, 
established  the  exception,  they  sought,  con- 
trary to  all  logic,  to  found  unon  that  excep* 
tion  a  general  rule.  Nothing  could  be 
more  illogical  than  to  say,  that  because  a 
case  of  emergency  might  arise,  — which 
always  made  a  law  for  itself, — therefore 
you  must  make  the  emergency  no  exception 
at  all ;  but  must  retain  the  power  of  in- 
flicting corporal  punishment  in  a  time  of 
peace  and  tranquillity,  in  order  that  you 
may  be  able  to  apply  it  at  any  moment 
when  the  emergency  shall  arise-  His  op- 
ponents were  not  entitled  tlius  to  beg  the 
question,  and  assume  that,  because  an  emer- 
gency might  arise  to  require  the  power  of 
inflicting  corporal  punishment,  therefore 
the  power  ought  at  all  times  to  exist 
Again,  when  those  who  opposed  the  Mo~ 
tion  had  been  met  b^  the  «ug|^ti4mt  that 
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a  system  of  rewards  might  possibly  present 
«  better  inducement  to  good  conduct,  and 
produce  a  happier  result  than  flogging, 
they  had  replied,  that  the  human  mind  was 
so  constituted^  that  the  desire  of  immediate 
gratification  prevailed  over  any  motive 
which  a  prospect  of  future  advantage  could 
offer.  That  argument,  iffairly  carried  out, 
proved  the  case  of  the  advocates  of  the 
abolition.  Were  they  to  say  that  men  weie 
incapable  of  being  influenced  by  the  feeling 
of  hope,  and  yet  were  we  to  believe  that 
they  were  always  to  be  influenced  by  fear  ? 
He  believed  in  those  instances  of  drunken- 
ness, where  the  lash  had  been  applied,  the 
dread  of  its  xnflietion  had  been  one  of  the 
least  efficient  powers  to  check  the  offence. 
The  immediate  indulgence  which  the  mind 
sought  in  drunkenness  presented  an  idea 
of  pleasure,  which  was  incompatible  with 
the  idea  of  distant  pain.  Corporal  punish^ 
ment,  therefore,  failed  to  check  the  offence; 
at  all  events,  he  could  say,  that  as  long  as 
the  mind  was  seeking  some  immediate  grar 
tification,  it  was  not  likely  to  be  scared  by 
frightful  examples  seen  only  at  a  distance. 
When  a  reference  was  made  to  the  degradation 
which  the  lash  inflicted  on  the  soldier,  how 
was  that  argument  disposed  of  ?  It  was 
said,  on  the  one  hand,  that  soldiers  were 
composed  of  such  base  materials,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  operate  upon  their  feelings, 
except  through  the  medium  of  corporal 
punishment;  but,  on  the  other,  when  that 
degradation  was  de6crit)cd  as  having  the 
eflfect  of  destroying  the  zeal  and  gallant 
^irit  which  alone  could  ensure  victory  in 
the  fl^d,  it  was  then  said,  that  corporal 
punishment  was  no  disgrace,  and  the  stripes 
on  the  outward  man  did  not  reach  the 
mind.  To  the  soldier  was  actually  attri- 
buted a  power  of  abstraction,  and  a  higher 
and  more  philosophical  nature  than  any 
Gentleman  who  heard  him  ever  possessed. 
When  bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said, 
that  one  punishment  was  not  more  dis- 
graceful than  another,  he  would  ask,  what 
It  was  that  made  it  worse  than  death  to  a 
gentleman,  to  submit  to  a  blow  ?  It 
was  placing  the  soldier  upon  a  higher 
and  more  philosophical  pinnacle  than  a 
gentleman  to  say  he  could  submit  to  the 
scourge,  and  yet  proceed  in  his  career  of 
glory.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
bllen  upon  an  illustration,  unfortunate  for 
his  argument,  but  fortunate  for  his  oppo. 
pents.  His  hon.  and  learned  Fnend 
quoted  the  ease  of  the  pillory  as  a  proof 
that  disgrace  was  consequent  not  so  much 
on  the  punisbmeot  as  on  the  crime.  What 


was  the  occasion,  however^  of  the  abolition 
of  the  pillorv  in  all  cases  except  perjury, 
for  which  tne  public  had  no  sympathy^ 
It  was,  because  that  sentence  was  passed 
upon  a  gallant  officer.  Here,  then,  the 
principle  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  apply  to  his  argument  was  put  in 
force  against  a  distinguished  officer;  for 
the  pillory  was  held  to  be  so  degrading  a 
punishment,  that  as  soon  as  it  was  to  be 
inflicted  upon  a  gentleman  it  was  abolished. 
The  Court  of  King's  Bench  sentenced 
Lord  Cochrane  to  be  put  in  the  pillory ; 
and  it  was  then  that  his  hon.  Colleague, 
the  present  Member  for  Westminster,  de- 
clared, that  so  far  from  thinking  the  pun- 
ishment, under  the  circumstances,  to  be  just, 
he  would  go  and  stand  beside  him.  He 
could  not  forbear  expressing  a  wisb^  that 
that  hon.  Member  were  but  here  in  his 
own  proper  character,  to  revive  those  old 
sentiments  upon  this  subject,  which  he  was 
wont  to  utter  at  a  time  when  they  did  not 
And  so  much  sympathy  within  these  walls 
as  at  present,  and  for  which  the  nation 
owe  him  a  debt  of  gratitude,  which 
nothing  ever  could  extinguish  or  repay. 
It  was  upon  the  passing  of  that  sentence 
(which,  however,  was  never  executed) 
that  the  pillory  was  abolished.  The  ar- 
p;ument  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
led  them  to  tliis  conclusion,  that  the  dan. 
gers  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  antici- 
pated, from  the  abolition  of  flogging,  would 
not  arise.  He  rejoiced  at  the  concession, 
which  had  already  been  made  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  rejoiced  to  hear  hon.  Members, 
who,  in  former  times,  considered,  that 
capital  punishment  was  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  property  from  forgery,  begin- 
ning to  acknowledge  that  corporal  punish- 
ment may  be  all  but  dispensed  with  in  the 
maintenance  of  military  discipline.  He 
rejoiced  in  the  reduction  of  the  number  of 
lashes;  and  it  was  rather  as  a  concession  of 
principle  that  he  rejoiced  at  it,  than  for 
the  relief  it  would  give  to  the  soldier.  But 
there  was  another  alleviator,  named — Na- 
ture, which  affixed  a  period  to  the  power 
of  the  oppressor,  in  limiting  the  power  of 
endurance ;  for  in  most  cases,  long  before 
200  lashes  or  1,800  stripes  had  l^n  in- 
flicted, the  power  of  human  suffering  had 
ceased.  He  was  struck  with  the  remark 
of  an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman^  that 
war  itself  was  a  hard  necessity;  that 
it  was  cruel,  bloody,  and  shocking,  and, 
therefore,  it  seemed  a  sort  of  inconsistency' 
in  those  who  upheld  war  to  oppose  the' 
inffiction  of  corporal  pttnislnneoti  on  the 
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ground  of  its  cruelty.  Agreeing  with  him 
m  that  view^  and  looking  forward  to  a 
period  when  arms,  as  a  profession,  should 
be  no  more.  He  looked  for  the  allevia- 
tion of  the  evils  of  war,  and  its  final  ex- 
tinction to  those  high  impulses  of  honour 
and  those  great  examples  of  virtue,  which 
a  wise  and  humane  system  of  discipline 
could  inspire  and  create.  Warfare,  in  its 
mildest  form,  was  ever  characterized  by 
frightful  scenes  of  violence  and  cruelty, 
and  he  rejoiced  in  the  amelioration  of 
that  system  of  punishment  which  tended 
to  deaden  the  feelings  of  the  soldier.  He 
hoped,  that  at  no  distant  period,  the  linger- 
ing prejudices  of  many  on  this  subject 
would  give  way,  and  that  a  more  humane 
system  would  be  substituted  for  that  which 
had  hitherto  prevailed. 

Mr.  Craven  Berkeley,  in  answer  to  the 
assertion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
tleman,  that  the  soldier  would  be  gra- 
tified by  the  discussion  of  the  subject 
in  that  House,  denied  that  the  soldier, 
generally  speaking,  had  any  desire  to 
see  corporal  punishment  abolished  in  the 
army.  He  had  been  long  in  the  service ; 
and  he  spoke  from  experience  and  ob. 
servation.  He  remembered  when  there 
were  what  were  called  company  Courts, 
martial  among  the  privates  themselves,  the 
invariable  result  of  which  was  to  inflict 
corporal  punishment,  much  more  severe 
than  that  inflicted  by  regimental  Courts- 
martial  ;  so  severe,  indeed,  that  the  author- 
ities at  the  Horse  Guards  were  obliged  to 
interfere  to  suppress  the  practice.  He 
denied,  therefore,  that  the  soldiers  were 
averse  to  the  existence  of  corporal  punish- 
ment ;  and  he  was  convinced,  that  if  the 
whole  army  could  be  marched  individually 
to  the  Bar  of  that  House,  such  would  be 
found  to  be  their  opinion.  The  fact  was, 
that  the  subject  had  been  most  fully  and 
fairly  discussed  last  night.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maldon  had  a  cut  and  dried 
speech  in  his  pocket,  ad  captandum  vulgus, 
and  therefore  he  brought  the  subject  for- 
ward a^n«  As  to  the  supposition,  that 
the  abolition  would  give  a  better  class  of 
men,  he  had  the  honour  to  hold  a  com- 
mission in  the  Life  Guards,  and  he  knew 
that  the  privates,  generally  speaking,  were 
yeomen's  sons,  a  class  of  men  uncon- 
taminated  by  the  corruption  of  large 
towns.  He  concurred  in  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed yesterday  evening  by  the  noble  Lord 
Zosite,  that  if  corporal  punishment  were 
Ushedj  ihey  might  disband  the  army. 


Mr.  JVahley  expressed  his  astonishment 
at  the  absurd  arguments,  so  contrary  to  all 
reason    and    propriety,   which    had    been 
urged  by  the  opponents  of  the  motion. 
What  had  been  the  effect  produced  in  the 
army  by  corporal  punishments?     That  it 
had  so  degraded  the  soldier,  that  in  order 
to  maintam  proper  discipline,   it  became 
necessary  to    inflict  no    fewer   than   ten 
thousand  such  punishments  in  one  year. 
Did  not  that  show,  that  we  had  adopted  a 
system  of  punishment  which  degraded  the 
soldier?     It  was  said,  that  the  punishment 
had  been  mitigated;  and  that  instead  of 
9,000,  only  1,800  stripes  would  be  inflicted 
at  a  time  in  futui^?  But  what  had  happened 
within  the  last  twelvemonth?  That,  from  the 
infliction  of  half  that  number— of  fifty  lashes 
— two  deaths  had  occurred.  He  contended, 
that  in  both  the  cases  to  which  he  alluded 
death  had  been  the  result  of  the  flogging. 
He  had  examined  those  cases ;    he  had 
read  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Coro- 
ner's Jury ;  and  it  was  his  firm  conviction, 
that  if  those   men  had  not  been  flogged, 
they  would  now    be    alive.      A    capital 
punishment,  therefore,  had  been  inflicted  ; 
a  punishment  infinitely  more  than  com- 
mensurate to  the  offence.     Was  it  intended 
to  punish  insubordination  by  death-^bj 
slaughter?     It  was  said,  that  a  great  deal 
of  indifference  existed  in  a  portion  of  the 
public  towards  the  subject.     Where  ?     Let 
the  next  election  show.    Let  the  Members 
who    voted    against   the    present   motion 
boldly  avow  having  done  so  on  the  hust- 
ings, and  he  was  persuaded,  that  they 
would  not  find  their  way  Imck   to  that 
House ;  and  he  should  rejoice  at  it.  He  had 
seen  many  of  the  public  since  the  vote  of 
last  night    They  had  all  expressed  their 
disgust  at  that  vote.    "  Good  God  ! "  they 
exclaimed,  '^  and  this  is  a  Reformed  House 
of  Commons !     Why,  in  the  worst  times  of 
the  House  there  would  have  been  a  better 
division  in  support  of  such  a  motion.'*  The 
evidence  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just 
described  the  effect  of  corporal  punishment 
on  the  native  troops  of  India,  appeared  to 
him  (Mr.  Wakley)  to  be  conclusive  on  the 
point.    As  to  the  logic  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  opposed  the 
motion,  nothing  could  be   worse.    That 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  contended, 
that  the  repeated  discussion  of  the  question 
must  lead  to  discontent  in  the  army,  and  to 
the  practical  abolition  of  corporal  punish- 
ment;   and  yet  he  censured  those   who 
desired  that  abolition  for  agitating  die  sob* 
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ject  1  Did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle, 
man  guppose,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maldon  was  not  sincere  in  his  wish  to 
abolish  the  punishment?  He  shared  in 
that  hon.  Gentleman's  opinions  on  the 
subject;  and  he  insisted  that  the  motion 
should  not  be  withdrawn^  but  should  be 
put  to  the  vote. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  said,  that 
although  he  regretted  the  decision  to 
which  the  House  had  come  last  night,  he 
allowed  that  the  subject  had  undergone  a 
fair  and  ample  discussion.  What  he  now 
rose  for,  however,  was  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Secretary  at  War  to  one 
point.  He  understood,  that  by  orders  from 
the  Horse  Guards  the  fnaximum  of  cor- 
poral punishment  to  be  henceforward  in- 
flicted was  two  hundred  lashes  by  a  gene- 
ral Court-martial,  a  hundred  and  fifty 
lashes  by  a  district  Court-martial,  and  a 
hundred  lashes  by  a  regimental  Court.mar- 
tial.  Now,  was  the  noble  Lord  aware, 
that  the  torture  of  the  punishment  did 
not  entirely  consist  in  the  number  of 
lashes ;  but  that  much  of  its  severity  de- 
pended on  the  time  occupied  in  the  in. 
iiiction?  He  had  been  informed,  that 
there  were  commanding  officers  who, 
since  the  last  order  reducing  the  amount 
of  punishment,  thought  tnat  some  of 
the  sentences  of  courts-martial  —  for 
instance,  where  fifty  lashes  had  been 
inflicted,  were*  too  lenient;  that  they  con- 
trived to  evade  that  leniency  by  occupying 
a  longer  time  in  the  infliction  of  the  pun. 
ishment ;  and  that  there  were  instances  of 
a  commanding  officer  taking  out  his  watch 
and  ordering  the  lashes  to  be  ^ven  at 
minute  or  half-minute  time;  so  that  a 
punishment  which  ought  to  have  been 
over  in  five  minutes,  was  made  to  last  half 
an  hour.  He  did  not  believe  that  there 
was  a  single  Gentleman  in  the  House, 
however  strong  his  opinion  might  he,  as  to 
the  necessity  of  retaining  the  power  of 
inflicting  corporal  punishment,  who  would 
applaud  the  ingenuity  of  the  plan  which 
he  had  just  described,  and  by  which  the 
punishment  was  rendered  so  much  more 
severe;  and  who  would  not  admit  that 
such  a  practice  ought  to  be  discontinued. 
He  called  upon  the  noble  Lord,  therefore, 
if  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  arrived  at 
the  painful  conclusion  that  the  existence 
of  corporal  punishment  was  necessary  to 
the  discipline  of  the  army,  at  least  to 
take  care  that  the  new  orders  on  that 
subject  should  be  accompanied  by  a  pro- 
vision  that    the    butcher-like    operation 


shoyld  be  performed  in  the  shortest  time 
possible. 

Sir  Ronald  Ferguson  had  heard,  with 
deep  regret  and  astonishment,  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
If  it  was  really  tnie  that  such  an  occurs 
rence  had  taken  place  as  that  described 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  let  him  name 
the  officer,  or  let  him  communicate  his 
name  to  the  Horse  Guards,  and  he  would 
express  a  hope  that  his  Majesty  would 
strike  him  out  of  the  army  list  without 
a  Court-martial. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  certainly  thought 
that,  after  the  statement  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
that  hon.  Gentleman  would  confer  a  be« 
nefit  on  the  service  and  the  country,  and  he 
would  confer  a  benefit  on  the  interests  of 
humanity,  if  he  would  take  the  proper  steps 
to  denounce  to  the  Commander-in-chief 
the  officer,  whoever  he  might  be,  who 
had  been  guilty  of  the  conduct  described. 
If  the  information  which  had  been  com- 
municated to  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins« 
bury  were  correct,  and  if  it  could  be 
proved  that  any  officer  had  so  misconducted 
himself,  the  indignation  of  the  army  and 
the  country  would  justly  fall  upon  that 
person,  and  the  hon.  Member  would  do  an 
inestimable  benefit  to  the  military  service, 
by  letting  it  be  seen  who  was  the  ofiending 
party.  !^r  himself,  he  (Sir  H.  Hardinge) 
could  declare  upon  his  honour,  that  he  had 
never  before  heard  of  such  a  circumstance, 
and  that  he  believed  it  to  be  almost  im- 
possible. He  repeated,  however,  that  if 
the  information  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  had  received  was  correct, 
that  hon.  Gentleman  ought  immediately  to 
take  the  step  which  he  (Sir  H.  Hardinge) 
had  recommended,  in  order  to  remove  so 
gross  an  imputation  from  commanding 
officers  generally.  He  was  sure  that  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  would 
concur  with  him  in  his  opinion. 

Viscount  Howick  believed,  from  all  he 
knew  of  the  army,  that  the  existence 
of  such  a  case  as  that  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  was  quite  ini« 
possible.  If  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
speak  from  undoubted  authority  he  was 
not  justified  in  making  the  statement  he 
had  made.  If  he  did,  it  was  his  duty  to 
the  counV7«  to  the  House,  and  to  the 
army,  to  proceed  with  the  matter,  and  by 
bringing  the  individual  under  the  notice 
of  the  Commander-in-chief,  not  alone 
obviate  the  evil  for  the  present,  but  also 
prevent  its  recurrence  for  the  future.  With 
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respect  to  the  wish  of  the  hon.  Member, 
that  the  punishment  should  be  iofiicted 
in  the  ghortest  possible  time,  he  (Lord 
•Howiek)  could  not  agree  with  him  in  that 
riew  of  the  subject.  He  believed  that  it- 
was  more  merciful  to  distribute  the 
punishment  over  a  comparatively  long 
space  of  time  than  to  give  it  all  together. 
He  believed  that  the  reason  why  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  navy  was  maintained  equally 
well  with  the  army,  but  at  a  less  amount 
of  suffering,  was,  that  when  a  man  was 
flogged,  the  strokes  did  not  succeed  each 
other  with  such  rapidity  as  when  the 
punishment  of  flogging  was  adminis- 
tered in  the  army.  In  consequence  of 
this  arrangement  it  was  expected  that  a 
man  should  be  at  his  duty  the  next  morn- 
ing after  he  had  been  punished  on  board 
ship ;  whereas,  in  the  army,  no  such  ex- 
pectations were  ever  entertained. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  stated^  that  at 
that  moment  he  would  not  name  either  the 
party,  or  the  authority  on  which  he  had 
matte  that  statement ;  but  with  respect  to 
the  latter,  he  would  declare,  that  it  was 
an  authority  on  which  he  fully  relied. 
Would  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  oppo- 
site, or  would  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary at  War,  say>  that  a  commanding 
officer  had  not  a  discretion  in  his  hands  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  a  corporal  punish- 
ment should  be  inflicted?  He  was  glad 
to  hear  the  opinions  which  had  been 
expressed  on  this  subject,  and  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  call  on  the  nuble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary at  War,  to  take  care  that  there  should 
be  added  to  the  new  orders  about  to  be 
iftiued  from  the  Horse  Guards,  a  direction 
that  no  discretion  should  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  a  commanding  officer  with  respect 
to  the  time  to  which  a  given  amount  of 
corporal  punishment  might  be  protracted* 

Viscount  Hofoick  distinctly  denied  that 
such  a  discretion  existed;  for  no  command, 
ing  officer  was  authorised  to  inflict  punish, 
ment  in  an  unusual  manner.  There  was 
only  one  cose  in  his  recollection  in  which 
this  rule  had  been  violated.  The  occur- 
rence took  place  in  Ireland,  and  the 
officer  in  question  had  ordered  the  cats, 
before  they  were  used,  to  be  steeped  in 
brine.  And  what  was  the  result?  The 
officer  was  brought  to  a  Court-martial,  and 
dismissed  from  bis  Majesty's  service*  If, 
then,  an  officer  would  take  upon  himself, 
so  far  to  depart  from  estabUshed  usage 
as  to  increase  the  time  occupied  in  the  in- 
fliction of  the  punishment,  in  order  to  in. 


crease  iti  severity,  he  would,  helmetVj  be 
brought  to  a  Court-martial  by  Loid  Hill 
instantly,  and  that  if  it  were  proved,  that 
he  had  committed  such  an  act,  the  result 
would  inevitably  be,  that  he  would  be  dis- 
missed from  his  Majesty's  service. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergussoh :  although  he  did 
not  complain  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  discharged 
what  he  conceived  to  be  his  duty  on  the 
present  occasion,  he  yet  felt  thai  it 
was  impossible  to  leave  the  question  in  its 
present  condition.  Undoubtedly,  brfore 
the  hon*  Gentleman  had  ventured  to 
make  his  statement,  he  ought  to  have 
been  prepared  with  proof  of  an  aaSer* 
tion  which  implicated  the  character  of  some 
particular  officer,  and  of  the  army  itself. 
The  hon«  Gentleman  ought  to  have  been 
certain  that  the  alleged  fact  was  indisput^ 
able  ,*  he  ought  to  have  been  certain  that 
his  authority  was  one  on  which  he  could 
implicitly  rdy,  or  he  should  have  abstained 
from  saying  a  word  on  the  subject.  Having 
brought  that  subject  forward,  however,  tlie 
hon.  Gentleman  was  now  bound  by  every 
honourable  consideration,  to  disclose  in  the 
proper  quarter  the  name  of  the  offending 
party,  in  order  that  the  aSenee  might  be 
visited  with  doe  punishment ;  and  that  no 
stain  should  be  left  on  the  great  body  of 
commanding  officers,  or  on  the  army.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  either  that  the  hon*  Gen- 
tleman would  give  the  necessary  informa- 
tion) or,  if  he  satisfied  himself  that  the  im- 
putation was  not  well  founded,  that  he 
would  declare  so  in  his  place  in  that 
House* 

Sir  Charles  Dalhiao,  in  reply  to  the  hon* 
Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr*  Duncombe), 
beeged  to  state  that  no  commanding  officer 
had  the  power  of  protracting  punishments 
inflicted  by  order  of  Courts-martial  except 
at  the  peril  of  his  commission*  He  (Sir  C. 
Dalbiac)  was  prepared  to  go  farther  than 
the  right  hon*  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
C*  FergU96on)  opposite,  and  to  say  that  a 
stigma  vTould  remain  upon  eveiy  ^ce;-  in 
command  of  a  regiment  until  the  charge 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
were  substantiated  or  refuted.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  would  leave  it  to  the 
honour  and  justice  of  that  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  on  reflection,  he  would  not  think 
it  right  to  disclose  the  name  of  the  oflicer 
to  whose  conduct  he  referred. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question  that 
the  Clause  be  brought  up :—  Ayes  6S  ; 
Noes  1 35  :— Majority  73. 
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Campbellj  Sir  J. 
Chaplin,  Thomas 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
CHve,  hon.  R.  II. 
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Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 


The  Report  was  received. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Fridat^,  April  15,   1836. 

HiNirrss.^  Pedtioni  prewnted.  By  tfie  Earl  of  Bristol 
ftom  TuloMS  ptaeei.  for  the  Altentioaor  the  Eededaitkd 
Goint  GoaioUdetiQg  BUL-^y  the  AKhbbhop  of  AuuMi. 
from  Axnuigfa,  against  the  Municipal  Corporationa'  (Ire. 
land)  Bill, — By  the  Duke  of  CLKTKX.AiirD,  from  two 
plaeei  agaSnat  the  Punlihmeiit  of  Death  for  any  other 
crime  than  Murder.^— By  the  X^okd  CiiAirosu(m>  from 
various  Places,  for  the  Better  Obsenranoe  of  the  Sab* 
bath. — By  the  Earl  of  WfurcBiLaxA,  from  the  Graiden  of 
varkNU  Plaees,  for  Relleft 

Wab  in  Spain.]  The  Marquess  of 
Londonderry  moved*  pursuant  to  notice^ 
for  *'  a  Copy  of  the  Instructions  sent  to 
Lord  John  Hay  by  the  Admiralty*  relative 
to  the  war  in  Spain." 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  it  was  contrary 
to  all  precedent,  it  was  against  every  prin- 
ciple of  policy,  to  produce  and  give  to  the 
world  the  instructions  given  to  an  officer  as 
a  guide  in  the  performance  of  his  duty. 
The  production  of  such  instructions  would 
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have  the  effect  of  pointing  out  to  the  enemy  i 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  officer  was 
placed,  the  destination  of  the  foree  under 
his  command,  and  all  his  intended  proceed- 
ings, as  authorized  by  his  Government,  in 
transactions  of  this  nature.  The  motion 
was  of  a  wholly  and  entirely  novel  charac- 
ter. If  there  were  any  noble  Lord  in  that 
House  who  wished  to  co-operate  with  Don 
Carlos,  he  hoped  that  he  would  not  receive 
the  support  of  their  Lordships.  He  hoped 
and  believed,  however,  that  none  of  their 
Lordships  were  desirous  of  co-operating 
with  Don  Carlos,  and  thereby  acting  con- 
trary to  the  recognition  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain  by  his  Majesty,  contrary  to  the  poHcy 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  and  contrary 
to  the  success  of  his  Majesty's  arms. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  was  greatly 
surprised  at  the  course  adopted  by  the  noble 
Viscount.  He  understood  the  noble  Vis- 
count yesterday  to  have  said,  in  reference 
to  Lord  John  Hay's  communication,  that 
it  was  not  usual  to  produce  private  letters, 
but  that  he  had  no  objection  to  laying  the 
instructions  before  the  House,  and  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Minto)  had  made  a  similar  state- 
ment. He  repeated,  that  the  noble  Vis- 
count distinctly  stated  to  the  House,  that 
there  was  no  objection  to  those  instructions 
being  produced.  He  was  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  noble  Viscount,  and  he  confi- 
dently asked  him  if  such  were  not  the  fact  ? 
The  noble  Viscount,  on  that  occasion,  took 
his  usual  course ;  and,  in  his  customary  off- 
hand manner,  gave  that  sort  of  off-hand 
answer  which  he  had  stated  to  their  Lord- 
ships. On  more  than  one  occasion  he  had 
had  reason  to  complain  of  that  sort  of  pro- 
ceeding. The  noble  Viscount  seemed  fre- 
quently to  be  guided  by  what  occurred  in 
another  place ;  and,  having  stated  his  opin- 
ion one  day,  he  came  down  to  the  House 
on  the  next  with  an  entirely  different  deci- 
sion. That  was  by  no  means  an  unusual 
thing  with  the  noble  Viscount.  He  should 
like  to  know  and  to  understand  whether 
the  noble  Viscount  was  really  the  first  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown,  and  whether  their 
.Lordships  could  place  implicit  belief  in  the 
noble  Viscount's  answer  when  they  asked 
him  a  question.  He  had  yesterday  given 
notice,  that  he  would  move  for  these  in- 
structions to-day,  and  he  certainly  did  not 
expect  that  there  would  be  any  opposition 
to  his  motion.  When  he  mentioned  the 
subject  yesterday,  the  noble  Earl  (the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  intimated  that  Lord 
John  Hay's  letter  was  borne  out  by  the  in- 
structions, and,  as  he  understood  the  noble 


Earl,  that  there  was  no  objection  to  the 
production  of  those  instructions.  Now,  be 
only  wanted  a  copy  of  the  instructions,  so 
far  as  they  applied  to  Lord  John  Hay's 
letter.  He  did  not  call  for  the  instructions 
given  generally  to  officers,  with  respect  to 
the  course  which  they  were  to  pursue  in 
the  Spanish  contest.  What  he  wanted  to 
know  was,  whether  the  instructions  sent 
out  by  the  Government  warranted  the  letter 
of  Lord  John  Hay  ?  Was  it  fair,  he  asked, 
when  he  called  for  information  of  this  kind, 
that  it  should  be  withheld?  He  wished  to 
ascertain  correctly,  to  what  extent  this 
country  was  pledged  to  assist  in  carrying 
on  the  war  in  Spain.  Upon  that  point  he 
was  desirous  of  receiving  information.  They 
had  on  their  table  a  copy  of  the  quadruple 
treaty.— that  precious  treaty,  to  which  this 
country  ought  never  to  have  been  a  parly* 
After  that  treaty  had  been  entered  into, 
every  step  which  they  took  with  reference 
to  the  war  in  Spain  oucht  to  have  been 
adopted  in  common  with  their  allies,  who 
were  also  parties  to  that  treaty.  Now  it 
was  very  important  to  know  whether  that 
which  had  been  done,  and  which  he  took  to 
be  equivalent  to  a  declaration  of  war  against 
the  Carlist  party  in  Spain,  was  done  in 
concert  with  France,  and  whether  France 
was  likely  to  act  up  to  the  measures  taken 
by  this  Government  with  reference  to  the 
Spanish  contest  ?  If  so,  he  would  ask  the 
noble  Viscount  whether  he  was  prepared  to 
follow  up  the  apparent  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment, by  sending  to  Spain  a  force  from 
this  country  ?  And  further,  whether  France 
would,  in  the  same  manner,  assist  in  prose- 
cuting this  war?  -  Had  the  French  Go- 
vernment, he  demanded,  agreed  to  do  that  ? 
He  believed  that  they  had  done  no  such 
thing.  Louis  Phillipe  understood  his  true 
policy  too  well  to  adopt  such  a  line  of  con- 
duct. Upon  these  grounds  he  asked  the 
noble  Viscounty  whether  he  was  prepared  to 
follow  up  those  proceedings  which  his  Ma- 
jcsty's  Government  had  already  sanctioned, 
and  to  let  the  country  know  in  what  situa- 
tion it  was  placed,  and  what  the  people  had 
to  expect  ?  The  noble  Duke  (Wellington) 
had  on  a  recent  occasion  very  truly  said, 
that  the  moment  the  British  Legion  landed 
in  Spain,  from  that  moment  England  had 
departed  from  her  situation  as  a  neutral 
power.  If  that  were  the  fact,  how  much 
more  had  this  country  now  departed  from 
its  neutrality  by  the  instructions  which  had 
been  sent  out  ?  In  bringing  forward  this 
subject  he  had  no  cause  at  heart  but  the 
cause  of  bis  country.    He  bad  no  desire 
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eieept  tbat  of  benefitting  those  unfortunate 
men  who  had  been  deluded  by  a  weak  and 
mischievous  policy  to  leave  their  native 
shore  for  the  purpose  of  embarking  in  this 
war.  He  was  anxious  to  protect  them ;  he 
was  anxious  that  they  should  know  whether 
their  country  was  at  war  with  the  party 
of  Don  Carlos.  He  did  not  mean  to  quarrel 
with  a  declaration  of  war^  if  the  proceed- 
ings of  Government  went  to  that  extent. 
In  fact^  he  would  much  rather  that  there 
should  be  an  open  declaration  of  war,  than 
that  this  country  should  continue  to  act  in 
that  discreditable  and  disgraceful  manner 
by  which  her  policy,  with  reference  to  the 
affairs  of  Spain,  had  unfortunately  been 
distinguished. 

The  Earl  of  Minto  said,  his  noble  Friend 
had  been  unfortunate  in  his  misapprehen. 
sion  of  what  had  fallen  from  him  on  the 
preceding  evening.  He  had,  on  that  oc- 
casion, made  two  statements.  The  one  was 
that  of  the  letter  to  wliich  his  noble  Friend 
had  alluded,  he  had  no  official  knowledge 
whatever ;  and  he  at  the  same  time  stated, 
that  the  view  taken  by  Lord  John  Hay,  as 
contained  in  his  letter,  was,  so  far  as  it 
wenty  in  conformity  with  the  instructions 
that  had  been  issued.  That  was  what  he 
stated.  But  he  further  observed,  that  the 
mere  circumstance  of  their  being  instruo- 
tions,  gave  a  character  to  the  document 
which  rendered  it  impossible  that  it  could 
be  produced.  The  noble  Marquess  might 
not  have  heard  him  distinctly,  but  he  ap- 
pealed to  his  noble  Friends  around  him 
whether  such  was  not  the  opinion  which 
he  had  expressed. 

The  Earl  of  Rosebery  said,  that  from  the 
situation  he  occupied  when  the  conversation 
took  place  on  the  preceding  evening,  he 
could  positively  declare  that  the  statement 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  was  perfectly  cor- 
rect. The  noble  Earl  distinctly  stated,  in 
the  first  place,  with  regard  to  Lord  John 
Hay's  letter,  Uiat  it  was  private  3  and,  with 
respect  to  the  instructions,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  grant  them.  He  thought  that 
the  noble  Earl  added  (but  of  this  he  was 
not  quite  certain)  that  he  could  not  produce 
the  instructions,  because  they  were  in- 
structions, and  it  was  not  customary  to  pro- 
duce ofiicial  documents  of  such  a  nature. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  when  the  noble 
Marquess  put  the  question  to  him  on  the 
preceding  evening,  he  replied,  that  the  im- 
pression on  his  mind  was,  that  the  letter 
was  in  the  possession  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
he  believed  that  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  its  production.     On  that  point,  however, 
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his  noble  Friend,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad« 
miralty,  immediately  corrected  him.  With 
respect  to  the  instructions,  not  a  word  was 
said  about  them.  They  were  first  intro- 
duced in  the  noble  Marquess's  notice  of 
motion. 

The  Earl  of  Harrmvhy  did  not  under- 
stand what  the  noble  Viscount  meant  by 
his  allusion  to  noble  Lords  who  might  be 
anxious  to  co-operate  with  Don  Carlos. 
He  conceived  that  any  noble  Lord  had  a 
right  to  call  for  that  sort  of  information 
which  the  noble  Marquess  required,  with- 
out layinp  himself  open  to  such  an  Impu- 
tation. He  was  neither  Carlist  nor  Chris- 
tino ;  and  he  wished  to  God  they  had  never 
heard  of  those  distinctions;  but  he  could 
not  avoid  thinking,  that  it  would  have  been 
more  for  the  interest  and  for  the  honour  of 
this  country,  if  the  Government  had  acted 
with  more  decision.  The  course  which 
they  had  pursued  was  so  perfectly  ambigu- 
ous, that  it  was  impossible  to  understand  it. 
One  point  worthy  of  notice  was,  that  they 
were  at  the  present  moment  in  a  state  of 
war,  without  having  declared  war.  Further, 
they  were  in  a  state  of  war,  but,  strange  to 
say,  they  did  not  know  with  whom  they 
were  at  war.  He  wished  the  noble  Viscount 
to  give  them  some  explanation  on  that  point, 
and  to  inform  them  whether,  in  future, 
they  were  to  confine  themselves  strictly  to 
the  terms  of  the  quadruple  treaty ;  which 
having  been  entered  into,  ought  to  be  faith- 
fully fulfilled,  but  which  he  wished  to  God 
had  never  been  contracted,  since  it  had  been 
the  means  of  placing  this  country  in  a  situ- 
ation without  precedent  or  example  in  the 
history  of  Christian  nations. 

Viscount  Meilboume  disclaimed  having 
imputed  to  any  noble  Lord  a  desire  to  co- 
operate with  Don  Carlos.  On  the  contrary, 
he  said,  that  he  trusted — nay,  that  he  put 
his  full  confidence  in  the  correctness  of  his 
feeling — that  no  Member  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  harboured  any  desire  to  co- 
operate with  Don  Carlos ;  and  he  did  not 
attribute  any  such  intention  to  the  noble 
Marquess  in  calling  for  those  instructions. 
He  placed  full  confidence  in  the  august  and 
noble  assembly  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
address,  and  he  imputed  not  to  any  of  them 
such  a  disposition  as  that  to  which  allusion 
had  been  made.  With  respect  to  the  situa- 
tion in  which  this  country  now  stood  with 
reference  to  Spain,  he  did  not  mean  to  as- 
sert that  they  had  not  passed  beyond  the 
strict  line  of  neutrality.  It  was  clear,  as 
had  been  stated  by  the  Noble  Duke  (Wel- 
lington), that  after  the  quadruple  treaty  had 
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been  entered  into,  after  an  armed  xntenren- 
tion  in  the  affairs  of  Spain  had  been  ad- 
mitted, after  armaments  had  been  sent  to 
that  country,  they  were,  pro  ianto,  enemies 
to  a  party  in  that  country,  and  in  a  state  of 
-warfare  with  that  party.  All  that  he  had 
to  say  upon  this  point  was,  that  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  by  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters, the  instructions  which  had  been 
sent  out,  and  the  proceedings  which  had 
been  adopted,  were  perfectly  within  the 
bounds,  limits,  and  terms,  of  the  quadruple 
treaty.  How  much  further  it  might  be 
nece^ary  to  go  he  was  not  now  prepared 
to  state.  That  was  for  the  consideration  of 
his  Majesty's  Government,  and  must  be 
governed  by  drcumstances  as  they  arose. 
This,  however,  he  would  say,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  that  they  were  in  the 
strongest  degree  impressed  with  the  duty 
and  necessity  of  putting  an  end,  as  speedily 
as  posnble,  to  the  lamentable  contest  which 
was  now  being  carried  on  in  Spain.  Every 
consideration  of  policy,  and  every  considera- 
tion of  humanity,  induced  them  to  use  their 
efforts  to  bring  this  contest  to  a  termina- 
tion. 

Lord  Abinger  said,  the  noble  Viscount 
had  correctly  stated,  that  he  had  expressed 
his  confident  belief  that  no  noble  Lord 
wished  to  co-operate  with  Don  Carlos.  But 
the  noble  Viscount  had  forgotten,  that  he 
had  preceded  that  observation  by  saying, 
that  "  if  any  noble  Lord  liarboured  such  a 
wii^,  he  hoped  that  the  House  would  not 
go  along  with  him."  That  did  appear  to 
imply  a  suspicion  with  respect  to  the  mo- 
tives by  which  some  noble  Lords  might  be 
actuated. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  referred 

.  to  the  4th  article  of  the  quadruple  treaty, 

and  asked,  whether  France  was  a  party, 

under  that  treaty,  to  the  new  arrangements 

made  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers  ? 

The  Earl  of  Minto  said,  the  article  did 
not  bear  the  construction  which  the  noble 
Marquess  put  upon  it.  It  related  merely  to 
a  supply  of  arms  and  ammunition  on  the 
part  of  this  country,  and  also  to  the  co- 
operation of  a  naval  force,  for  the  purposes 
specified.  It  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
proceedings  of  any  other  state  whatsoever. 
It  merely  bound  this  country  to  afford 
certain  aid  to  the  Spanish  Government. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  said, 
they  could  easily  perceive,  from  Lord  John 
Hay's  letter,  what  was  the  extent  of  the 
instructions  sent  out  from  the  Admiralty. 
Lord  John  Hay  said,  ''he  had  received 
orders  from  the  Government  of  his  Britan- 


nic Majesty  to  afi&itd  the  most  active  soil 
efficacious  co-operation  in  preventing  Che 
fortresses  on  this  coast,  whush  di^lay  the 
flag  of  Queen  Isabella  IL,  from  failing  into 
the  power  of  the  troops  of  the  pretender, 
and  also  in  retaking  from  the  rebels  socb  of 
those  places  as  may  have  already  fallen  into 
their  hands."  Now,  this  he  looked  upon 
as  an  actual  dedaration  of  war,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  France  partici- 
pated in  it  ? 

The  Earl  of  Minto  said,  the  instructions 
did  go  to  an  active  and  efficadoos  co-opera- 
tion with  the  Spanish  Government,  so  far 
as  our  naval  force  was  concerned,  but  no 
further.  A  co-operation  of  our  naval  force 
—a  co-operation  of  British  seamen  and 
marines — which  was,  in  its  nature  and  es- 
sence, a  naval  co-operation,  was  authorised 
— but  nothing  else. 

The  Marquess  aii  Londonderry  said,  there 
were  two  distinct  points  in  the  letter  of 
Lord  John  Hay,  founded  upon  the  instroc- 
tions  sent  out.  Lord  John  Hay  said«  '*  I 
have  orders  to  aid  and  protect  all  the  ope- 
rations which  your  ^cellency  (General 
Cordova)  may  think  proper  to  undertake 
on  this  coast.  I  have  also  to  inform  yonr 
Excellency,  that  all  the  ships  under  my 
command  have  received  instructions  to  take 
on  board  troops  of  her  Majesty  Isabella  IL, 
and  to  convey  them  to  any  pdints  on  the 
coast."  Was  not  this  more  than  a  naval 
co-operation  ? 

Motion  negatived. 

Railway  BxiiLb.^  The  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne  moved,  that  their  Lordships  take 
into  consideration  the  Resolutions  of  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  subject  of  Rail- 
way Bills.  He  had  already  adverted  to 
the  line  of  inquiries  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  pursued,  and  to  the  great  ex- 
tent of  property  now  invested  in  Railways, 
and  pointed  out  the  necessity  of  an  accurate 
preliminary  inquiry,  before  their  Lordships 
sanctioned  by  their  approbation  any  of  the 
numerous  plans  which  had  been  brought 
before  Parliament.  He  proposed  to  their 
Lordships  to  give  their  sanction  to  the  re- 
solutions whidi  had  been  adopted  by  the 
other  House  which  insisted  on  the  neces- 
sity of  a  more  particular  inquiry  into  all 
the  circumstances  detailed  in  application  for 
Railway  Bills.  If  their  Lordships  adopted 
those  resolutions,  it  would  relieve  the  par- 
^  ties  to  such  bills  as  were  approved  of  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  of  a  serious  ex- 
pense. He  proposed  that  their  Lonhdnps 
should  enjoin  their  Committees  to  look  into 
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the  Reports  of  the  Heuie  of  Commone  to 
he  satisfied  that  proof  had  heen  given  of 
the  matters  required.     Such  a  course  of 
proceeding  would  save   the   parties  from 
much  expense;  hut  many  very  important 
suggestionji,  in  addition  to  those  that  were 
to  be  found  in  the  report  of  the  Select  Com- 
jnittee  of  the  House  of  Commons  had  been 
thrown  out,  which^  as  regarded  future  Bills, 
their  Lordships  might  adopt.    One  of  these 
was,  that  a  proportion  of  the  sum  subscribed 
for  these  works  should   be  paid  into  the 
Bank  of  England.     Another  suggestion, 
and  one  well  worthy  of  consideration,  was, 
whether  any  plan  could  be  devised  to  se- 
cure the  inquiry  of  an  experienced  engi- 
neer with  reference  to  any  proposed  railway, 
either  by  the  Government  or  by  the  parties 
interested,  provided  that  the  opinion  given 
by  him  should  have  a  perfectly  impartial 
character.     If  that  object  could  be  obtained 
without  incurring  any  enormous  expense, 
he  thought  that  it  was  one  which  it  was 
most  desirable  to  accomplish.     It   would 
have  the  effect  of  enabling  parties  to  ascer- 
tain, before  they  adopted    a  line  of  road 
which  possessed  certain    merits,  whether 
there  was  not  another  line  the  merits  of 
which  were  still  greater.    Such  a  survey, 
he  feared,  could  only  be  carried  on  under 
the  authority  of  Government  or  Parliament, 
but  if  it  could  be  accomplished,  it  would  be 
particularly  serviceable  in    Ireland  where 
few  projects  of  this  description  were  as  yet 
set  on  foot.    Another  suggestion  was,  that 
all  those  railways  should  ultimately  become 
pnhlie  property.     To  that  proposition  he 
oould  not  agree,  because  it  would  have  the 
efiect  of  debarring  individuals  from  pro. 
ceeding  with  works  of  this  nature.     Such 
a  plan  could  not  be  carried  into  effect  un- 
less Government  took   another    step,  and 
became  parties  to  these  undertakings.  Such 
was  the  case  in  America,  where  the  local 

f)vemments  were  frequently  shareholders, 
rom  the  impetus  which  had  been  given 
to  the  construction  of  these  great  public 
works,  arising  from  the  wealth  and  intelli- 
gence of  the  country,  an  impetus  which 
was  hourly  increasing,  it  became  necessary 
for  the  Legislature  to  look  with  care  and 
vigilance  to  the  probable  success  of  such 
undertakings.     With  that  view  he  should 


move. 


That  this  House  agree  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Resolutions  assented  to  by  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  subject  of  the 
proceedings  relative  to  Railway  Bills :  that 
Committees  should  be  appointed  to  consider 
such  Bill»-^to  inquire  into  the  practicabi- 
lity of  carrying  the  plans  into  effect,   as 


stated  in  the  Resolutions  of  the  House  of 
Cognmons — and  to  require  such  further  in- 
formation as  may  he  deemed  necessary." 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  was  not  aware  that 
any  opposition  could  he  raised  against  the 
motion.     He  was  anxious  that  proper  se- 
curity should  he  extended  to  the  private 
rights  of  those  whose  property  was  likely  to 
be  affected  by  Bills  of  this  description  in 
future.    That  pomt  alone  afforded  sufficient 
reason,  in  a  constitutional  view,  to  induce 
that  and  the  other  House  of  I^rliament  to 
examine  the  details  of  these  Bills  with  scru- 
pulous vigilance.     In  one  respect/  and  a 
very  important  one,  a  better  system  of  re- 
gulation might  be  adopted.     He  spoke  of 
the  degree  of  notice  that  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  proprietors  of  lands  or  houses  through 
whose  property  it  was  intended  that  a  rail- 
way should  pass.     As  the  resolutions  stood 
at  present,  it  was  only  necessary  that  the 
projectors  should  lodge  in  the  office  of  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  a  plan  of  the  intended 
railway  on  or  before  the  30th  of  November. 
But  the  projectors  were    not   required  to 
give  any  notice  whatever  to  the  proprietors 
of  lands  or  houses  whose  interests  might  he 
seriously  affected  by  the  work.     The  fact 
was,  that  in  many  instances  grievous  injus- 
tice,  almost  amounting  to  fraud,  had  been 
inflicted  on  parties  who  were  incited    to 
subscribe  to  undertakings  of  this  description, 
before  any  understanding  had  been  come  to 
with  individuals  whose  property  was  likely 
to  be  affected.    With  respect  to  the  owners 
of  land  and  houses,  they  were  frequently 
placed  in  a  very  invidious  situation.     The 
projectors  of  a  railway  pledged  themselves, 
in  the  first  instance,  without  applying  to 
the  proprietors,  to  pursue  a  certain  une, 
and  the  latter  were  compelled  either  to  give 
their  assent,  however  much  against  their 
will,  or  if  they  resisted  the  proposition,  they 
were  exposed  to  obloquy  as  the  opponents 
of  a  work  of  public  utility  and  conveni- 
ence.    He  would,  therefore,  say,  that  a  no- 
tice of  six  weeks  or  two  months  should  be 
given  to  every  landowner  and  householder 
before  any  plan  by  which  their  property 
was  likely  to  be  affected  was  proceeded  with. 
It  was  proper  that  such  fair  notice  should 
be  given  before  the  property  of  individuals 
was  seized  upon. 

Lord  Haiherton  regretted,  that  there  was 
no  code  with  respect  to  railroads,  and 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  House  should 
direct  its  attention  to  the  subject  with  a 
view  of  supplying  the  deficiency.  With 
reference  to  what  nad  fallen  from  his  noble 
Friend  as  to  the  notice  to  be  given  to  the 
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clerk  of  the  peace  of  each  county  he  begged 
to  remind  him  that  it  was  also  necessary 
that  notice  of  the  intention  of  the  parties  to 
apply  for  an  Act  of  Parliament  should  be 
given  in  each  county  newspaper,  describing 
the  line  of  road,  and  mentioning  the  pa- 
rishes through  which  it  was  to  pass.  He 
had  no  objection  to  further  notice  being 
required. 

Lord  Abinger  objected  to  the  adoption 
of  the  resolutions  at  once.  He  did  not 
think  that  it  was  expedient  to  depart  from 
the  ordinary  course  of  examining  witnesses 
on  oath  before  a  Committee  of  their  Lord- 
ships. He  did  not  think  that  it  would  be 
so  satisfactory  to  rely  upon  the  second- 
hand evidence  obtained  from  the  Commons 

to  examine  the  witnesses. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  concurred  in 
the  objections  stated  by  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Abinger)  and  most  decidedly  ob- 
jected to  any  departure  from  the  usual 
mode  of  carrying  on  the  business  of  their 
Lordships'  House. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  observed, 
that  it  was  by  no  means  his  wish  that  the 
Committee  should  depart  from  the  usual 
mode  of  taking  evidence^  and  the  resolu- 
tion he  had  proposed,  far  from  imposing 
upon  them  the  adoption  of  such  a  course, 
merely  imposed  upon  them  a  little  addi- 
tional duty.  It  merely  gave  them  a  power 
which  he  had  no  doubt  they  would  exercise 
with  that  regard  to  justice  which  had  ever 
characterized  the  proceedings  of  Committees 
appointed  by  their  Lordships. 

Lord  Abinger  objected  to  its  being  un- 
derstood that  their  Lordships  would  be  sa- 
tisfied with  second-hand  evidence  taken 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Lord  Hatherton  would  suggest  that  the 
noble  Marquess  should  postpone  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Resolution  until  Monday 
next. 

Further  consideration  of  the  Resolutions 
adjourned. 

Stafford  Borough  Disfranchise- 
ment.] The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde,  in 
rising  to  move  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  to  disfranchise  the  borough  of  Stafford, 
assured  their  Lordships,  that  he  would 
trespass  upon  their  time  but  a  very  few 
minutes.  Itwasnowa  matter  of  the  greatest 
notoriety,  that  that  borough  was  identified 
with  the  most  unparalleled  corruption, 
not  only  with  reference  to  past  offences, 
but  aUo  as  to  the  particular  instances 
which   had  more  immediately  led  to  the 


introduction  of  the  present  Bill  into  the 
Houses  of  Parliament.  It  was  generally 
hoped  and  believed,  that  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill  would  tend  greatly  to 
abolish  the  practice  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption at  elections,  but  that  great  mea- 
sure had  entirely  failed  in  having  any 
salutary  effect  whatever  upon  the  borough 
of  Stafford.  It  appeared,  on  the  con- 
trary, from  evidence  upon  their  Lordships' 
Table,  that  that  borough  possessed  even  less 
political  virtue  since  the  Reform  Bill  had 
become  the  law  of  the  land  than  before. 
Petitions  were  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  on  the  7th  and  18th  of 
February,  1833,  complaining  of  the  last 
election  for  Stafford,  and  that  House 
appointed  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  truth  of  the  allegations  contained 
in  them.  The  result  of  that  inquiry,  as 
contained  in  the  report  of  the  Committee, 
was,  that  they  stated  ''  their  unanimous 
opinion;  that  corrupt  practices  prevailed 
throughout  the  whole  course  of  thelastelec. 
tion  for  the  borough  of  Stafford  ;  and  that 
the  bad  character  for  bribery  and  corrupt 
tion,  which  common  report  had  for  a 
series  of  years  imputed  to  the  consti- 
tuency of  that  borough  was,  on  the  last 
occasion,  amply  and  consistently  sup- 
ported ;  that  it  appeared  to  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  evidence  taken  before 
them,  established  a  case  of  such  open, 
general,  and  systematic  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption, that  it  was  expedient,  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Stafford  should  cease  to  re- 
turn Members  to  Parliament ;  and  that  the 
Chairman  should  be  requested  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  disfranchise 
it.''  Such  a  report  as  that  ought  of  itself 
to  be  sufficient  authority  for  the  Bill  now 
before  their  Lordships.  But  that  was  not 
the  sole  evidence  of  the  necessity  for  the 
present  measure,  for  their  Lordships  had 
appointed  a  Committee  up  stairs,  before 
passing  the  Stafford  Witnesses'  Indemnity 
Bill,  before  whom  several  witnesses  had 
been  examined  upon  oath.  The  Com- 
mittee unanimously  reported  that  briberv 
prevailed  to  a  great  extent  in  the  borough 
of  Stafford.  With  respect  to  the  last 
election,  he  would  not  admit,  that  there 
prevailed  no  bribery,  but  he  was  willing 
to  allow,  that  corrupt  practices  were  not 
so  general  as  at  former  periods.  With 
the  evidence  which  their  Lordships  had 
already  within  their  reach,  he  could  not 
imagine  what  object  would  be  attained 
by  hearing  witnesses  at  their  Lordships* 
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bar,  except  that  of  defeating,  by  delay 
and  expense,  the  Bill,  which  he  now 
proposed  might  be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  said,  if  the  allegations 
of  the  Bill  could  be  sustained,  he  should 
be  as  willing  as  the  noble  Marquess  him* 
self  to  disfranchise  the  borough  of  Stafford  ; 
but  he  must  request  their  Lordships  not 
to  depart,  on  the  present  occasion,  from 
that  course  of  proceeding  which  they  had 
adopted  in  all  similar  cases.  If  they  did, 
they  would  be  establishing  a  precedent 
which  might  be  applied  to  proceedings 
differing  very  materially  from  that  to 
which  their  Lordships'  attention  was  now 
called.  It  had  never  been  their  Lordships' 
practice  to  disfranchise  any  borough,  ex- 
cept upon  evidence  given  on  oath  at  the 
Bar  of  that  House;  and  he  begged  to 
remind  their  Lordships  of  the  fact,  that  in 
the  present  instance  the  corporation  of 
Stafford  had  caused  a  petition  to  be  pre- 
sented, praying  to  be  heard  by  Counsel 
against  the  Bill,  and  in  opposition  to  the 
allegations  made  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite.  He  objected  to  their  Lordships 
receiving  the  evidence  of  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  for  this  rea- 
son, that  it  had  not  been  given  on  oath, 
and  because  he  knew  instances  of  cases 
made  out,  and  reports  founded  on  such 
evidence,  which  could  not  be  sustained 
before  their  Lordships,  when  the  witnesses 
were  examined  on  oath.  The  Warwick 
Disfranchisement  Bill  was  a  case  of  that 
kind ;  and  so  completely  did  it  fail,  that 
not  a  single  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House  could  be  found  to  oppose  the 
rejection  of  that  measure.  He  would 
mention  another  and  more  recent  case  of 
a  similar  description.  Last  year  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  afler 
hearing  evidence,  were  so  satisfied  that 
bribery  bad  been  committed  by  certain 
parties,  that  his  Majesty's  Attorney  Ge- 
neral was  directed  to  institute  prosecutions 
against  the  guilty  persons.  Those  prose- 
cutions had  lately  been  heard  at  the  last 
Assizes  for  the  county  of  Norfolk,  and 
those  against  whom  the  charges  had  been 
proved  before  the  Committee,  were  tried 
m  the  presence  of  a  Jury  of  their  coun- 
trymen, and  that  Jury  was  completely 
satisfied,  even  without  calling  upon  them 
for  defence,  that  they  were  wholly  guilt- 
kss  of  the  offences  of  which  they  were 
accused.  And  yet  their  Lordships  were 
called  upon  to  yote  for  a  Bill  for  the  dis- 


franchisement of  a  borough  upon  evidence 
such  as  that.  Again,  he  could  not  pro- 
ceed to  pass  that  Bill  unless  bribery  and 
corruption  were  fully  made  out  at  the  last 
election,  for  what  was  the  course  pursued 
in  the  case  of  Warwick ^  as  in  other  cases  ? 
Positive  directions  were  given  by  the 
House  to  confine  the  evidence  taken  upon 
the  case  to  the  last  election,  evidently  im- 
plying, that  unless  bribery  were  proved  at 
the  last  election  they  would  not  pass  the 
Bill.  After  the  observations  which  he  had 
made,  their  Lordships  must  be  satisfied, 
that  the  evidence  was  not  sufHcient  to 
enable  them  to  pass  the  present  Bill ; 
that  it  was  not  sufficient,  first,  because  it 
was  not  upon  oath ;  secondly,  because 
the  oldest  as  well  as  most  recent  expe- 
rience proved  that  such  evidence  was  not 
to  be  trusted.  But  the  noble  Marquess 
had  stated,  that  there  was  further  evi^ 
dence,  evidence  before  a  Committee  of 
that  House.  Upon  that  point  he  could 
only  say,  that  the  evidence  was  liable  to 
the  same  objection  as  the  other  evidence, 
because  it  had  never  been  the  practice  of 
their  Lordships  to  proceed  to  the  dis- 
franchisement of  any  borough  except  upon 
evidence  heard  at  the  Bar  upon  oath.  If 
he  was  sitting  there  judicially,upon  a  ques- 
tion of  depriving  certain  persons  of  any  civil 
rights,  he,  for  one,  should  first  of  all  wish 
personally  to  hear  the  evidence  upon  which 
that  deprivation  was  to  be  made,  because 
circumstances  might  arise  which  would 
induce  him  to  put  questions,  the  answers 
to  which  might  alter  materially  his  view 
of  the  case;  and,  as  a  Judge  then,  he 
would  not  proceed  to  pass  this  Bill  unless 
upon  further  evidence.  In  alluding  to 
the  evidence  that  had  been  produced,  the 
noble  Marquess  appeared  to  forget  that 
the  whole  was  an  ex-par te  proceeding — 
that  the  parties  who  were  accused  were 
never  called  upon,  never  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  meeting  the  charge,  or  of  cross- 
examining  the  witnesses.  Had  their  Lord- 
ships ever  heard  of  a  criminal  proceeding 
against  persons  who  had  not  the  means  of 
defence,  with  no  opportunity  of  cross-ex- 
amining witnesses — a  criminal  proceeding 
upon  mere  ex-parte  evidence  ?  Was  that 
the  idea  of  justice  entertained  by  the 
noble  Marquess — an  hereditary  Judge  and 
Legislator?  But  further,  who  were  the 
witnesses  upon  whose  evidence  the  charge 
rested?  Their  Lordships  would  be  as- 
tonished when  they  learnt  that  he  had 
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looked  at  the  report,  and  had  not  been  able 
to  find  the  name  of  a  single  witness — it 
was  all  anonymous.  He  could  never  then 
bring  himself  to  consent  to  the  disfran- 
rhrsement  of  any  borough  upon  evidence 
of  that  nature.  But  what  was  the  evidence 
itself?  It  contained  some  statements  so 
incredible  in  themselves,  of  a  character  so 
extraordinary,  that  he,  for  one,  must  with- 
hold his  belief  of  them  until  at  least  they 
had  been  more  completely  established. 
Why,  in  that  evidence  a  case  of  the 
grossest  bribery  and  corruption  was  made 
out  against  his  Majesty's  present  Attorney 
General.  Would  he  then  assume  that 
charge,  that  accusation,  to  be  completely 
established  without  affording  to  Mr.  At- 
torney General  the  opportunity  of  appear- 
ing at  the  Bar  of  that  House  to  defend 
himself  from  a  charge  so  grave  ?  He  was 
making  no  rash  and  unfounded  assertion. 
He  would  read  to  their  Lordships  that 
part  of  the  evidence  to  which  be  had 
alluded.  It  was  described  in  the  report  as 
the  evidence  of  a  solicitor,  no  name  what- 
ever being  given.  The  extract  was  to  the 
following  effect : — 

**  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  bribery 
or  corrupt  practices  having  taken  place  at  the 
last  election,  or  at  any  previous  election  for 
Stafford? — Not  at  the  last;  but  at  Sir  John 
Caoapbeirs,  in  1831 .  Do  you  live  in  Stafford  ? 
—I  live  within  the  new  borough.  What  are 
you  ? — I  am  a  solicitor  by  profession.  Do  you 
know  of  voters  being  paid  ?— I  paid  them  my- 
self at  Sir  John  CaropbeU's  election.  In 
what  interest  were  yon  ? — In  Sir  John  Camp- 
bell's.  How  many  did  you  pay  P— 531  out  of 
^5Q,  What  was  the  sum  of  money  paid  ?*- 
3/.  10«.  for  a  single  vote,  and  6/-  for  a  plumper. 
Did  you  pay  every  voter  ? — ^There  were  556 
voters,  and  531  were  paid.  I  paid  them  di- 
rectly after  they  voted  a  part  of  the  money. 
Was  if  promised  them  beforehand  ? — Yes.'* 

That  solicitor,  then,  clearly  imputed  to 
the  Attorney  General  the  infamous  crime 
of  bribery  and  corruption.  He  would  now 
read  to  the  House  part  of  the  evidence  of 
another  anonymous  witness,  described  as 
0  banker,  long  resident  at  Stafford. 
The  evidence  of  this  witness  was  to  the 
effect  that  at  Sir  John  Campbell's  election 
he  (Sir  J.  Campbell)  had  drawn  largely 
upon  their  bank,  in  small  notes  and  coin, 
and  especially  in  silver,  altogether  to  the 
amount  of  between  2,000/.  and  3,000/., 
and  that  there  had  been  at  the  time  no 
entertainment  to  account  for  it.  So  far, 
then,  as  related  to  the  evidence  itself,  it 
irai  impossible  for  their  Lordships  to  pro* 


ceed,  upon  it  alone,  to  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  this  borough.  It  would  be  con- 
irary  to  every  principle  of  justice  to 
deprive  persons  of  their  civil  rights  upon 
charges  from  which  they  had  had  no 
means  of  defence,  and  upon  the  testimony 
of  witnesses  whom  they  had  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  cross-examining.  Upon  those 
grounds,  then,  whatever  might  be  his  opin- 
ion with  respect  to  the  facts  of  the  case, 
he  protested  strongly  against  proceeding 
with  that  measure  contrary  to  their  Lord- 
ships usual  practice,  and  contrary  to  all 
justice.  Upon  those  grounds,  he  could 
not  consent  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  unless  evidence  were  first  heard  at 
the  bar  of  that  House.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  had,  in  a  manner,  suggested  that 
there  existed  bribery  and  corruption  to  a 
certain  extent  at  the  last  election.  It  was 
not  necessary  for  him  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  to 
say  that  there  was  no  evidence  of  such 
being  the  fact.  But  if  that  was  true,  the 
noble  Lord's  course  was  short  and  clear. 
Witnesses  might  be  called  to  the  bar,  the 
case  proved,  and  all  opposition  must  then 
fall.  Until,  however,  that  course  had 
been  pursued,  he  could  not  feel  it  his  doty 
to  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  could  assure  their  Lordships  that  he 
had  no  disposition,  no  wish,  no  interest, 
either  personal  or  political,  to  screen  the 
borough  of  Stafford  from  the  effects  of  its 
delinquency ;  but  he  had  an  interest  in 
supporting  the  rules  and  usages  of  that 
House,  and  preventing  the  establishroent 
of  unjust  and  dangerous  precedents. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said :  having 
been  distinctly  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  part  which  I  took  with  respect 
to  a  Bill  introduced  on  a  former  occasion, 
having  reference  to  the  borough  of  Staf- 
ford, I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  now  to  offer 
to  your  Lordships  a  few  observations.  A 
Bill  was  sent  up  to  your  Lordships  from 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  to  enable 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
administer  oaths  to  certain  witnesses  exa- 
mined before  the  Committee  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  appointed  to  inquire 
into  a  matter  of  bribery  in  the  borough  of 
Stafford.  Your  Lordshipsthonght  fit  to  send 
that  Bill  to  a  Committee  above  stairs,  and 
I  was  one  of  the  members  appointed  upon 
that  Committee.  Your  Committee,  my 
Lords,  examined  witnesses  in  order  to  sea 
whether  it  was  Btting  that  they  should  re* 
commend  the  House  to  past  Ikat  KU| 
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which  was  no  more  than  a  Bill  to  enable 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  examine  on  oath.  [A  noble 
Lord:  To  indemnify  witnesses.]  Yes> 
to  indemnify  witnesses — that  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  "Bill ;  I  had  mistaken.  Your 
Committee,  my  Lords,  having  heard  evi- 
dence upon  the  matter  before  them,  agreed 
to  the  proposition  made  to  them,  end  the 
Bill  was  then  sent  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  That  House,  however,  pro- 
ceeded no  further  upon  the  Bill,  and  there 
the  matter  dropped.  All  I  have  to  say, 
then,  on  that  point  is,  that  I  consented  to 
that  Bill,  founded  upon  the  evidence  which 
I  heard  given  before  that  Committees  but 
if  that  had  been  a  Bill  of  pains  and  penal- 
ties against  the  borough  of  Stafford,  I 
should  have  required  evidence  to  prove 
the  guilt  of -the  borough  of  Stafford  at  the 
bar  of  this  House,  evidence  quite  different 
from  that  which  was  given  before  the 
Committee.  Subsequent  to  that  transac- 
tion the  House  of  Commons  sent  to  your 
Lordships  another  Bill,  having  for  its 
object  the  prevention  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption ;  that  Bill  was  likewise  referred  to 
a  Committee  up  stairs,  of  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  member.  The  Committee 
entered  deeply  and  anxiously  into  the 
question  before  it.  The  noble  Lord  then 
on  the  Woolsack,  the  noble  Viscount  op- 
posite, the  noble  Lord,  the  President  of  the 
Council,  and  many  other  noble  Lords, 
were  attached  to  that  Committee,  and 
they  framed  a  Bill,  by  which  a  method 
was  pointed  out  for  trying  the  question  of 
bribery  in  future,  and  which  contained  a 
clause  to  enable  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed under  the  Bill  to  try  the  particular 
case  of  Stafford.  I  mention  the  fact,  my 
Lords,  to  prove  to  the  House  that  that 
second  Committee  never  considered  the 
case  of  Stafford  concluded  by  the  former 
Bill,  for  they  inserted  a  clause  to  give  the 
Commission  formed  under  the  new  Bill,  to 
which  I  have  adverted,  power  to  try  this 
very  case  of  the  borough  of  Stafford.  The 
House  of  Commons  did  not  think  proper 
to  pass  that  measure,  but  not  having 
thought  proper  to  pass  it,  it  cannot  be 
argued,  that  this  House,  and  above  all, 
that  I  am  bound  by  the  evidence  which 
was  taken  before  the  Committee,  and  must 
■ow  vote  lor  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  I  entirely  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  who  has  just  addressed  the  House. 
I  have  attended  many  Committees  and 
ioqtiirief  b«foi9  Ibit  Houaci  bat  I  never 


feel  more  pain  than  in  attending  these 
inquiries.  The  House  is  aware  that  they 
are  inquiries  upon  Bills  of  pains  and  peuaU 
ties,  and  grievous  it  will  be  for  the  subjects 
of  this  country  if  Bills  of  pains  and  penaU 
ties  are  to  be  allowed  to  pass  this  House 
before  evidence  has  been  heard  at  your 
bar,  to  prove  the  guilt  of  the  party  against 
whom  the  Bill  is  directed.  For  these 
reasons,  my  Lords,  I  cannot  agree  to  pass 
this  Bill  unless  evidence  is  produced  at 
the  bar  of  your  Lordships'  House  to  sub« 
Btantiate  the  charges  upon  which  it  is 
grounded. 

Lord  Holland  said,  it  was  not  his  inten<> 
tion  to  follow  the  noble  Duke  through  his 
speech,  but  there  was  one  point  to  which 
he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Housci 
and  upon  which  he  entirely  differed  from 
the  noble  Duke.  The  noble  Duke  had 
contended  that  this  was  a  Bill  of  pains 
and  penalties,  and,  proceeding,  upon  that 
assumption,  had  argued  with  great  fair- 
ness and  justice ;  but  he  (Lord  Holland) 
contended,  that  in  no  sense  was  the  Bill  a 
judicial  proceeding— in  no  sense  a  Bill  of 
pains  and  penalties.  With  the  original 
Committee,  undoubtedly,  as  the  noble 
Duke  had  rightly  argued,  the  present 
matter  was  not  concluded ;  but  then  there 
was  no  reason  for  further  evidence.  This 
was  not  a  question  of  private  interest^  but 
of  vast  public  importance.  If  then  they 
would  save  the  House  of  Commons  from 
becoming  a  repository  of  bribery,  corrup- 
tion, and  contamination,  they  would  pass 
this  Bill  for  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
borough  of  Stafford,  against  which  such 
flagrant  delinquency  had  been  proved. 
He  thought  he  could  show  to  their  Lord- 
ships that  the  custom  which  prevailed  of 
bearing  evidence  at  the  bar  had  originated 
in  a  mistake,  by  the  6rst  Bill  of  this  nature 
having  been  mixed  up  with  a  real  Bill  of 
pains  and  penalties,  viz.,  a  Bill  which 
charged  certain  persons  with  a  crime, 
named  the  persons  so  charged,  and  allotted 
the  punishment,  not  only  by  the  loss  of  fran- 
chise. [Hear.l  Noble  Lords  cry  out "  Hear," 
— they  would  do  well  to  hear  me  out. 
The  loss  of  franchise,  the  noble  Lord  con- 
tinued, might  be  a  punishment,  though  it 
was  not  the  loss  of  property.  He  never 
would  allow  that  the  franchise  was  pro'- 
perty,  and  the  argument  which  maintained 
it  to  be  property  would  be  the  greater  in* 
ducement  for  the  adoption  of  universal 
suflBrage  and  vote  by  ballot.  It  was  not 
prc^rty,  but  a  Imsti  audi  witbeut  re« 
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ferriog  to  the  Reform  Bill,  but  referring  to 
the  Crown  itself— referring  to  the  House 
of  Commons — it  was  clearly  proved  that  a 
trust  was  revocable  upon  gross  and  fre- 
quent violation.  The  forms  of  that  House 
as  a  Legislature,  were  different  from  its 
judicial  usages*  There  were  undoubtedly 
some  Bills  which  partook  of  a  judicial  na- 
ture, as  Bills  of  pains  and  penalties  and 
private  Bills;  and  the  House  had  laid 
down  for  itself  two  different  modes  of  pro- 
ceeding. In  those  of  a  judicial  nature  the 
House  was  bound  by  those  strict  rules  of 
evidence  and  law  which  had  been  found 
necessary  for  eliciting  the  truth ;  but  in 
legislative  measures  such  was  not  the  case. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  there  were 
not  cases  of  legislative  enactments,  upon 
which  evidence  was  heard  at  the  bar ;  but 
then  they  were  those  in  which  private  and 
individual  interests  were  concerned.  If 
this  measure  had  been  a  Bill  of  pains  and 
penalties  it  would  have  been  in  this,  as  in 
all  other  cases,  the  undoubted  right  of  the 
subject  to  defend  his  property  ;  but  it  was 
not  one  of  that  nature,  and  fortunately  not 
so,  because,  had  that  been  the  case,  that 
House  might  have  been  held  out  as  the 
great  obstacle  to^tting  rid  of  bribery  and 
corruption.  Those  Bills  were,  however, 
not  such  as  to  place  them  in  that  condi- 
tion. The  nature  of  the  evidence  which 
was  before  the  House  would,  he  contended, 
justify  that  House  in  passing  this  Bill; 
and,  looking  upon  the  proceeding  as  a 
legislative,  and  not  a  judicial  one,  he  could 
have  no  hesitation  in  voting  for  the  second 
reading. 

Lord  Ashburton  was  desirous  of  trou- 
bling the  House  with  only  a  few  obser- 
vations upon  the  present  question.  The 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  was 
quite  ready  to  pass  the  present  Bill,  with 
no  further  evidence  than  that  taken  before 
the  Committee,  and  the  general  notoriety. 
That  was  a  conclusion  to  which  he  (Lord 
Ashburton)  at  least  could  not  come,  and 
to  which,  likewise  their  Lordships,  he  was 
sure,  would  not  assent.  The  noble  Lord 
had  argued  that  this  Bill  was  not  a  Bill 
of  pains  and  penalties,  not  a  Bill  to 
deprive  a  subject  of  his  property.  If  it  were 
not  that,  it  was  a  measure  which  would 
deprive  many  individuals  of  what  was  of 
much  more  value  than  property,  in  its 
more  vulgar  meaning,  as  connected  with 
the  pocket.  If  a  Bill  were  brought  into 
Parliament  to  divest  their  Lordships  of 
their  titles  aod  di|;nitie8|  with  what  reason 


could  it  be  argued  that  it  did  not  tlike 
away  any  of  their  property,  that  it  was  do 
Bill  of  pains  and  penalties  ?  Their  Lord- 
ships well  knew  that  in  many  couBtries  the 
deprivation  of  civil  rights  was  a  legal 
and  ordinary  punishment ;  and  if  that  was 
the  case  with  individuals,  it  was  equally  so 
with  towns ;  for  every  one  was  infloeiiced 
by  a  sort  of  attachment  to  the  place  of 
their  residence,  and  felt  a  lively  interest 
in  its  dignity  and  importance,  and  would 
be  sensibly  affected  by  the  disgrace  and 
slur  thrown  upon  it  by  the  loss  of  any  of 
its  privileges.  When,  then,  a  conatita- 
ency  were  deprived  of  any  of  their  civii 
rights,  was  it  enough  that  they  should  be 
told  that  the  ground  of  their  deprivatioa 
was  the  general  notoriety  of  their  delin- 
quency ?  But  he  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  the  noble  Lord's  argu- 
ment ;  for,  before  that  House,  it  was  useless 
to  occupy  time  upon  the  subject.  His 
main  object  in  rising  was  to  learn  what 
precisely  was  the  state  of  the  town  as  re- 
spected its  inhabitancy,  and  the  possibi* 
lity  of  framing  a  proper  constituent  body 
—to  learn,  supposing  the  delinquency  to 
have  been  proved,  whether  that  was  the 
proper  remedy  which  was  proposed  by  the 
present  Bill.  Under  the  old  state  of  Par- 
liamentary Representation,  whenever  cases 
of  bribery  in  the  close  boroughs  were 
brought  before  the  House,  he  almost  in- 
variably voted  for  the  disfranchisement, 
which  he  thought  then  a  remedy  app1tca« 
ble  to  the  evil ;  but  he  entertamed  now, 
under  the  new  system,  very  great  doubts 
as  to  the  propriety  of  such  a  course ;  be- 
cause the  Irishman,  who  took  down  into 
the  country  3,000/.  or  4,O0OZ.,  would  then 
have  it  in  his  power  to  place  any  town  in 
England  in  the  same  predicament  as  the 
borough  of  Stafford.  The  legislature  dare 
not  deal  with  cases  of  large  towns  as  Liver*' 
pool  and  Manchester ;  to  them  it  could 
not  apply  the  principle  of  disfranchisement. 
If,  then,  all  those  towns  thus  open  to 
every  rich  tempter,  were  to  be  disfranchised, 
the  House  of  Commons  would  be  left  com- 
posed of  the  Members  of  counties,  and  of 
large  manufacturing  towns,  without  that 
exceedingly  useful  part  of  the  representa- 
tion, the  Members  for  moderate  sised  towns. 
He  (Lord  Ashburton)  had  no  doubt  that 
there  had  been  great  bribery  in  the  borougb 
of  Stafford.  He  would  not  say  that,  hie 
feeling  was  one  of  such  strong  convic- 
tion as  to  render  further  evidence  unne-* 
cessary ;  but  be  did  entertain  very  aeiiouf 
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doubts  as  to  the  fitness  of  the  remedy  pio- 
posed*  He  was  anxioas  to  know  the  ac- 
tual state  of  the  borough,  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  possible  to  provide  a  pure  and 
pioper  constituency ;  he  did  not  mean  that, 
if  it  could  be  proved  that  the  borough 
continued  in  a  course  of  bribery,  so  as  to 
become  hopelessly  corrupt,  and  the  ver^ 
walls  and  stones  be  contaminated,  it 
should  not  be  disfranchised ;  but  the  rich 
man  was  the  one  who  ought  to  suffer; 
and  wlien  those  tempters  and  bribers  had 
been  taught  a  severe  lesson  it  was  likely 
that  the  towns  would  become  less  corrupt. 
He  had  been  extensively  concerned  in 
electioneering  proceedings ;  and  in  the 
western  counties  of  England,  where  great 
corroption  had  prevailed,  he  had  seen 
towns  entirely  converted,  and  become 
afterwards  as  pure  as  any  in  England — 
towns  which,  if  they  had  been  proceeded 
against,  as  it  was  desired  to  proceed 
against  the  borough  of  Stafford,  would 
have  been  now  locked  out  from  any 
share  in  the  representation  of  the  country. 
He  thought  the  House  ought  not  to  pro- 
ceed without  further  information.  It  was 
well  known  that  in  the  case  of  a  common 
Railroad  Bill  they  would  not  proceed 
without  hearing  evidence  upon  oatn ;  and 
why,  then,  should  they  proceed  in  a 
case  of  disfranchisement  without  equally 
strong  evidence  ?  This  was  the  only  way 
in  which  substantial  justice  could  be 
done. 

Lord  Holland  explained,  and  to  prove 
the  former  state  of  the  borough  of  Stafford, 
adverted  to  an  anecdote  which  he  had 
frequently  heard  from  Mr.  Sheridan  him- 
self. Mr.  Sheridan,  as  was  well  known, 
had  represented  the  borough  of  Stafford. 
On  one  occasion,  when  the  election  was 
over,  he  and  a  party  of  his  friends  and 
supporters,  met  a  body  of  the  electors  at 
dinner.  After  dinner  the  toast  of  **  Parlia- 
mentary Reform  "  was  proposed — a  toast 
at  which,  as  Mr.  Sheridan  used  to  observe, 
he  trembled,  fearing  it  would  not  be  po- 
pular in  such  a  place.  His  astonishment 
and  delight  were  very  great,  however,  to 
find  it  received  with  the  utmost  enthusiasm. 
When  it  had  been  drunk,  a  gentleman  of 
Stafford  rose  and  said,  that  it  had  afforded 
him  the  highest  gratification  to  hear  that 
toast  proposed,  for,  under  the  existing 
system,  there  were  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons some  men  so  mean,  so  base,  so  lost 
to  all  sense  of  decency,  as  to  suffer  them- 
selves to  b?  elected  without  putting  in  the 


pockets  of  their  voters  even  a  single  half- 
crown. 

The  Earl  of  WinckUsea  could  not  con- 
sent to  deprive  a  large  body  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen  of  their  rights,  unless  the 
guilt  alleged  against  them  were  proved 
and  substantiated  beyond  the  possibility 
of  doubt.  Notwithstanding  the  assurance 
of  the  noble  Baron,  the  present  measure 
did  seem  to  him  to  be  a  Bill,  and  a  very 
severe  Bill,  of  pains  and  penalties.  It  was 
many  years  since  the  evidence  had  been 
first  tsdcen,  and  he  was  not  yet  sure  but 
that  an  entirely  new  constituency  might 
have  since  arisen  in  Stafford;  in  which 
case,  if  they  proceeded  without  additional 
information,  they  would  actually  be  pun- 
ishing the  present  generation  for  the  sins 
committed  by  their  fathers. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  observed,  that 
although  many  noble  Lords  had  objected 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  yet  not 
one  noble  Lord  had  proposed  any  other 
course  of  proceeding. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  thought  he  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  that  coun- 
sel should  be  permitted  to  attend  at  their 
Lordships'  bar  to  examine  witnesses  in  sup- 
port of  the  preamble  of  the  Bill,  ^nd  that 
the  petitioners  should  be  heard  before  the 
second  reading. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  continued:  this 
was  a  most  unfortunate  case,  certainly,  for 
those  who  contended  that  the  elective 
franchise  was  not  to  be  considered  in  the 
nature  of  property ;  for,  judging  from  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  clearly  appeared  that  those 
who  enjoyed  the  elective  franchise  at 
Stafford  had  taken  great  care  to  convert  it 
into  property.  The  evidence  supported 
this  conclusion.  One  witness  was  asked 
to  name  any  individuals  who  had  given 
their  votes  without  having  been  bribed ; 
and  after  a  great  deal  of  hesitation  and 
difficulty,  he  mentioned  the  names  of  five 
persons  who,  as  he  believed,  had  not  been 
bribed ;  but  he  could  only  name  those 
five.  Now  that  representation  might  be 
false ;  still  their  Lordships  could  not  avoid 
taking  one  of  two  courses.  They  must 
either  agree  to  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  or  else  they  must  take  some  steps  to 
acertain  whether  that  statement  were 
true  or  not.  Another  witness  was  asked 
whether  he  thought  that  a  large  portion 
of  the  electors  had  been  bribed,  and  his 
answer  was,  that  a  large  majority  of  them 

bad  been  so.    He  was  then  asked|  **  Tq 
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what  extent— from  seventy-Ave  out  of; 
100? — Answer:  No  doubt  of  that/  Ques- 
tioti:  Nifiety*five  oot  of  100? — Answer: 
Not  quite  so  many  ae  that ;  but  I  have  not 
oome  prepared  with  an  arithmetical  state- 
ment, and  therefore  cannot  say  whether 
the  proportion  is  seventy- five  or  ninety- 
five  out  of  100."  Surely  evidence  of  such 
a  description  called  for  some  measure  on 
the  part  of  the  Legislature.  But  whatever 
course  their  Lordships  might  pursue,  he 
was  most  anxious  that  there  should  be  no 
misapprehension  as  to  the  principle  on 
which  this  Bill  was  brought  forward,  or 
the  terms  which  had  been  applied.  Some 
of  their  Lordships  had  designated  it  as  a 
Bill  of  pains  and  penalties.  He  denied 
that  it  was  so,  if  he  understood  those  terms. 
It  was  true  such  bills  had,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, been  so  dealt  wkh  on  former  occa- 
sions, when  the  parties  who  would  be 
affected  by  their  provisions  were  allowed 
to  be> heard  at  their  Lordships'  bar;  but 
it  was  impossible  for  any  noble  Lord  con- 
stitutionally to  contend,  that  a  Bill  to  dis- 
franchise a  whole  borough,  on  a  general 
principle  of  Reform,  was  such  a  bill  of  pains 
and  penalties  as  to  require  a  case  of  indi- 
vidual deliuquency  to  be  established  upon 
oath,  before  the  Legislature  could  justifi- 
ably pass  it.  If,  for  instance,  Parliament 
should  think  that,  in  a  particular  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  certain  individuals 
who  were  called  forty-shilling  freeholders 
were  persons  who  ought  not  to  be  intrusted 
with  the  elective  franchise,  because  they 
were  too  much  exposed  to  be  corrupted 
by  bribery  and  undue  influence,  would  a 
Bill  depriving  those  persons  of  the  fran- 
chise be  a  Bill  of  pains  and  penalties  ?  If 
so,  what  were  their  Lordships  in  that  case 
to  do  ? — were  they  to  have  all  those  indi- 
Tidnals  brought  to  their  Lordships'  bar  for 
examination  ?  That  was  a  course  for 
which  no  one  would  contend,  and  yet 
where  was  the  distinction  between  a  Bill 
of  such  a  description  and  the  Bill  now 
before  their  Lordships  ?  The  fbrty-shil- 
ling  freeholders,  no  doubt,  appreciated 
both  the  honour  and  the  advantage  of  ex- 
ercising the  elective  franchise,  and  yet 
their  disfranchisement  was  never  called  a 
Bill  of  pains  and  penalties.  Why,  then, 
was  a  Bill  applicable  ioA  particular  town 
only  to  be  considered  so  ?  The  elective 
franchise  was  not  to  be  considered  as  pro- 
perty in  anyother  light ;  for  beyond  all  ques- 
tion, it  was  a  public  trusL  It  was  a  trust 
reposed  in  a  certain  class  of  iodividuala  to 


be  exercised  for  the  benefit  of  the  paUic 
If  they  ceased  to  use  it  for  the  public 
benefit,  then  the  ParliamenUhad  a  right  to 
deprive  them  of  the  power  confided  to 
them.  It  was  in  this  light  that  Bills  of 
disfranchisement  had  always  been  consi* 
dered,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
wise,  or  just,  or  expedient,  after  the 
length  of  time  which  had  elapsed,  and  the 
various  instances  that  had  occurred,  daring 
which  Bills  of  this  description  had  been  so 
considered,  for  Parliament  now  to  depart 
from  that  course.  There  was  nothing 
contained  in  the  evidence  relating  to  the 
case  of  the  borough  of  Stafford  so  peoU'< 
liar  in  its  nature  as  to  justify  any  depar- 
ture from  the  course  which  Parliament  had 
hitherto  invariably  pursued. 

Lord  Abinger  observed,  that  almost  all 
former  Bills  of  this  kind  had  been  consi- 
dered in  the  nature  of  a  punishment  for 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  voters. 
Now,  men  ought  not  to  be  punished  for 
an  offence  without  having  a  fair  trial.  la 
this  case  the  electors  of  Stafford  bad  not 
had  an  opportunity  to  cross-examine  the 
witnesses  produced  before  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  There  was 
something  rather  mysterious  in  the  pro* 
ceedings  of  the  parties  who  promoted  the 
inquiry  before  that  Committee.  They  .first 
petitioned  against  the  return  of  the  sitting 
Members;  they  afterwards  abandoned 
that  petition,  and  then  instituted  a  Par- 
liamentary inquiry  into  the  corruption  that 
took  place  at  the  election  of  the  sitting 
Members.  He  never  could  understand 
why  those  parties  allowed  the  sitting 
Members  to  retain  their  seats,  which  they 
affirmed  were  obtained  by  corruption,  and 
yet  afterwards  made  application  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  that  corruption* 

Lord  lAfndhurst  begged  to  move,  by  way 
of  an  amendment,  that  all  the  words  in  the 
motion  after  the  word  ''  that"  be  left  out, 
and  the  following  words  added : — ''  This 
House  do  proceed  with  the  examination 
of  witnesses  to  prove  the  preamble  of  the 
Bill ;  and  that,  before  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  the  petitioners,  being  electors 
of  the  borough  of  Stafford,  be  heard  by 
themselves,  counsel  or  agents,  on  the  mat- 
ters contained  in  the  said  petition." 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  was  not 
disposed  to  agree  to  the  proposition  of  the 
noole  and  learned  Baron  who  had  just  sat 
down.  The  noble  and  learned  Baron  had 
observed,  that  the  Bill  was  a  Bill  of  paina 
and  (lenaltiQs;  but  be  lodttd  upon  il  as  t 
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necesHnry  measure  of  reform,  called  for  by 
misGonduct  on  the  part  of  the  electors  of 
the  borough  of  Stafford.  It  bad  been 
proved  to  his  satisfaction,  and  to  the  satis- 
factioD  of  many  noble  Lords^  that  bribery, 
to  a  great  extent,  prevailed  two  or  three 
years  ago  in  the  election  for  that  borough; 
and,  therefore,  the  borough  ought  to  be 
reformed,  and  the  right  to  return  Memberd 
be  taken  away  from  it,  for  the  purpose  of 
improving  the  constituency  of  England. 
If  the  Bill  were  a  Bill  of  pains  and  penal- 
ties, the  parties  would  never  have  the  right 
of  voting  again  in  England,  let  them  reside 
in  what  part  of  it  they  might;  but  if  the 
franchise  of  Stafford  were  taken  away,  any 
one  of  the  electors  possessing  property  in 
Yorkshire,  or  Middlesex,  or  any  other  part, 
wottld  have  the  elective  franchise,  and  ex- 
ercise it  accordingly.  What  principle 
would  theif  Lordships  establish,  if  they 
said  that  evidence,  given  before  a  Select 
Committee,  was  not  entitled  to  the  aame 
credit  as  if  it  was  delivered  on  oath  at  the 
Bar  of  this  House  }  Why  give  those  Com- 
mittees power  to  examine  witnesses  upon 
oath,  if  not  to  legislate  upon  the  evidence 
taken  before  them  ?  He  thought  the  evi- 
dence was  of  such  a  nature  as  to  satisfy 
every  person,  of  whatever  party  he  might 
be,  that  the  case  of  Stafford  was  not  of  a 
judicial  nature.  The  franchise  was  a  trust, 
as  the  privileges  of  their  Lordships  were  a 
trust,  and  they  were  liable  to  reform. 
[Lord  Lyndhurst:  not  without  being 
heard.]  He  was  not  sure  of  that.  How 
were  the  Irish  and  Scotch  Peers  heard  at 
the  time  of  passing  the  Act  of  Succession  ? 
Did  any  one  think  of  calling  the  Duke  of 
Savoy  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  ?  Indeed, 
be  bad  been  informed  that  the  Duke  ap- 
plied to  be  heard,  and  was  refused.  In' 
instituting  this  comparison,  he  had  an 
authonty,  always  admitted  of  great  weight 
with  this  House,  that  of  the  late  Lord 
Liverpool,  who  was  no  rash  reformer.  Lord 
Liverpool  said,  he  considered  the  right  of 
election  to  be  held,  not  for  private  benefit, 
bat  as  a  pnblic  trust,  he  admitted  that  it 
was  an  advantageous  privilege  to  the  indi- 
vklual  who  enjoyed  it,  and  for  that  reason 
he  would  never  vote  jfor  the  disfranchise- 
ment  of  any  borough  on  the  ground  of 
expediency  alone,  althoogh,  if  a  case  of 
corruption  shonld  be  proved,  he  would 
have  no  hesitation  in  giving  his  vote  for 
dwfranchisanent.  It  was  the  same  with 
the  rights  of  their  Lordships;  as  Peers, 

tkajr  held  their  esats,  not  for  their  owq 


benefit,  but  for  the  benefit  of  the  public  * 
and  if  they  abused  that  privilege,  they 
were  liable  to  be  deprived  of  the  privilege, 
the  same  as  the  electors  of  a  borough,  if 
they  abused  the  elective  franchise.  That 
was  the  question  at  issue  between  the  noble 
and  learned  Baron  and  himself.  He  was 
sorry  to  see  any  disposition  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  agree  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Baron  in  calling  for  evidenoe.  His 
opinion  was,  that  sufiicient  evidence  bad 
already  been  given,  and  that  both  time 
and  money  might  be  saved  in  proceeding 
at  once  to  pass  this  Bill.  The  noble  and 
learned  Baron  said,  he  wanted  to  know 
whether  a  new  and  good  constituency 
might  not  now  be  obtained  in  the  borough? 
The  course  proposed  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Baron  was  rather  an  expensive 
mode  of  obtaining  that  information.  But, 
should  there  be  no  evidence  of  corruption 
at  the  last  election,  a  sufficient  case  had 
already  been  made  out  against  the  borough, 
and  a  death*bed  repentance  ought  not  to 
entitle  the  parties  to  an  amnesty  for  former 
crimes. 

The  original  motion  negatived;  and 
amendment  agreed  to. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 

Friday,  April  15,   1836. 

Mm  ima.]  Petttkni  pmientfld.  By  Mr.  Qodlbwi,  from 
Um  Clergy  of  Middletez,  «nd  Um  Diocew  of  London, 
against  Uie  Manriafes'  BUI ;  and  J^iaiaat  Uie  Rfgiah-ation  of 
Births,  Ajc,  BilU 

Flogoino  in  THE  Armt.]  Mr. 
Thomas  Duncombe  rose,  as  the  Order  of 
the  Day  vras  about  to  be  moved,  and  said, 
that  before  the  House  went  into  public 
business,  be  hoped  for  a  few  minutes'  in- 
dulgence whibt  he  made  a  statement  un« 
portant  to  himself,  and  of  some  conse* 
quence  also  to  the  military  profession^ 
which  it  was  thought  by  some  be  had  most 
unjustly  attacked  by  casting  upon  it  an 
unmerited  stigma.  Dormg  the  debate 
last  night  on  the  Mutiny  Bill,  he  had  called 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  at  War  to 
circumstances  of  which  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  apprised,  and  which 
had  frequently  occurred  in  the  army  in 
the  punishment  of  soldiers.  On  referring^ 
to  the  newspapers  of  this  morning,  Ims 
found  that  they  all  nearly  concurred  in 
the  representation  of  what  he  had  said, 
but  that  there  might  be  no  mistake  as  to 
the  statement  upon  whicb  he  was  ready  to 
standi  he  bad  selected  the  report  in  oae 
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newspaper  adverse  to  his  own  politics, 
which  had  also  thought  fit  to  comment 
upon  it  in  no  very  flattering  terms,  and, 
with  the  leave  of  the  House,  he  would 
read  what  there  appeared  : — 

''  The  numher  of  lashes  was  fixed  hy  a  ge- 
neral order  from  the  Horse  Guards,  but  per- 
haps the  noble  Lord  did  not  know  that  the 
quantity  did  not  in  all  cases  constitute  the 
torture  of  the  punishment,  and  that  it  was 
compounded  not  alone  of  the  number  of 
lashes,  but  of  the  mode  and  of  the  time  in 
which  they  were  inflicted.  He  (Mr.  Dun- 
combe)  had  been  informed  that  there  were 
commanding  oflBcers  in  the  service  who,  consi- 
dering on  some  occasions  the  sentence  of 
general  Courts-martial  too  lenient,  had  evaded 
them  by  ordering  the  fifty  lashes  (he  would  sup- 
pose that  number  to  be  the  punishment 
awarded)  to  be  inflicted  in  minute  or  half- 
minute  time,  [crim  of  name,*^  and  '*  no^  yio.'*] 
Thus  making  a  punishment  which  should  last 
no  longer  than  five  minutes  occupy  at  least 
an  hour,  in  some  cases  considerably  more. 
However  hon.  Members  might  differ  with 
him  on  the  subject  of  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  he  (Mr  Duncombe)  was  sure  that  there 
would  be  no  disagreement  between  him  and 
them  as  to  the  opiuion  that  such  a  disgraceful 
and  degrading  practice  should  be  discontinued. 
That  could  not  be  done  unless  the  discretion 
of  administering  punishment  was  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of  commanding  officers.  He,  there- 
fore, begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  the  circumstance,  to  the  end  that,  as 
the  butchering  system  of  flogging  was  to  be 
persevered  in,  the  punishment  awarded  under 
Its  provisions  should  be  inflicted  in  the  shortest 
possible  period." 

He  believed  that  such  was  nearly  the  sub* 
stance  of  what  he  had  said,  and  having 
said  it,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Nottingham  (Sir  Ronald  Fer- 
guson) rose  in  his  place,  and  called  upon 
him  to  name  the  officer.  He  (Mr.  Thomas 
Duncombe)  believed  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  observed,  that  if  such 
an  officer  as  he  had  described  existed  in 
the  British  army,  he  should  say,  '<  in  God's 
name,  get  rid  of  him  at  once.''  His  right 
hon.  Friend  near  him  (Mr.  Gutlar  Fergus- 
•on)  had  also  called  upon  him  to  name  the 
ofiender,  but  he  (Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe) 
bad  declined  to  give  up  his  authority,  be- 
cause he  did  not  feel  justified  in  doing  so. 
With  regard  to  the  individual  who  had 
first  called  his  attention  to  the  subject  yes- 
terday, he  was  not  now  prepared  to  give 
up  his  name ;  but  that  gentleman,  whom 
he  had  not  since  seen,  would  very  likely 
come  forward  of  his  own  accord.  He  had 
)Mt  night  been  recjaired   to  go  to  the 
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Horse  Guards  and  to  mention  the  name  of 
the  individual  to  the  Commander-in-chief. 
To  that  course  he  decidedly  objected.  He 
had  made  his  statement  in  the  face  of  the 
House,  and  in  the  face  of  the  House  he 
was  prepared  to  substantiate  it.  If  the 
House  now  called  upon  him  to  name  the 
officer  to  whom  he  had  alluded  last  night. 
Be  was  prepared  to  do  so.  He  had  not 
done  so  last  night,  because  he  would  at  all 
times  rather  subject  himself  to  every  kind 
of  taunt  and  reproach  than  be  accused  of 
anything  liice  a  breach  of  private  confi- 
dence. He  would  begin  by  naming  the 
man  who  was  flogged  in  the  way  he  had 
stated.  His  name  was  Ingram,  a  gunner 
in  the  Artillery  service.  This  individual 
had  not  only  been  flogged  in  the  manner 
he  had  described,  but  there  were  other 
circumstances  of  aggravation.  A  Court- 
martial  was  sitting  at  Honduras,  in  the 
year  1820,  upon  another  soldier.  The 
sentence  upon  that  offender  was  300  lashes, 
and  it  had  been  carried  into  effect  in  the 
usual  manner;  but  during  the  time  the 
Court  was  sitting  Colonel  George  Arthur 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  president,  which 
was,  and  the  hon.  Member  read,  as  fol- 
lows : — 


'^  Government-house,  Belize,  Feb.  15, 1820. 

'^  Sir — A  crime  having  been  sent  in  against 
gunner  Ingram,  of  the  detachment  Royal  Ar« 
tillery,  I  have  also  required  him  to  be  brought 
before  the  Court  of  which  you  are  president, 
and  as  this  most  incorrigible  bad  soldier  has 
several  times  been  placed  in  solitary  confine- 
meot  without  any  good  effect,  the  same  obser* 
vations  which  I  made  to  you  with  respect  to 
the  other  prisoner  will  apply  to  htm,  provided 
he  is  found  guiliy  to  the  extent  of  the  crime 
with  which  he  is  charged. — I  have  the  honour 
to  be,  Sir,  your  most  obedient,  humble  ser<« 
vant, 

"GEORGE  ARTHUR, 

Lieut.-Col.  Commandant. 

"  To  Major  Bradley,  President  of  the  Court- 
martial,  &c.'* 

The  eunner  Ingram  was  found  guilty,  and 
two  hundred  lashes  were  awarded,  but 
with  this  circumstance  of  aggravation : — 
on  the  15th  of  February,  Ingram  was 
brought  before  the  Court-martial,  but  as 
he  seemed  in  a  very  bad  state  of  health 
the  Court  ordered  the  surgeon  to  examine 
him  ,  the  report  was,  that  he  was  not  in  a 
fit  state  to  be  tried,  and  the  roan  was  sent 
to  the  hospital.  In  a  fortnight  or  three 
weeks  afterwards  it  was  reported  that  In- 
gram was  sufficiently  recovered :  he  was 

brought  to  trial|  foaod  guilty,  and  leo* 
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tenced  to  200  lashes.  The  sentence  was 
carried  into  execution,  but  Colonel  Arthur 
in  a  most  unusual  manner  (for  it  was  ge- 
nerally left  to  thecommandingofficer)  came 
down  to  the  parade  to  see  Ingram  flogged, 
and  he  ordered  that  the  punishment  should 
be  inflicted  by  what  was  called  *'  the  tap 
of  the  drum."  The  House  might  not  be 
aware  that  the  drum  was  not  unfrequently 
used ;  he  (Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe)  had 
had  the  misfortune  to  see  the  sentences  of 
Courts-martial  carried  into  execution,  and 
sometimes,  in  order  that  the  cries  of  the 
sufferer  might  not  be  heard  beyond  the 
barracks,  the  drum  was  ordered  to  roll. 
In  this  instance  it  was  used  for  a  different 
purpose ;  the  man  was  ordered  to  be  flogged 
in  quarter  or  half-minute  time,  that  time 
being  noted  by  the  tap  of  the  drum,  the 
brigade-majpr  holding  his  watch  in  his 
hand.  He  (Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe)  had 
seen  500  lashes  given  in  twenty  or  twenty- 
five  minutes ;  but  what  time  did  the  House 
think  was  occupied  in  executing  the  sen- 
tence upon  Ingram  ? — an  hour  and  a  half. 
He  did  not  want  to  have  Colonel  Arthur 
dismissed  or  cashiered  for  his  conduct; 
he  had  mentioned  his  name  for  no  such 

Eurpose  ;  but  having  been  called  upon  in 
is  own  vindication  to  state  the  case,  he 
hoped  he  had  justified  himself  in  the  hce 
of  the  House  and  of  the  public,  and  he 
now  dared  any  party  to  the  trial  of  the 
facts. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergusson  had  thought  that 
this  was  a  case  totally  different  from  that 
now  stated  to  the  House,  for  he  had  ex- 
pected that  the  serious  complaint  of  the 
lion.  Member  would  have  referred  to  a  fact 
committed  subsequently  to  the  period  at 
which  the  order  restricting  the  number  of 
lashes  to  be  inflicted  had  been  issued.  He 
considered^  that  this  case  ought  to  have 
been  made  the  subject  of  investigation 
immediately  after  the  time  when  it  oc- 
curred. He,  for  one,  would  never  advise 
that  any  officer  should  be  dismissed  with- 
out having  been  heard  in  his  defence. 
It  was  most  extraordinary  that,  amidst  all 
the  complaints  made  against  Colonel  Ar- 
thur for  so  many  years — and  there  was 
hardly  one  of  these  which  had  not  been 
raked  up  to  be  brought  before  the  House 
— this  was  the  first  occasion  on  which  the 
present  case  had  ever  been  mentioned.  It 
was  singular  that  this  accusation  should 
never  have  become  the  subject  of  a  prac- 
tical inquiry.  He  had  expected  that  the 
charge  brought  by  the  hon.  Member  would 


have  been  directed  against  some  officer  la 
command  of  a  regiment,  who  had  been  re- 
stricted by  the  order  be  had  mentioned  to 
a  particular  number  of  lashes,  and  who 
had  prolonged  the  punishment  to  lengthen 
the  suffering  of  the  criminal,  because  he 
had  no  power  to  inflict  a  number  suf- 
ficient to  satisfy  what  he  thought  the  case 
deserved.  Now,  in  1820,  a  Court-martial 
had  a  rieht  to  inflict  any  number  of 
lashes  it  pleased,  and  therefore  there  could 
be  no  reason  for  protracting  the  punish- 
ment in  order  to  augment  the  physical 
suff*erings  of  the  person  who  underwent  it. 
He  had  thought  that  the  charge  of  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  referred  to  a 
case  of  recent  date,  to  an  individual 
against  whom  proceedings  by  Court-mar- 
tial might  have  been  instituted.  He 
thought,  that  though  the  hon.  Member 
had  relieved  himself  from  the  obligation 
under  which  he  lay,  and  carried  out  the 
assertion  he  had  made,  this  was  not  a  case 
for  immediate  inquiry. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  made  out  a  case  such 
as  he  had  stated  on  the  evening  before-^ 
a  case  where  a  commanding  officer  had, 
for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  leniency  of 
the  recent  amelioration  in  military  punish- 
ments, measured  out  the  time  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  prolong  the  suffering  of  the 
individual  punished,  he  (Sir  Henry  Har- 
dinge) should  certainly  think  it  was  a 
case  calling  for  investigation  before  the 
military  authorities ;  and  he  had  expressed 
his  opinion  of  such  a  case  as  strongly  as 
any  other  hon.  Member.  He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  fully  justified  for 
the  assertions  he  had  made,  and  at  the 
same  time  he  begged  leave  to  say,  that  if 
this  were  a  case  where  any  friend  of  bis 
was  concerned,  notwithstanding  fiileen 
years  had  elapsed  since  the  period,  not 
another  hour  should  pass  over  without  his 
demanding  an  investigation.  He  ought 
to  say,  though  he  did  not  himself  person- 
ally know  Colonel  Arthur,  nor  had  any 
occasion  to  know  him,  that  that  officer 
bore  a  very  high  reputation,  and  he  was 
satisfied,  that  as  soon  as  he  heard  of  the 
charge  now  made  against  him,  he  would 
be  anxious  to  meet  it  by  a  court  of  inquiry, 
or  some  other  means,  if  the  law  prevented 
him  from  doing  so  by  a  Court-martial. 
These  were  his  sentiments,  and  as  the 
matter  could  not  rest  here,  he  should  not 
make  any  further  observations. 
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Sir  RmM  Ferguson  perfectly  agreed 
with  the  right  bon.  Baronet.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
had  been  fully  borne  out  in  what  he  had 
advanced  in  the  debate  of  the  preceding 
night. 

Sir  Oeorge  Orey  was  sure,  from  what 
he  knew  of  Colonel  Arthur,  that  as  soon 
as  he  heard  of  the  charge  brought  against 
him,  he  would  anxiously  desire  that  it 
should  be  thoroughly  investigated. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  had  said,  that  if  any 
friend  of  his  were  concerned  in  it,  he 
should  be  most  anxious  that  the  charge 
should  be  inquired  into.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Hame)  did  not  consider  that  the  matter 
should  be  left  to  the  friends  of  any  indi- 
vidual. He  thought  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  public  officers  of  Government  not 
to  pass  it  over. 

Mr.  Ooulhurn  wislied  only  to  add  one 
word  to  this  discussion.  He  would  im- 
plore the  House,  therefore,  as  the  officer 
concerned  was  at  so  great  a  distance,  to 
refrain  from  any  further  allusion  to  his 
conduct.  He  was  sure,  that  that  officer 
would  be  the  first  to  demand  an  investiga- 
tion into  the  charges  brought  against  him. 

Subject  dropped. 

Business — Policy  of  Russia.]]  Lord 
John  Russell  said,  that  before  he  moved 
the  order  of  the  day,  as  his  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Lancaster  had  said  that  he 
would  persevere  in  the  motion  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  he  wished  to  state  what 
was  the  position  in  which  he  stood,  and  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  stood,  respecting 
this  question.  It  was  his  intention,  as  he 
had  stated  before  Easter,  to  proceed  on 
this  day  with  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bills  for  the  registration  of  births  and  the 
celebration  of  marriages.  He  had  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  these  Bills  early  in 
the  month  of  February,  and  that  on  the 
registration  of  births  had  been  ordered  to 
be  printed  on  the  1 7th  of  February.  They 
were  Bills  on  the  subject  of  which  great 
interest  was  excited  among  the  Dissenters, 
end  the  Government  had  been  often 
asked,  for  several  years  past,  to  interfere 
and  remedy  the  grievances  they  were 
intended  to  remove.  In  the  course  of  last 
year  he  had  been  very  much  pressed  by 
those  representing  the  Dissenting  body  to 
bring  forward  measures  for  their  relief; 
but  on  his  representing  the  impossibility 
of  passing  them  through  the  House  in  the 


then  state  of  public  business,  they  h«d, 
with  the  utmost  fairness  and  honourable 
feeling,  acceded  to  the  delay,  with  a  strong 
expreuion  of  hope,  however,  that  Govern- 
ment would  introduce  some  measure  on 
this  subject  early  in  the  present  Session. 
Having  now  brought  those  Bills  forward 
as  early  as  he  possibly  could,  and  after 
other  business  of  importance  had  been 
disposed  of,  having  given  notice  before 
Easter  that  he  would  on  this  evening  pro- 
pose their  second  reading,  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart)  interposed, 
and  would  not  permit  the  order  of  the 
day  to  be  read  without  going  into  the 
general  subject  of  what  he  called  **  the 
aggressions  of  Russia."  To  the  bringing 
of  that  question  before  the  House  hk 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  had  not,  on  former 
occasions,  presented  any  unreasonable  ob- 
stacle. It  might  have  come  under  dis- 
cussion on  the  first  day  of  the  Session,  in 
the  debate  upon  the  answer  to  the  King's 
speech  ;  it  might  naturally  have  been 
brought  under  consideration  in  the  debate 
on  the  navy  estimates ;  and  a  noble  Lord 
(D.  Stuart),  the  Member  for  Arundel, 
thought  fit  to  bring  forward  a  special 
motion  on  the  subject,  when  the  whole 
question  was  gone  into,  and  a  most  elabo- 
rate statement,  historically  as  well  as  with 
reference  to  its  more  novel  circumstances 
at  the  present  time,  was  submitted  to  the 
House.  Upon  a  subsequent  occasion, 
too,  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Stratford 
Canning),  upon  the  reception  of  intelli- 
gence respecting  Cracow,  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  subject  t  and,  as 
the  intelligence  had  but  recently  been  re- 
ceived, and  the  postponement  of  the 
question  might  possibly  deprive  it  of  its 
interest,  he  had  purposely  moved  the  order 
of  the  day  for  supply,  in  order  to  enable 
the  question  to  be  raised,  and  accordingly 
the  debate  occupied  the  whole  evening. 
Having  thus  afforded  every  possible  opporr 
tunity  for  the  discussion  of  this  question, 
he  thought  he  had  some  ground  in  reason 
and  right  to  ask  his  hon.  Friend,  for  the 
sake  of  the  public  interests,  as  well  as  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House,  not  to  per- 
severe in  bringing  it  again  forward  on  the 
present  occasion.  Undoubtedly  his  hon. 
Friend  had  a  right  to  take  his  own  course, 
but  he  could  not  see  that  any  urgency 
existed  to  justify  him  in  persevering;  and 
if  every  Gentleman  were  to  insist  on  his 
extreme  right,  he  might  be  obliged  to 
adopt  a  course  which  would^  he  feared,  be 
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most  incoDvenient  to  the  House — for  in- 
stance, when  any  hon.  Member  got  up  to 
move  on  Tuesdays  or  Thursdays,  it  would 
be  competent  for  him  to  say  he  had  an 
order  of  the  day  of  urgent  importance,  and 
move  as  an  amendment,  that  the  orders  of 
the  day  be  read,  thus  setting  aside  or  in- 
definitely postponing  motions,  just  as  his 
hon.  Friend's  course  would  the  orders  of 
the  day.  It  was,  therefore,  obviously  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  that  he 
wished  bis  hon.  Friend  not  to  persevere, 
and  allow  this  question,  having  reference 
to  the  Dissenters'  grievances,  which  was 
one  of  so  much  domestic  interest  and 
g^eat  public  importance,  to  be  proceeded 
with.  He  might  then  give  notice  for  some 
other  day,  when  the  general  subject  of 
Russia,  involving  so  many  questions  of 
foreign  policy,  might  be  conveniently 
brought  forward  without  interfering  with 
Bills  not  important  merely  for  the  sake  of 
the  Ministry  but  to  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  in  the  country.  He  begged  leave 
to  move  that  the  order  of  the  day  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Registration  of 
Births  and  Marriages  Bill  be  now  read. 

Mr.  Patrick  M,  Stewart  said,  he  should 
have  offered  no  opposition  to  the  noble 
Lord's  request  had  he  not  felt  himself 
compelled,  by  the  present  state  of  the 
question,  to  persevere  in  his  motion.  No 
doubt  there  had  already  been  two  discus- 
sions on  the  subject  in  the  course  of  the 
last  two  months,  but  its  aspect  had,  in  the 
interval  which  had  since  elapsed,  ma- 
terially changed  for  the  worse ;  and  every 
day  new  circumstances  were  occurring  to 
-render  it  more  necessary  that  the  attention 
of  Government  should  be  called  to  the 
question,  in  order  duly  to  impress  them 
with  the  serious  responsibility  which  de- 
volved upon  them  in  consequence  of  the 
events  which  unfortunately  were  still  tak- 
ing place  in  the  East  of  Europe.  Peti- 
tions were  now  waiting  to  be  presented 
from  every  individual  of  character  in  this 
country  connected  with  the  trade  of  Tur- 
key, praying  for  that  very  discussion  of 
which  he  was  the  humble  advocate.  On 
the  two  former  occasions  no  definite  or 
practical  conclusion  had  been  come  to 
from  which  any  benefit  could  arise ; 
whereas  it  would  be  his  endeavour  to 
bring  home  to  the  Government  the  state 
of  jeopardy  in  which  our  foreign  relations 
stood,  and  practically  fix  them  with  the 
responsibility  of  what  is  now  occurring  in 
the  East,    mi  if  it  should  appear  to  be 


the  sense  of  hon.  Members  present  that 
he  ought  not  at  present  to  persevere  in  his 
motion,  he  would  be  the  last  person  to 
contravene  their  wishes  in  that  respect; 
but  differing  as  he  did  from  the  noble 
Lord  as  to  the  comparative  importance  of 
that  subject  which  he  had  taken  in 
hand  —  regarding  it  as  paramount  to 
many  of  those  home  subjects  which  so 
frequently  engrossed  their  attention — he 
did  think  it  most  important  that  they 
should,  before  the  Session  was  much  fur- 
ther advanced,  come  to  some  cool  and 
mature  determination  with  respect  to  it. 
He  therefore  felt  most  reluctant  to  give 
way.  [Cries  of  "  Withdraw."]  He  felt 
quite  at  a  loss  what  to  do.  [Renewed 
cries  of  "Withdraw."] 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  invite  an  observation  on 
the  position  in  which  he  found  himself. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  himself  furnished  a  most  con- 
clusive reason  why  he  should  adopt  the 
course  recommended  by  the  noble  Lord. 
In  reply  to  the  noble  Lord's  observation, 
that  the  question  had  already  undergone 
discussion  on  two  recent  occasions,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  those  discus- 
sions led  to  no  practical  result,  and  he 
proposed  that  the  present  discussion 
should  lead  to  such  a  result.  If  that  was 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
should  say,  let  them  have  fair  notice  of 
the  motion.  Let  the  hon.  Gentleman  give 
notice  that  he  intended  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  aggressions  of 
Russia,  but  do  not  let  him  invite  them  to 
come  to  a  resolution,  and  then  say  that  he 
meant  to  follow  it  up  by  a  practical  result 
for  which  they  were  not  prepared.  That 
might  involve  the  House  in  a  very  serious 
difficulty.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
that  the  discussion  should  be  decisive, 
that  it  should  be  of  a  very  different  cha- 
racter from  the  two  preceding  discussions, 
and  that  it  should  end  in  some  practical 
issue — if  he  desired  to  call  for  the  deter, 
mination  of  the  House  with  regard  to  the 
relations  of  this  country  with  Russia,  then 
let  him  give  at  least  two  or  three  days' 
notice  of  the  precise  motion  he  intended 
to  bring  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the  noble 
Lord  protest  against  the  practice  of  bring- 
ing forward  questions  of  foreign  policy  on 
motions  for  proceeding  to  the  orders  of  the 
day.  If  Gentlemen  who  were  in  the  habit 
of  supporting  the  Government,  took  that 
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coursei  ivbich  he  and  his  Friends  on  his 
side  of  the.  House  had  always  discouraged, 
as  not  fair  to  the  House,  he  could  not 
answer  for  it  that  he  and  his  Friends  might 
not  consider  it  expedient  to  follow  the 
example. 

Mr.  Pairiok  M.  Stewart  begged  leave 
to  say,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  the  motion  he  had 
given,  arose  from  the  answers  he  had 
received  to  three  questions  put  to  the 
noble  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  every  one  of  which  had  been  most 
unsatisfactory,  both  with  reference  to 
Cracow,  and  the  still  more  important  events 
which  had  recently  occurred,  throwing 
obstructions  in  the  way  of  British  commerce 
in  the  Black  Sea.  In  giving  way  to  the 
noble  Lord  upon  the  present  occasion,  he 
trusted  one  day  next  week  would  be  given 
him  for  bringing  forward  this  motion,  and 
he  pledged  hinself  to  shape  his  notice  so 
as  to  meet  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite. 

Mr.  Thomas  Attwood  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Palmerston)  whether  it 
was  true  that  250  of  the  Polish  refugees 
had  been  given  up  to  Russia?  He  would 
also  take  the  opportunity  of  saying  he  had 
heard,  that  in  Birmingham  an  order  was 
given,  two  or  three  months  ago,  for  800 
large  guns,  professedly  for  the  Turkish 
Government;  they  were  to  carry  balls  of 
from  sixty  pounds  to  two  hundred  and 
sixty  pounds  each.  There  was  a  very 
prevalent  opinion  that  those  guns  were 
mtended  for  the  Dardanelles.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment had  an  eye  to  that  circumstance 
— whether  they  had  given  their  consent 
that  these  terrible  engines  of  destruction 
should  be  allowed  to  proceed  from  this 
country  to  complete  the  fortifications  of 
the  Dardanelles  f  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  asleep  on  this  occasion ; 
the  Russians,  he  believed,  were  wide 
awake. 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart  postponed  his 
motion. 

Reoistratiok  or  Births,  &c.]  The 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Registration  of  Births  Bill  was 
read. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  on  a  former 
evening  he  had  put  a  question  to  the 
noble  Lord  respecting  this  Bill.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be, 
that,  with  respect  to  baptisms,  marriages. 


and  burials  of  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  it  would  leave  the  registration 
in  precisely  the  same  state  in  which  it  was 
at  present.  The  registration  would  be 
carried  on  according  to  established  usage, 
and  would  have  full  force  as  evidence  in 
a  Court  of  law. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
say,  that  the  law,  with  respect  to  regis- 
trations of  baptisms  and  burials,  would 
be  the  same  as  before ;  the  registration  of 
marriages  would  undergo  a  slight  modi- 
fication. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  operation 
of  the  measure  depended  entirely  on  the 
machinery  which  they  should  make  use  of. 
That  was  so  much  a  matter  of  detail,  that 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  defer 
any  general  consideration  of  the  measure 
altogether,  until  they  had  first  done  all  in 
their  power  to  render  the  measure  as 
perfect  as  possible.  It  would  be  much 
better  to  urge  any  objections  he  entertained 
to  the  details  when  the  Bill  was  in  Com* 
mittee.  Under  these  considerations,  as 
he  did  not  object  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  he  had  no  objection  to  allow  it  to  go 
into  Committee,  though  it  contained  many 
provisions  which  called  for  alteration  and 
amendment. 

Dr.  ZusAtn^^onsaid,  that  according  to  his 
apprehension,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
correctly  stated  the  purport  of  the  Bill,  that 
it  would  leave  to  the  parochial  registration 
the  same  force  and  effect  as  it  possessed 
at  present.  He  fully  agreed  in  the  sug- 
gestion that  they  should  first  endeavour 
to  make  the  measure  as  perfect  as  po^ 
sible  in  Committee,  before  taking  the  dis- 
cussion upon  it  generally.  He  altogether 
objected  to  referring  the  measure  to  a 
Select  Committee,  for  the  subject  bad 
already  been  considered  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. There  was  another  objection  to 
referring  the  measure  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, that  they  would  have  to  discuss 
matters  of  principle,  which  more  properly 
belonged  to  the  consideration  of  that  House. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis^  as  he  understood 
the  object  of  the  Bill,  considered,  that  it 
was  to  relieve  the  Dissenters  from  some 
grievances  of  which  they  complained.  He 
wished  that  the  Bill  had  been  limited  to 
that  object,  and  did  not  interfere  with  the 
rights,  and  let  him  add  the  duties,  of  the 
ministers  of  the  Established  Church.  The 
Bill  interfered  materially  with  both,and  he 
wished  that  the  noble  Lord  would  limit  the 
I  Bill  to  such  an  extent  as  would  meet  the 
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wants  of  the  Dissenters,  and  leave  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
the  came  condition  in  which  they  were  at 
present.  It  was  not  enough  that  the 
parochial  registration  should  be  left  in  the 
same  state  in  which  it  was  at  present.  That 
was  not  all  he  required.  He  required  that  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  should 
be  left  in  the  same  position  in  which  they 
were  at  present.  The  great  body  of  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  were 
satisfied  with  the  registration  as  it  stood 
at  present.  There  might  be  some  occa- 
sional irregularities,  but  he  believed  that 
the  great  body  of  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  were  satisfied  with  the 
state  of  the  registration  as  it  existed  at 
present.  He  wished  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  endeavour  to  so  alter  the  Bill  as  to 
limit  its  provisions  to  the  relief  of  the 
Dissenters.  He  protested  against  making 
a  general  measure,  comprehending  all 
classes,  when  the  most  important  and 
largest  class  in  the  country  did  not  com- 
plain of  the  evils  which  the  Bill  professed 
to  remove,  but  were  content  with  the  sys- 
tem as  it  existed  at  present. 

The  Attorney  General  felt  that  the  mea- 
sure would  be  not  merely  a  benefit  to  the 
Dissenters,  but  would  be  found  to  be 
equally  a  benefit  to  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  With  respect  to  re- 
gistration at  present,  as  selected  to  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  it 
was  exceedingly  imperfect.  There  was 
no  registration  of  deaths — they  merely  had 
a  registration  of  burials.  It  was  impos- 
sible, on  this  account,  to  find  evidence  of 
descent  with  any  certainty  beyond  two 
generations,  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
this  uncertainty  led  to  great  litigation  and 
expense.  It  was  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
that  there  should  be  a  general  registration 
of  deaths,  births,  and  marriages.  He 
contended,  that  a  general  registration  would 
be  a  great  benefit,  and  concurred  fully  in 
the  suggestion  offered  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  postpone  the  discussion  to  a 
future  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  his  observa- 
tions were  made  under  the  impression  that 
the  Bill  lefl  the  members  of  the*  Church  of 
England  in  the  same  state  in  which  they 
were  with  respect  to  registration  at  pre- 
sent. They  were  perfectly  satisfied  with 
that,  and  he  saw  no  reason  to  alter  or 
interfere  with  it.  If  he  could  understand 
that  the  Bill  would  place  the  members  of 
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the  Church  of  England  in  a  worse  position 
than  they  were  in  at  present,  he  should  feel 
bound  to  give  to  it  every  opposition.  He 
understood  the  principle  of  the  Bill  to 
be,  to  leave  the  existing  registration  unin- 
terfered  with,  and  to  give  it  the  fullest 
sanction  and  authority  as  evidence. 

Mr.  Hawes  said,  if  he  understood  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Bill  did  not  pro- 
vide for  a  uniform  system  of  registration, 
but  the  general  registration  was  to  be  con- 
fined to  a  general  and  uniform  registration 
of  births. 

The  Attorney  General  \9M  sure  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  read  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  provided  for  a  uniform  system  of 
births,  marriages,  and  deaths,  and  included 
all  classes  of  the  community  and  all  sects. 

Mr.  Hawes  expressed  himself  satisfied 
with  the  explanation. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  inten* 
tion  of  the  Bill  was  to  establish  a  uniform 
registration  in  the  first  place  of  births  and 
deaths,  and  next  of  baptisms  and  mar- 
riages. With  respect  to  baptisms  and  buri- 
als performed  by  the  ministersof  the  Church 
of  England,  they  would  keep  their  own 
registers  as  before,  and  that  registration 
would  be  equally  valid,  as  it  had  always 
been  in  courts  of  law.  With  respect  to 
births  and  marriages,  there  would  be  a 
civil  and  general  registry ;  and  whether 
the  entries  should  be  by  the  minister  of  a 
Dissenting  sect,  or  whether  according  to 
the  form  of  a  civil  contract,  all  would  be 
merged  in  one  registry,  which  would  be  a 
national  registry.'  With  respect  to  parishes, 
they  would  have,  as  at  present,  their  own 
separate  registry  for  marriages  performed 
in  them.  Therefore,  as  he  had  already 
explained,  these  would  answer  the  pur- 
pose of  a  national  registry,  at  the  same 
time  that  he  would  not  interfere  with  the 
registry  as  at  present  carried  on.  He 
trusted  he  had  now  given  an  answer  to 
the  objections  taken  against  this  Bill, 
with  respect  to  its  national  principle,  and 
with  respect  to  the  objection  of  those  dis- 
senting from  the  Established  Church.  The 
Bill  would,  in  the  first  place,  establish  a 
national  registry,  which  would  ascertain 
facts  not  now  ascertained  respecting  des- 
cent; and,  secondly,  it  would  enable 
Dissenters  from  the  Established  Church, 
who  did  not  agree  in  the  ceremonies  of 
that  Church,  to  have  a  registry  without 
resorting  to  means  for  that  purpose,  to 
which  they  conscientiously  objected. 
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Mr.  G&ulbum :  if  the  Bill  were  to  paM 
in  its  present  shape,  he  would  give  it  bis 
utmost  opposition.  He  would  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  satisfying  the  House  that  it  would 
not  answer  the  objects  for  which  it  was 
intended.  However,  he  was  ready  to 
consider  the  Bill  in  Committee,  and  to  en- 
deavour to  improve  it  as  much  as  possible ; 
but  then  he  would  feel  it  competent  for 
him  to  enter  into  an  argument  whether 
the  Bill,  even  in  that  state,  was  so  unex- 
ceptionable in  its  provisions  as  that  they 
should  allow  it  to  pass  at  all. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  allow  the  Bill  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, and  take  the  discussion  on  the 
third  reading. 

Mr.  William  S.  O'Brien:  before  the  noble 
Lord  named  the  day  for  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  he  was  anxious  to  ask  him 
whether  or  not  he  would  give  his  assurance 
that,  at  a  future  period,  a  Bill  should  be 
brought  in  extending  the  principle  of  the 
present  measure  to  Ireland.  He  looked 
at  this  question,  not  as  one  which  related 
to  sects,  but  as  one  which  proposed  to  carry 
into  effect  a  great  national  improvement. 
The  evils  which  the  proposed  Bill  intended 
to  remedy  were  much  greater  in  Ireland 
than  in  England,  because  the  registration 
in  Ireland  was  in  an  extremely  defective 
state.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated  on  a 
former  occasion,  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  objected  to  the  adoption  of  a  simi* 
lar  measure  for  Ireland;  but  he  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  could  not  understand  what  their 
reasons  were  for  making  such  objection. 
He  could  not  believe  that  such  was  the  fact. 
No  person  was  prepared  to  treat  theopinions 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  with  more 
respect  than  he  was ;  but  if  such  objections 
did  really  exist,  he  thought  the  Hoose 
ought  to  be  made  acquainted  with  the  na- 
ture of  them.  It  was  his  intention  to  move, 
as  an  instruction  to  the  Committee,  to  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  extending  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  to  Ireland,  with  a  view  of 
taking  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  ques> 
tion  ;  but  he  would  not  do  so  if  the  noble 
Lord  would  say,  that  in  the  ensuing  Ses- 
sion— ^l)e  knew  it  would  be  impossible  to 
do  so  in  the  present — ^that  he  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  extend  the  principle  laid  down 
in  this  Bill  to  Ireland. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  it  was  his  most 
anxious  wish  to  extend  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  now  under  discussion  to  Ireland.  But, 
in  the  first  instance,  he  thought  it  was 
desirable  to  pause,  in  order  to  see  how  the 


present  Bill  would  work  in  England.  In 
the  meantime  he  would  take  the  rabfect 
into  his  consideration,  with  the  view  of  con. 
sidertng  the  propriety  of  introdacing  a  Bill, 
founded  on  the  same  principles,  for  Ireland. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis :  supposing  that  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  should 
object  to  this  Bill,  would  the  noble  Lord 
refrain  from  passing  it,  on  the  same  prin* 
ciple  that  he  declined  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
for  Ireland  in  consequence  of  the  opposi- 
tion which  was  made  to  it  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  Priests  in  Ireland  ?  ['*  No,  no  ''] 
Hon.  Members  might  say  "no,  no,"  but 
he  (Sir  Robert  Inglis)  understood  the  noble 
Lord  to  say,  on  the  26th  of  March,  on 
good  authority,  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  did  object  to  the  adoption  of  such 
a  measure  for  Ireland.  If,  therefore,  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  prepared  to  pass  such 
a  measure  for  Ireland,  in  consequence  of 
the  objections  entertained  to  it  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  priests,  was  he  prepared 
to  pass  the  present  measure  if  it  should  be 
objected  to  by* the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  of  this  country  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer :  the 
declaration  made  by  his  noble  Friend 
directly  negatived  the  proposition  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford.  His  noble 
Friend  stated,  that  he  should  be  prepared 
on  a  future  occasion,  when  he  had  seen 
the  working  of  the  present  Bill,  to  produce 
a  measure  applying  the  principle  of  it  to 
Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a  ge- 
neral registration  for  that  country.  That 
was  the  best  answer  that  could  be  given  to 
t  he  observations  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  0*Brien)  must 
be  aware  that,  in  forming  a  principle  of  re- 
gistration for  Ireland,  the  machinery  by 
which  it  must  be  carried  into  effect  must 
be  of  a  different  character  from  that  es- 
tablished for  England.  The  present  Bill 
was  an  experiment,  and  the  method  of  its 
working  must  be  known  before  a  system 
of  machinery  for  Ireland  could  be  adopted. 
Ha  was  perfectly  free  to  admit,  that  if  an 
improved  system  of  registration  was  wanted 
in  this  country,  it  was  still  more  wanted 
for  Ireland.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)^  in  common  with  his  noble 
Friend,  was  most  anxious  that  a  Bill  should 
be  brought  in  to  extend  the  principle  of 
registration  contemplated  by  this  Bill  to 
Ireland. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 
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wants  of  the  Dissenters,  and  leave  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
the  came  condition  in  which  they  were  at 
present.  It  was  not  enough  that  the 
parochial  registration  should  be  left  in  the 
same  state  in  which  it  was  at  present.  That 
was  not  all  he  required.  He  required  that  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  should 
be  left  in  the  same  position  in  which  they 
were  at  present.  The  great  body  of  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  were 
satisfied  with  the  registration  as  it  stood 
at  present.  There  might  be  some  occa- 
sional irregularities,  but  he  believed  that 
the  great  body  of  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  were  satisfied  with  the 
state  of  the  registration  as  it  existed  at 
present.  He  wished  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  endeavour  to  so  alter  the  Bill  as  to 
limit  its  provisions  to  the  relief  of  the 
Dissenters.  He  protested  against  making 
a  general  measure,  comprehending  all 
classes,  when  the  most  important  and 
largest  class  in  the  country  did  not  com- 
plain of  the  evils  which  the  Bill  professed 
to  remove,  but  were  content  with  the  sys- 
tem as  it  existed  at  present. 

The  Attorney  General  felt  that  the  mea- 
sure would  be  not  merely  a  benefit  to  the 
Dissenters,  but  would  be  found  to  be 
equally  a  benefit  to  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  With  respect  to  re- 
gistration at  present,  as  selected  to  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  it 
was  exceedingly  imperfect.  There  was 
no  registration  of  deaths — they  merely  had 
a  registration  of  burials.  It  was  impos- 
sible, on  this  account,  to  find  evidence  of 
descent  with  any  certainty  beyond  two 
generations,  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
this  uncertainty  led  to  great  litigation  and 
expense.  It  was  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
that  there  should  be  a  general  registration 
of  deaths,  births,  and  marriages.  He 
contended,that  a  general  registration  would 
be  a  great  benefit,  and  concurred  fully  in 
the  suggestion  offered  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  postpone  the  discussion  to  a 
future  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  his  observa- 
tions were  made  under  the  impression  that 
the  Bill  left  the  members  of  the*  Church  of 
England  in  the  same  state  in  which  they 
were  with  respect  to  registration  at  pre- 
sent. They  were  perfectly  satisfied  with 
that,  and  be  saw  no  reason  to  alter  or 
interfere  with  it.  If  he  could  understand 
that  the  Bill  would  place  the  members  of 
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the  Church  of  England  in  a  worse  position 
than  they  were  in  at  present,  he  should  feel 
bound  to  give  to  it  every  opposition.  He 
understood  the  principle  of  the  Bill  to 
be,  to  leave  the  existing  registration  unin« 
terfered  with,  and  to  give  it  the  fullest 
sanction  and  authority  as  evidence. 

Mr.  Hawes  said,  if  he  understood  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Bill  did  not  pro* 
vide  for  a  uniform  system  of  registration, 
but  the  general  registration  was  to  be  con- 
fined to  a  general  and  uniform  registration 
of  births. 

The  Attorney  General  vtm  sure  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  read  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  provided  for  a  uniform  system  of 
births,  marriages,  and  deaths,  and  included 
all  classes  of  the  community  and  all  sects. 

Mr.  Hawes  expressed  himself  satisfied 
with  the  explanation. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Bill  was  to  establish  a  uniform 
registration  in  the  first  place  of  births  and 
deaths,  and  next  of  baptisms  and  mar- 
riages. With  respect  to  baptisms  and  buri- 
als performed  by  the  ministersof  the  Church 
of  England,  they  would  keep  their  own 
registers  as  before,  and  that  registration 
would  be  equally  valid,  as  it  had  always 
been  in  courts  of  law.  With  respect  to 
births  and  marriages,  there  would  be  a 
civil  and  general  registry;  and  whether 
the  entries  should  be  by  the  minister  of  a 
Dissenting  sect,  or  whether  according  to 
the  form  of  a  civil  contract,  all  would  be 
merged  in  one  registry,  which  would  be  a 
national  registry.'  With  respect  to  parishes, 
they  would  have,  as  at  present,  their  own 
separate  registry  for  marriages  performed 
in  them.  Therefore,  as  he  had  already 
explained,  these  would  answer  the  pur- 
pose of  a  national  registry,  at  the  same 
time  that  he  would  not  interfere  with  the 
registry  as  at  present  carried  on.  He 
trusted  he  had  now  given  an  answer  to 
the  objections  taken  against  this  Bill, 
with  respect  to  its  national  principle,  and 
with  respect  to  the  objection  of  those  dis- 
senting from  the  Established  Church.  The 
Bill  would,  in  the  first  place,  establish  a 
national  registry,  which  would  ascertain 
facts  not  now  ascertained  respecting  des- 
cent; and,  secondly,  it  would  enable 
Dissenters  from  the  Established  Church, 
who  did  not  agree  in  the  ceremonies  of 
that  Church,  to  have  a  registry  without 
resorting  to  means  for  that  purpose,  to 
which  they  conscientiously  objected. 
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DiassNTKBB*  Marbxages.}  Lord  John 
Russell  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Dissenters  Marriages  Bill. 

Mr.  Gotdbum  was  anxious  to  offer  a 
few  observations  on  the  Bill.  So  far  as 
the  noble  Lord  had  stated  that  this  Bill 
was  framed  with  the  desire  of  relieving 
Dissenters  from  the  necessity  of  bsing 
married  by  the  clergymen  of  the  Church 
of  England,  he  had  no  hesitation  to  say 
that  he  was  willing  to  go  that  length.  So 
far  as  the  Bill  had  that  object,  and  pro- 
posed to  effect  it  in  an  unobjectionable 
way,  he  was  quite  willing  to  give  it  his 
roost  cheerful  support.  But  he  besought 
tlie  noble  Lord  to  take  care  lest,  in  giving 
relief  to  the  Dissenters  on  the  one  hand,  he 
was  not  placing  a  burthen  on  the  clergy  of 
the  Established  Church  on  the  other.  Whilst 
the  noble  Lord  consulted  the  religious  and 
conscientious  scruples  of  the  Dissenters,  let 
him  not  disregard  or  offend  the  scruples  of. 
the  members  of  the  Established  Church. 
He  would,  when  the  fitting  occasion  came, 
be  prepared  to  satisfy  the  House  that  this 
Bill  interfered  with  the  conscientious 
scruples  of  the  members  of  the  Church  of 
England.  He  would,  however,  on  the 
present  occasion,  deal  with  another  part 
of  the  question,  to  which  he  felt  that  he 
could  point  out  an  objection  so  clear  and 
distinct  as  to  entitle  him  to  the  support  of 
every  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  House.  He 
proposed  to  confine  himself  to  the  question 
whether  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
did  not  afford  increased  facilities  to  clan- 
destine marriages,  and  did  not  open  a 
door  in  this  respect  to  every  man,  whether 
Dissenter  or  member  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  on  a  point,  too,  in  which 
the  interests  of  families  were  most  seriously 
concerned.  It  was  for  the  House  to  con- 
sider how  far  protection  against  clandestine 
marriages  was  afforded  by  this  Bill.  He 
should,  he  trusted,  be  able  to  show  how 
perfectly  inadequate  this  Bill  was  to  pre- 
vent the  performance  of  clandestine  mar- 
riages amongst  all  classes  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects,  no  matter  to  what  sect  they  be- 
longed. By  the  existing  law  of  England 
there  were  certain  guards  against  clandes- 
tine marriages.  In  the  first  instance  there 
was  the  necessary  publication  of  banns. 
There  was  the  necessity  that  these  banns 
should  be  published  three  times  in  the 

garish  in  which  each  of  the  parties  must 
ave  lived  for  a  limited  period.    This  pub- 
lication of  course  took  place  in  the  pre- 
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with  the  parties  about  to  be  married,  and 
so  far  all  the  advantages  of  the  fullest 
publicity  were  obtained.  The  banns  were 
a  publication  of  the  intention  of  the  parties 
to  engage  in  marriage,  and  in  the  rural 
parishes  they  afforded  a  certain  security 
against  clandestine  marriages,  and  in  other 
parishes  a  tolerable  security  against  secret 
or  improper  marriages.  They  afforded  an 
assurance  that  persons  acquainted  with  the 
parties  would  hear  of  their  intentions,  and 
that  it  would  become  known  in  the  parish 
where  they  resided,  and  if  any  objection 
existed  there  was  a  reasonable  assurance 
that  it  would  be  made  public.  The  next 
security  afforded  by  the  existing  law  was^ 
that  it  required  that  the  marriage  should 
be  celebrated  in  the  church  of  the  parish, 
in  the  customary  and  recognized  place  for 
such  celebration.  It  was  also  required 
that  all  marriages  should  be  celebrated 
within  the  hours  of  eight  and  twelve  o'clock, 
the  very  time  in  which  the  public  would 
be  most  likely  to  have  their  attention 
awake,  and  when  any  clandestine  mar- 
riage would  be  the  least  likely  to  be  cele- 
brated. The  next  protection  was,  that  it 
was  required  that  the  marriage  must  be 
celebrated  within  three  months  after  the 
publication  of  the  banns.  It  was  no  small 
security  that  the  marriage  was  required  to 
be  celebrated  under  these  circumstances 
in  the  church  of  the  parish  where  the 
parties  reside,  and  in  the  presence  of  the 
parochial  clergyman,  to  whom  the  parties 
must  be  more  or  less  known,  ana  who, 
being  a  person  of  education  and  respecta- 
bility, if  there  were  any  suspicion  of  a 
clandestine  marriage,  would  interpose  to 
prevent  it.  But  there  was  still  more.  That 
which  he  considered  one  of  the  greatest  pro- 
tections was,  that  marriage  was  celebrated 
with  all  the  solemnities  of  religion,  and  in 
the  presence  of  God,  and  under  the  most 
solemn  sanctions.  By  the  Bill  before  the 
Bouse  all  these  protections  were  with- 
drawn. The  party  was  not  bound  to  have 
banns  published  in  any  instance.  The 
marriage  might  take  place  not  only  in  the 
parish  where  the  parties  resided,  but  in 
any  parish  in  the  kingdom  which  they 
chose  to  select— not  in  the  church  or  re- 
cognised building,  but  in  any  place  which 
the  parties  might  choose,  and  where  no 
person  could  anticipate  that  such  a  mar- 
riage would  be  performed.  The  noble  Lord 
stated,  that  he  intended  to  withdraw  the 
exemption  with  respect  to  hours,  and  to 

limit  the  houies  of  cslebration,  as  at  pra« 
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sent ;  but  he  withdrew  the  protection  of 
compelling  the  marriage  to  be  celebrated 
within  three  months  after  the  publication 
of  the  banns.  The  Bill  withdrew  the  pro- 
tection arising  from  the  celebrafion  of 
marriage  by  the  authorised  minister  of  re- 
ligion, and  permitted  marriage  to  be  cele- 
brated, not  by  the  authorised  minister,  but 
by  any  person  who  chose  to  undertake  the 
office.  He  contended,  that  this  Bill  opened 
the  door  to  clandestine  marriages,  not  only 
of  Dissenters,  but  to  every  class  of  the 
community.  After  this  Bill  passed,  there 
would  be  nothing  to  prevent  any  member 
of  the  Church  of  England  from  being 
married  in  any  place  he  chose,  or  by  any 
person  he  chose,  or  without  the  necessity 
of  having  the  marriage  performed  in  any 
place  of  religious  worship.  He  thought  it 
right  to  state  those  objections  now,  that 
the  noble  Lord  might  have  the  opportunity 
of  making  such  alterations  as  would  satisfy 
the  public  mind.  His  first  objection  was, 
that  notice  was  not  required  to  be  served 
upon  the  registrar  of  the  particular  district 
in  which  the  parties  resided,  so  that  two 
parties  residing  in  Middlesex  might,  if  they 
so  chose,  serve  their  notice  in  Yorkshire. 
Again,  there  was  no  penalty  inflicted  by 
the  Bill  for  a  false  notice.  Then,  with  re- 
gard to  caveats,  there  was  this  anomaly, 
that  no  person  except  a  parent  or  guardian 
could  enter  a  caveat  without  subjecting 
himself  to  heavy  damages.  So  that  if  a 
man  were  to  marry  a  second  wife  during 
the  lifetime  of  the  first,  the  first  wife  could 
not  enter  a  caveat,  nor  any  other  person 
except >a  parent  or  guardian.  Again,  with 
regard  to  the  place  where  marriages  might 
be  celebrated  by  the  present  Bill,  a  build- 
ing which  had  once  been  licensed  for  the 
purpose,  no  matter  to  what  use  it  might 
thereafter  be  converted,  would  still  con- 
tinue to  enjoy  the  same  privilege,  and 
what  was  still  more  strange,  the  ceremony 
might  be  performed  by  any  person  what- 
soever. He  would  repeat  that,  under  the 
proposed  measure,  there  was  no  protection 
against  clandestine  marriages.  Under  the 
present  system  the  very  solemnity  of  the 
rite  formed  a  strong  protection.  He  would 
feel  it  his  duty,  as  the  Bill  proceeded,  to 
show,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House, 
that  it  was  eminently  calculated  to  open 
a  wide  way  for  those  clandestine  alliances. 
He  would  wish  to  know  whether  the  Bill 
intended  to  prohibit  the  publication  of 
banns?  [Lord  John  Russell:  No.]  He 
waa  glad  it  waa  not  lo  intended,  ai  it 
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would,  in  some  degree,  do  away  with  the 
established  form  of  the  Church  of  England : 
but  there  was  this  to  complain  of,  that» 
besides  the  publication  of  the  banns,  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  were 
obliged  also  to  give  notice  ai  the  regis- 
trar's  office.  Why,  in  a  measure  parport* 
ing  to  be  for  the  relief  of  Dissenters,  in* 
troduce  a  clause  which  imposed  a  double 
burthen  and  a  double  obligation  on  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  ?  Why 
compel  members  of  that  Church  to  pay 
twice  for  that  ceremony  ?  Why,  greater 
evils  were  likely  to  ensue  under  this  Bill 
than  under  the  present  Marriage  Act. 

Dr.  Lushington  declared,  he  was  not 
one  inclined  to  oppose  any  provisions  that 
could  prevent  clandestine  marriages.  He 
participated  in  the  anxiety  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  every  measure  should 
be  introduced  into  that  House  which  should 
80  far  as  possible  protect  the  public  against 
the  occurrence  of  a  mischief  fraught  with 
misery  to  families,  and  destructive  of  their 
domestic  peace.  Such  were  his  feelings 
upon  this  subject ;  but  he  had  long  since 
come  to  this  conclusion,  that  this  was  a 
matter  of  compromise.  They  could  not 
invent  a  system  that  would  be  at  the  same 
time  satisfactory,  and  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  fraud.  If  they  attempted  to  re- 
strict that  which  ought  to  be  free,  which 
ought  to  be  easy  to  every  one  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  and,  so  far  as  was  con- 
sistent, in  which  there  should  be  a  freedom 
and  facility  for  forming  the  contract,  they 
could  not  do  that,  and  have  every  safe- 
guard that  might  be  desired.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  declared,  that  there 
were  safeguards  under  the  present  law, 
and  compared  them  with  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill ;  and  the  conclusion  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  come  was,  that 
instead  of  this  Bill  giving  secnrities,  it  fell 
far  short  of  the  securities  at  present  exist- 
ing. He  was  under  the  necessity  of  dif- 
fering in  opinion  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman .  Under  the  existing  state  of  the  law 
the  door  was  thrown  open  to  clandestine 
marriages,  and  a  person  had  only  to  desire 
a  clandestine  marriage,  and  nothing  was 
more  easily  effected.  The  very  statute 
which  prescribed  all  the  conditions  upon 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  relied, 
contained  a  clause  declaring,  that  if  yoa 
disobey  its  provisions,  still  the  marriage  is 
equally  good  and  valid,  it  having  once 
taicen  place.  At  the  present  hour  the 
banns  were  to  be  publlsned  on  three  sue* 
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cessive  Sundays,  in  both  parishes  in  which 
the  parties  resided,  if  they  were  the  resi- 
dents of  two  separate  parishes.     Let  them 
look  at  the  consequence ;  a  man  went  to 
the  next  parish,  that  was  a  populous  one 
^— if  he  lived  in  the  neighbourhood,  the 
facility  of  travelling  brought  him  some 
seven  or  eight  miles  in  a  short  time — it 
was  easy  for  them  to  meet  a  friend,  no 
difficulty  interposed,  he  went  to  the  clerk, 
he  gave  in  the  name  to  that  clerk  of  the 
person  who  intended  to  marry,  the  banns 
were  published,  and  no  living  soul  could 
say  anything  as  to  the  marriage.      The 
marriage  took  place,  and  it  was  held  good  in 
law,  and  it  was  incapable  of  being  set  aside. 
What  then  was  the  protection  that  had 
been  so  much  relied  upon  ?  It  was  a  protec- 
tion in  name,  a  security  in  words,  and  it 
afforded  not  the  slightest  degree  of  safety. 
So  much,  then,  for  the  marriage  banns. 
Let  them  look,  then,  to  the  state  of  the 
law  at  the   time  of    Lord    Hardwicke's 
Marriage  Act.     It  was  competent  for  any 
two   persons,  by   a  written   contract,  or 
simply  by  a  promise    before    witnesses, 
followed    by    cohabitation,     to    contract 
marriage.    That  was  the  state  of  the  law 
up  to  1723.     Lord  Hardwicke's  Marriage 
Act  left  banns  very  nearly  as  they  were  at 
the  present  moment.  It  was  declared,  that 
if  one  or  two  persons  under  age,  and  by 
whom  licence  was  taken  out  were  married, 
the  marriage  was  to  be   null  and  void. 
What  was  the  consequence?    The  matter 
went  on  until  the  complaints  were  so  loud 
that  the  attention  of  the  House  was  caN^d 
to  it.     The  House  had  to  interpose,  and 
by  one  of  the  strongest  legislative  measures 
ever  passed,  it  rendered  valid  retrospectively 
the  marriages  that  had  taken  place ;  it  not 
merely  rendered  those  marriages  valid,  but 
deprived  of  their  vested  rights,  those  whose 
interests  arose  in  consequence  of  such  mar- 
riages. These  steps  demonstrated  that  neither 
the  Legislature  northe  country  could  endure 
the  restrictions  imposed — that  they  were 
intolerable  to  the  people,  as  the  melancholy 
consequences  he  had  stated  originated  in 
them.     Lord   Redesdale,  with  a  laudable 
anxiety  for  preventing  clandestine  mar- 
riages, annexed  conditions  to  the  Act  as  it 
passed  the  House  of  Commons.     When 
the  Bill  came  down  again  to  that  House, 
he  remembered  that  he  strongly  opposed 
those  conditions,  and  he  remembered  that 
Hr.  Canning  said,  that  he  would  take  the 
Act  as  it  wasy  as  he  did  not  know  that  the 
loidi  would  put  anotberi  and  that  the 


defects  in  the  Act  might  be  amended  in 
the  next  Session.     Now    what   was   the 
consequence  ?     Why,  in  the  next  Session, 
at  the  very  commencement  of  it,  he  be- 
lieved, a  Bill  was  introduced   to   repeal 
these  provisions,  because  they  prevented 
the  facilities  to  the  solemnization  of  mar- 
riage.    A  Select  Committee  then  sat  on 
the  subject  of  marriage  for  many  months, 
and  they  were  compelled  to  go  back  to  the 
old  law.     But  then  again,  as  to  marriages 
by  licence,  a  person   might  go  to  any  of 
the  authorities  who  were  empowered   to 
grant  licences — he  might  falsely  swear  he 
was  of  age — he  mightgive  false  names  in  the 
case  of  himself  and  of  the  woman  whom  he 
intended  to  marry,  and  thue  every  facility 
was  given  for  the  promotion  of  clandestine 
marriages.     For  where  was  the  protection 
of  an  affidavit  in   these  cases  ?     But   it 
never  could  be   intended   to  shackle  the 
marriage  ceremony.     By  the  Bill  now  pro- 
posed, the  parties  would  have  to  go  before 
the  Registrar.     The  Registrars,  it  was  to 
be  presumed,  would   be  respectable  men. 
[An   Hon,   Member    observed,    that    the 
Registrars  might  abuse  the  power  reposed 
in  them.]     It  was  to  be  presumed,  that 
they  would  be  well-conducted  men.     He 
believed  that  under  the  Registration  Act, 
the  guardians  of  unfons  would  perform  the 
duties  intrusted  to  their  care  with  accuracy 
and  integrity.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  this  measure  was  in- 
tended to  apply  not  only  to  members  of 
the  Established  Church,  but  it  was  pro- 
posed to  be  extended   to  persons  of  all 
religious     distinctions.      They    had     en- 
deavoured by  one  Act  to  meet  the  views 
and  wants  of  all  parties,  and  in  so  doing 
they  had  totally  failed.     It  was  impossible, 
by  the  agency  of  the  publication  of  banns, 
to    prevent    clandestine    marriages.      He 
would  admit,  that  in  some  cases  the  clergy- 
man had  objected  to  the  solemnization  of  the 
marriage.     Now  he  spoke  from  experience 
when  he  said,  that  the  clergymen  of  the 
Church  of  England  did  not  consider  them- 
selves authorized  to  defer  a  marriage  if  the 
banns   had  been  published,   or  a  licence 
were  produced,  unless  there  was  something 
so  extraordinary  or  conspicuous   in   the 
conduct  or  appearance  of  the  parties  as  to 
induce  them  to  pause — and  such  a  case  as 
this  did   not  occur  once   in   five   years. 
From  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England, 
who  had  applied  to  him,  he  knew  that  their 
impression  was  that  it  was  their  duty  to 
proceed  with  the  lokmnization  of  the 
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Member  repeated  his  objection  to  seeing 
the  University  of  Durham  thrown  open  to 
Dissenters,  and  he  added  that  the  Dissen- 
ters of  Durham  did  not  look  upon  the 
University  with  any  hostile  feeling;  on 
the  contrary,  they  regarded  it  as  an  estab* 
lishment  which  would  be  greatly  beneficial 
to  the  neighbourhood.  The  hon.  Member, 
after  thanking  the  right  hon  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  for  the  interest  he 
took  in  the  University,  gave  notice,  that 
should  the  Government  determine  not  to 
fulfil  the  intentions  of  the  late  Bishop  with 
respect  to  it,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
oppose  any  measure  they  might  introduce 
with  that  object. 

Lord  John  Russell  rose  in  consequence 
of  the  last  remark  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
concerning  Earl  Grey,  and  his  wish  that  a 
University  should  be  established  in  Dur- 
ham. It  was  quite  true  that  that  noble  Lord 
had  expressed  an  anxious  wish  that  there 
should  be  a  University  established  in  the 
north;  and  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  be- 
lieved that  there  were  two  points  on  which 
the  late  Bishop  of  Durham  and  Lord  Grey 
had  differed,  while  they  agreed  in  the  ex- 
pediency and  propriety  of  appropriating  a 
certain  portion  of  the  revenues  of  the 
chapter  and  see  of  Durham  to  the  support 
of  that  University.  The  first  related  to 
the  income  of  the  stalls  applied  to  the  pro- 
fessorships, Lord  Grey  thinking — and  in 
his  opinion  most  judiciously  —  that  the 
whole  income  of  a  stall  would  be  much 
too  large  a  salary  with  which  to  endow  a 
simple  professorship.  The  objection  of 
the  late  Bishop  to  the  proposition  of  Lord 
Grey  might  be  deemed  very  natural  and 
very  just  at  the  time  at  which  it  was  made, 
the  right  reverend  Prelate  not  liking,  per- 
haps, as  there  was  no  general  measure 
upon  the  subject,  to  break  in  upon  the 
particular  constitution  of  the  establish- 
ment of  Durham.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  allusion  was  necessary,  in 
consequence  of  the  feeling  which  Lord 
Grey  had  been  said  to  have  expressed  of  de- 
cided dissent  from  the  opinion  of  the  late 
lamented  Prelate.  The  Bishop  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  emoluments  of  the 
University  should  be  completely  and  en- 
tirely confined  to  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  From  that  opinion 
Lord  Grey  did  not  dissent;  but  he  ex- 
pressed (as  he  had  been  lately  informed) 
his  strong  and  decided  opinion  that  with 
respect  to  all  honours,  including  under  the 
term    greesy  they  ou^ht  to  be  open  to 


persons  of  every  religious  ^suasion*  Tlie 
fate  Bishop  of  Durham  did  not  agree  in 
that  opinion  in  the  terms  in  which  Lord 
Grey  stated  it ;  so  that  when  that  noble 
Lord's  opinion  was  referred  to  as  that  of  tt 
minister  most  anxious  to  see  a  University 
established  in  the  north,  be  (Lord  John 
Russell)  thought  it  due  to  him  to  mentk>n» 
that  he  iStated  at  the  time  that  while  he 
was  most  anxious  to  see  such  a  University 
there  established,  his  anxiety  was  equally 
great  to  see  it  established,  if  possible,  on 
those  principles  of  religious  freedom,  hj 
which  all  persons  in  the  north  might  enjoy 
the  benefits  of  study,  and  the  honours  thea 
to  be  attained,  without  reference  to  their 
religious  creeds. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  this  University 
was  established  five  years  ago,  out  of  the 
fundsofthelateBi$hopofDurham,outofthe 
revenue  of  the  Church  for  the  promotion 
of  the  Church  Establishment,  and  it  would 
be  as  unjust  to  divert  that  University  to 
other  objects  than  those  contemplated  by 
the  founder  as  it  would  be  to  divest  the 
funds  of  any  noble  Lord  who  had  invested 
them  in  any  foundation  of  any  kind  what* 
ever.  The  founder  had  always  a  right  to 
limit  the  appropriation.  The  Bill  pro* 
posed  to  separate  the  spiritual  from  the 
temporal  duties  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham, 
and  consequently  to  deprive  that  Prelate 
of  much  of  the  dignity  which  now  attached 
to  his  office.  Against  this  he  begged 
leave  to  enter  his  protest.  He  did  not 
think  there  were  too  many  of  what  were 
technically  speaking,  called  prizes  in  the 
Church ;  and,  great  as  was  the  outcry 
against  the  large  income  attached  to  the 
bishopric  of  Durham,  this  he  would  con- 
fidently say,  that  no  income,  however 
large,  could  have  been  spent  in  a  manner 
more  consistent  with  the  spirit  of  true 
Christianity  or  more  calculated  to  promote 
the  welfare  of  the  community  than  the  in- 
come of  that  see  by  the  late  Bishop.  By 
little  and  little  they  sought  to  deprive  the 
Church  of  England  of  its  temporal  dig- 
nities, but  its  spiritual  character  was  for- 
tunately beyond  the  reach  of  its  assailants. 

Mr.  Pease  said,  that  the  Church  Com- 
mission having  reported  so  completely 
upon  the  state  of  the  bishopric  of  Durhaoiy 
and  it  being  concluded  that  it  was  no 
longer  for  the  interests  of  that  bishopric, 
nor  for  the  good  of  the  Established  Church, 
that  so  large  a  sum  should  remain  in  the 
hands  of  one  individual,  while  there  ex« 
isted  districts  in  the  county  in  idtich  Ui^ 
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pmMi  qI  4be  Diiftentera  of  imposing  a  Bill 
of  paini  aod  |)eAaUie8  upon  the  membora 
of  the  Established  Church.  He  consci* 
entiously  beliered  that  the  present  mea- 
•Qre  would  prove  as  beneficial  to  the  in* 
forests  and  convenience  of  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church  as  to  the  Dissen* 
tars  themselves. 

Bill  to  be  committed. 

BisBOPAic  Of  DuBiiAic.]  Lord  John 
Russell  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bishopric  of  Durham  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  asked  whether  the  noble 
Lord  had  any  objection  to  state  what  was 
intended  in  respect  to  the  University  of 
Durham  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
Bay,  that  that  matter  was  as  yet  entirely 
open.  There  might  be  some  difficulty  in 
the  present  state  of  proceedings  in  settling 
ity  as  the  Bishop  of  Durham  was  to  take 
the  see  with  certain  regulations,  and  under 
certain  restrictions,  which  were  hereafter 
to  be  defined. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  ventured  to  express  an 
earnest  hope  that  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, in  whatever  measures  they  might 
adopt,  would  fulfil  the  intentions  of  the 
late  Bishop  of  Durham  in  respect  to  this 
subject. 

Mr.  Jervis  hoped,  that  not  one  penny 
of  the  revenue  of  the  see  would  be  applied 
to  the  purposes  of  the  University  of  Dor* 
ham,  unless  the  Dissenters  of  the  north 
of  England  were  equally  admissible  to  it 
as  the  Members  of  the  Established  Church. 
It  was  the  principle  of  all,  or  nearly  all, 
the  universities  of  Europe,  that  parties 
were  admitted  without  distinction  of  reli« 
gioB,  and  he  did  not  see  why  the  same 
principle  should  not  apply  to  this  new 
university,  the  more  particularly  as  the 
two  universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
were  closed  to  all  but  members  of  the 
Established  Church.  It  was,  he  thought, 
monstrous  in  the  present  day  to  confine 
establishments  for  the  dissemiuatioa  of 
learning  to  one  religious  denomination 
only.  He  would  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  below  him,  who  had 
ever  shown  himself  the  friend  of  the  Dis* 
lentera  and  of  religtous  toleration,  and 
pat  it  to  him  whether  he  would  sanction 
an  exclusive  establishment  of  this  kind. 
He  hoped  that  in  this,  or  early  in  the  next 
isssion,  the  noble  Lord  would  be  prepared 
with  aone  measure  by  which  Dissenters  of 
As  ocnttiy  aa  well  at  mambers  of  the  Estab* 


lished  Church,  would  be  equally  admissi- 
ble to  this  University. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  differed  wholly  from 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the  House. 
He  Iboked  on  the  University  of  Durham 
as  a  splendid  monument  of  the  munifi* 
cence  of  the  late  most  estimable  prelate, 
and  believed  it  was  well  known  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  that  right  reverend  Prelate 
that  it  should  be  for  the  clergy  of  the 
north.  That  intention  would  be  altoge* 
ther  defeated  if  it  were  thrown  open  to 
Dissenters;  and  for  his  own  part  he 
would  rather  see  the  whole  establishment 
fall  to  the  ground,  than  that  it  should  be 
open  to  Dissenters.  He  regretted  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  bad 
not  been  prepared  to  give  an  answer  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  as  to  the  intentions  of 
Government  with  respect  to  this  Univer- 
sity. The  intentions  of  the  late  right  rev. 
Prelate  with  respect  to  the  Durham  Uni- 
versity were  notorious,  and  had  received 
the  sanction  of  Earl  Grey.  It  was  the 
wish  of  the  right  reverend  Prelate  that  the 
income  of  three  stalls  in  the  cathedral  of 
Durham  should  be  reserved  for  the  sala« 
ries  of  the  warden  and  professors.  Now, 
this  sum  he  thought  should  be  held  in 
trust  by  the  bishop  for  these  purposes. 
With  respect  to  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
he  thought  there  were  parts  of  it  with 
which  the  inhabitants  of  the  county  and 
of  the  city  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent  would  be  greatly  dissatisfied* 
There  was  the  abolition  of  local  courts 
and  other  institutions  which  the  late  bishop 
bad  fostered  with  great  care.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  administration  of  justice 
would  be  better  or  cheaper  in  consequence 
of  those  changes.  On  these  accounts  he 
was  anxious  that  time  should  be  given  for 
the  doe  consideration  of  the  Bill  before  it 
went  into  Committee,  for  he  feared  the 
time  would  come  when  some  of  the  pro* 
posed  changes  would  be  regretted  by  all 
classes  in  the  country.  He  thought  the 
income  of  the  see  was  so  much  reduced  in 
the  Bill,  that  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  it 
would  be  found  difficult  to  get  persons  to 
accept  the  see  with  such  limited  means. 
He  also  objected  to  the  Bill,  that  in  the 
application  of  the  surplus  revenue  it  made 
no  provision  for  the  spiritual  wants  of 
many  parts  of  the  county.  All  that  the 
Bill  proposed  was,  to  plunder  the  see  of  a 
part  of  its  revenues,  to  enrich  other  parts 
of  the  oowity*    la  conduaioiit  the  hon« 
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ttie  hoti.  Gentlemfto,  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  to  the  effect  that  this 
Bill  was  not  intended  to  imply  that  the 
Legislatare  of  Jamaica  had  been  guilty  of 
bad  fttith,  with  reference  to  the  conauct 
which  they  deemed  it  necessary  to  adopt 
in  regard  to  the  Governorj  Lord  Sllgo,  but 
that  they  had  rather  been  compelled  to 
resort  to  it^  firom  a  combination  of  unfor« 
tunate  circumstaaoes.  All  he  desired  was, 
that  his  hon.  Friend  should  give  the  House 
an  assurance  that  this  Bill,  which  overrode 
the  legislative  privileges  of  the  Assembly 
of  Jamaica,  was  not  Intended  as  a  measure 
for  identifying  the  steps  taken  by  Lord 
81igo,  with  the  determination  of  Parlia- 
ment on  the  question  to  which  they  re- 
ferred. He  was  anxious  that  this  Act 
should  not  be  regarded  as  an  unnecessary 
interference  with  the  local  legislaturci  but 
merely  as  a  subsidiary  enactment  for  car- 
rying into  execution  the  principles  of  the 
measures  passed  by  Parliament  for  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  colonies. 

Sir  Oeorge  Qrey  said,  that  he  had  dis- 
tinctly stated  on  moving  for  leave  to  bring 
in  this  Bill,  that  it  was  not  meant  to  con- 
vey any  opinion  by  its  proposal  as  to  the 
difference  which  occurred  between  Lord 
Sligo  and  the  Legislature  of  Jamaica ;  but 
that  it  was  intended  to  declare,  that  a  case 
of  necessity  was  made  out  for  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Imperial  Parliament  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  an  admitted  defect  in 
the  law,  which  seriously  affected  the  ap- 
prenticed slaves,  over  whose  interests  Par- 
liament was  bound  by  every  obligation  to 
keep  a  careful  watch. 

Mr.  Hume  admitted  that  Parliament 
was  bound  to  take  care  that  the  stipula- 
tions of  that  Act,  which  cost  the  country 
a  sum  of  twenty  millions,  were  complied 
with,  but  warned  the  House  against  unne- 
cessarily interfering  with  those  concerns 
for  which  the  local  legislature  were  pre- 
pared to  legislate. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Enlistment  of  Sailors.]  On  the 
Motion  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into 
ft  Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  Buckingham  said,  that  he  was 
anxious  to  receive  from  the  Under-Secre- 
tary for  the  Admiralty  some  information 
on  a  sutyeet  of  considerable  interest.  It 
was  no  doubt  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House,  that  those  who  supported  the  Bill 
which  passed  last  Session  for  the  encou- 
ragement of  voluntary  enlistment  of  sea- 
taen,  dwelt  strongly  on  the  probability  of 


sailors  becoming  more  ttady  to  eqliat  if 
the  measure  which  held  out  such  hopes 
to  them  were  allowed  to  pass.  An  oppor* 
tunity  had  very  recently  ocoqrred  for  teat* 
ifig  the  correctness  of  that  statement,  in 
consequenee  of  the  increase  in  the  number 
of  men  required  for  the  navy.  Statements 
had  appeared  in  the  public  papers  that 
there  was  considerable  difficulty  in  pro* 
curing  men  for  the  service.  But  froip  the 
information  which  he  received  from  Porta* 
mouth,  there  never  was  a  period  in  naval 
history  when  men  entered  the  service  with 
so  much  alaoiity.  He  was  desirous^ 
therefore,  to  know  whether  his  inforna* 
tion  was  well-founded  f 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  felt  the  |^atest  plea- 
sure in  stating  that  the  account  given  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Buckingham) 
was  perfectly  correct.  In  consequence  of 
the  inducements  held  out  for  promoting 
the  voluntary  enlistment  of  seamen,  there 
never  was  a  period  when  they  entered  he 
service  so  readily  and  so  rapidly  as  within 
the  last  fortnight.  He  had  been  informed 
that  the  fishermen  and  boatmen  who  used 
formerly  to  run  away  through  foar  of  im* 
pressment,  now  cheerfully  and  willingly 
came  forward  to  enter. 

Tlie  House  went  into  a  Committee  of 

Supply — Navt  Estimatbs.]  On  the 
question  that  24,330/.  be  granted  for  the 
wages  of  workmen  in  foreign  dockyards, 

Sir  E,  Codrington  rose  to  call  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  House  to  the  inadequate  wages 
received  by  the  workmen  in  the  dockyaras. 
They  had  been  praised  by  the  Admiraltyi 
but  their  wages  bad  been  reduced  from 
21.  17s.  per  week,  in  1814,  to  U.  7#.  Sd. 
in  1821.  Since  then  their  ship  money  had 
been  taken  away,  and  a  considerable  num« 
ber  of  them  had  been  turned  adrift  without 
either  pay  or  pension.  In  many  cases, 
too,  no  allowance  had  been  made  to  the 
shipwrights  and  others  who  had  received 
hurts  in  the  service.  This  conduct  he 
considered  very  injurious  to  the  public^ 
for,  in  case  of  a  war,  the  services  of  such 
men  would  be  required,  and  then  it  woula 
not  be  possible  to  obtain  them. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  admitted,  that  the 
dock-yard  wrights  were  a  most  exemplary 
body  of  men,  but  when  they  received 
nearly  3/.  per  week,  they  were  obviously 
paid  at  too  high  a  rate«  Sir  James  Ora* 
ham,  nhen  first  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
had  ascertained  that  the  average  rate  of 
wages  in  private  yards  was  4s.  per  day^ 
and  the  wages  paid  itt  the  King's  dock* 
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yards  exceeded  the  average  of  tbe  wages 
paid  In  pri?ate  dock-yards.  The  men  in 
them,  too,  bad  the  chance  of  a  pension, 
and  they  had  medical  assistance  whenever 
they  were  laid  up  by  accidents.  He  con- 
sidered those  statements  a  safficient 
answer  to  the  observations  of  the  gallant 
Admiral  though  the  Admiralty  he  was  sure 
had  every  wish  to  treat  the  men  In  ques- 
tion with  tbe  greatest  consideration,  know- 
ing that  their  services  were  Indispensable. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  71,431/.,  for  com- 
pleting the  sum  necessary  for  the  purchase 
of  naval  stores,  be  granted  to  his  Majesty. 

Mr.  George  P.  Young  thought  this  vote 
ought  to  be  accompanied  by  detailed  state- 
ments of  what  the  money  was  wanted  for. 
He  must  complain  too  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  timber  store  for  the  navy  was 
obtained.  Instead  of  being  procured  by 
public  contract.  It  was  made  the  subject  of 
private  arrangement  with  parties  possessing 
influence  with  the  Admiralty.  If  it  were 
left  to  public  competition,  a  great  saving 
would  result.  The  public  market  also 
would  be  less  liable  to  fluctuations,  and 
the  public  and  individuals  would  both  be 
benefited  by  open  competition.  He  ob- 
jected also  to  the  vote  because  he  believed 
there  was  no  responsibility  that  the  stores 
would  be  properly  applied.  He  must 
complain  too  of  the  lavish  expenditore  of 
stores,  occasioned  by  the  experiments  in 
naval  architecture  now  being  made  by 
Captain  Symonds.  He  had  a  great  re- 
spect for  that  ofiicer,  but  he  thought  that 
gentlemen  brought  up  to  the  business  of 
ship-building,  were  more  likely  to  build 
ahips  well,  than  a  naval  officer  with  whom 
every  vessel  he  constructed  was  an  experi- 
ment. Such  a  proceeding  was  extravagant 
and  disastrous.  Captain  Symonds  claimed 
to  have  discovered  a  new  principle  of  ship- 
building. For  his  part  he  did  not  believe 
in  its  efficacy,  but  all  tbe  q\d  ships  would 
be  pulled  to  pieces  to  build  new  ships 
on  Captain  Syroonds*s  plan.  He  could 
have  no  confidence  in  estimates  prepared 
under  such  auspices,  particularly  as  several 
of  Captain  Symonds's  ships  had  been  altered 
while  buildipff,  and  altered  after  they  had 
been  built.  He  repeated  that  he  objected 
to  the  whole  sum  being  proposed  in  a 
lamp.  He  thought  that  when  money 
to  9uch  an  amount  was  called  for,  details 
should  be  given,  and  he  was  afraid  that 
those  who  had  the  management  of  this 
department  were  inadequate  to  tbe  task. 


Mr.  Charles  Wood  defended  the  vote. 
All  the  information  was  given  in  the  esti- 
mate which  could  be  useral  to  the  House, 
and  he  had  explained,  on  introducing  the 
estimates,  that  this  sum  was  demanded  on 
the  responsibility  of  the  Qo?ernment. 
Timber  was  not  purchased  as  the  hon. 
Member  said  privately,  it  was  sometimes 
bought  by  contract  and  sometimes  by 
private  bargain  as  circumstances  dictated : 
and  he  was  ready  to  maintain  that  no 
more  than  the  fair  market  price  had  been 
paid  fbr  timber.  With  respect  to  Captain 
Symonds,  he  had  only  to  say  that  persons 
who,  without  the  smallest  disrespect  to 
the  hon.  Member  were  by  profession  far 
more  competent  to  form  an  opinion  on 
the  subject,  had  expressed  themselves  in 
terms  of  high  commendation  upon  the 
subject  of  his  experiments  in  naval  archi- 
tecture. The  hon.  Member  complained 
of  tbe  waste  of  stores  by  Captain  Sy- 
monds's  experiments;  tbe  fisct  was,  that 
the  quantity  of  timber  required  each  year 
had  been  gradually  diminishing  from 
21,000  loads  in  1829,  to  9,000  loads  in 
1634;  yet  there  were  more  ships  i|t 
sea  in  1834  and  more  building  than  in 
1829.  He  must  deny  too  that  Captain 
Symonds's  ships  were  altered  either  during 
the  building  or  after  they  were  built. 
All  Captain  Symonds's  ships  had  been 
finished  according  to  the  designs  first 
laid  down,  and  almost  all  other  ships 
were  altered  in  the  progress  of  construct- 
ing them.  He  should  be  ready  to  meet 
the  hon.  Member  when  he  made  any 
direct  charges ;  at  present  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber only  made  insinuations. 

Admiral  Adam  confirmed  all  that  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Secretary  of  the  Admi- 
ralty had  said,  with  respect  to  Captain 
Symonds's  character  and  his  merit  as  A 
ship-builder. 

Sir  George  Cbrk,  while  be  admitted 
Captain  Symonds's  merits,  objected  to 
the  system  of  making  a  naval  officer  sur- 
veyor of  the  navy.  The  surveyor  of  the 
navy  ought  to  be  well  instructed  in,  and 
conversant  with,  naval  architecture. 

Admiral  Adam  praised  the  constructJoai 
of  Captain  Symonas's  ships;  and,  advert- 
ing to  the  Barham  and  the  Vernon,  ob- 
served, that  although  the  Barham  did 
much  better  than  he  expected,  the  Vernon 
greatly  exceeded  herTin  stability. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  a  sum  not  exceed- 
log  99fl6QL  be  granted  to  his  Majesty  to 
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^*'«^^-'^:t^  iM^ii.vifi  ii)ftwqase»  and 
f%,  -#««iOS^:  v|i:  rtttlBilO:  Iiff«s  at  stake,  it 
"ipMK  ^«**h  ^ttWMfflwcy  (AaH  wmmt  bat  Tessels 

«*»^  mM^  .MOi^Mlhy  daas  sliooki  be 
.^ftA|iU>>i4:  vnr.  diis  errice.  He  thought  it 
^v4^(t/lit  ifci^bly  satisfactory  to  the  House 
^^  QU'  tib»  cQttntry,  if  the  hoo.  Geatleman 
<<|ie^aii»  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  would  take  this 
Qft^dttanitj  of  stating  what  had  been  the 
Nmt  of  the  inquiries  made  bj  the 
Goremment  as  to  the  loss  of  the  two 
vessels  he  had  named,  and  also  whether 
there  had  been  any  change  introduced 
either  into  the  mode  of  surveying  Tessels 
previous  to  their  being  taken  up  for  this 
service,  or  in  the  rate  that  was  paid  for 
them  when  they  were  so  taken  up-^ 
whether  in  fact  anv  such  change  had  been 
adopted  as  could  lead  to  the  supposition 
that  a  better  olasa  of  vessels  would  for  the 
future  be  employed* 

Mr.  CAar#«  Hood  replied,  that  the 
moit  minute  inquiries  had  been  made  into 
the  circumstances  attending  the  wreck  of 
the  vessels  to  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  referred ;  and  if  a  wish  to  that  effect 
were  expressed,  he  should  be  willing  and 
happy  to  place  the  whole  of  the  informa- 
tion which  had  been  obtained  on  the  subject 
before  the  House.  With  respect  to  the 
mode  of  taking  up  convict  ships,  he  begged 
to  state,  that  since  the  year  1833,  such 
alterations  had  been  made  as  necessarily 
secured  the  employment  of  a  better,  more 
comfortable,  and  more  sea- worthy  class 
of  vessels  than  those  formerly  engaged  in 
this  service.  Before  any  vessel  was  taken 
up  in  any  port,  it  was  surveyed,  and  must 
be  favourably  reported  of  by  the  resident 
agent  of  the  Government,  assisted  by  a 
naval  officer  and  an  intelligent  shipwright 
In  the  case  of  the  George  the  Third,  the 
parties  who  surveyed  her  and  upon  whose 
approval  she  was  taken  up,  declared  that 
when  she  left  Deptford  sne  was  in  every 
respect,  a  fit  and  proper  vessel  for  the 
purpose  for  which  she  was  to  be  employed, 
and  that  her  subsequent  loss  could  not  in 
any  way  be  ascribed  to  her  want  of  sea- 
worthiness.    The  result  of  the  inquiries 

which  had  beep  made  upon  the  subject 


f'^milU  ^itifiae^  <fimdy  ta  abow  that    the 

I  U^li^^l^qlte  <fi«nS«  tiie  Third  was    attri- 
,  4tttabii^  Qiift  ea  aaj  defect  or  decay    in 
thtsntUi,  liet  to  the  attempt  to  carry   her 
t&n«|^  a  daageroos  and  not  well  known 
^naie.  As  to  the  Neva,  the    most    rigid 
asfvesl^ation  had  been  instituted  into   its 
diaracter  before  it  was  permitted  to  sail  ; 
and  it  was  declared  sea-worthy  not  only  by 
the   Government  surveyor    but    by    the 
surveyor  of  Lloyd's,  an  impartial   witness. 
Very    considerable     expense    had    been 
incurred  to  repair  that  ship. 

Mr.  Chapman  said,  the  loss  of  the 
vessel  in  question  had  not  so  much  to  do 
with  the  character  of  the  vessel  as  with 
the  temerity  of  the  commander  in  putting 
it  through  this  difficult  strait  at  night. 

Mr.  C^eorge  F,  Young  saidj  that  though 
the  George  the  Third  and  the  Neva  were  old 
vessels,  they  happened  to  be  good  ones  for 
the  service  they  were  engaged  in;  but  it 
was  the  system  of  taking  up  and  inspecting 
vessels  that  was  so  defective.   For  instance, 
the  Anne  was  reported  when  taken  op  by 
the  Government  inspectors,  as  fit  for  the 
service ;  but  the  economical  system  they 
were  restricted  to,  did  not  enable  them  to 
look  deep  enough,  and  it  was  only  after* 
wards,  wnen  an  accident  obliged  the  Anne 
to  undergo  a  slight  repair  for  the  fitting  of 
a  new  fore-foot,  that  it  was  discovered  thai 
her  principal  timbers  were  in  such  an  un« 
sound  state  that  if  sent  to  sea  in  the  state 
the  inspectors  bad  pronounced  her  fit  for 
service  she  must  have  certainly  founderMl 
in  the  first  gale.      To  attain  the  results 
they  desired.  Government  must  establish 
a  more  liberal  rate  of  allowance  for  in- 
spection, and  then  only  superior  vessels 
would  be  taken  up,  for  whicb»  of  course, 
they  must  pay  a  higher  rate  of  freight. 
Thus  only  could  they  obtain  good  vessels 
for  such  a  service. 

Mr.  thomely  had  been  credibly  in* 
formed  that  the  Neva  was  twenty  years 
old.  If  so,  the  Admiralty  were  certainly 
not  justified  in  hiring  such  a  vessel 
without  a  strict  examination  into  her 
soundness.  He,  however,  was  of  opioioo, 
that  no  vessel  ought  to  be  employed  for  so 
important  a  purpose  as  the  conveyance  of 
hundreds  of  human  beings  if  her  age  ex* 
ceeded  eight  or  ten  years. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  taking  the  state* 
ment  as  true,  that  the  Neva  was  twenty 
years  old,  the  Admiralty  had  certainly 
failed  to  justify  the  manner  ia  wUcbihi 
hftd  been  biredi 
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inquiry^  They  ttated,  tbat  theY  would  be 
able  to  establish,  at  the  bar  of  that  House^ 
or  before  a  Ck)iiiniittee  of  tbat  House,  the 
fact  J  that  io  no  iostance  bad  the  corporate 

Property  been  improperly  used,  bot  that  it 
ad  constantly  been  appropriated  to  those 
objects  for  which  it  was  originally  gi^en  in 
trust 
Petition  to  lay  on  the  Table* 

War  in  Spain.3  The  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
wished^  before  the  House  proceeded  with 
the  Orders  of  the  Day^  to  ask  a  question 
of  the  noble  Viscount.  A  short  time  since^ 
he  moved  for  copies  of  the  correspondence 
between  his  Majesty's  Minister  in  Spain, 
and  the  Spanish  Government^  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  what  had  been  done 
by  the  British  Government  to  humanize  in 
some  degree  the  warfare  that  was  carrying 
on  in  the  Spanish  provinces.  The  noble 
Viscount,  in  assenting  to  that  motion,  did 
not  give  their  Lordships  reason  to  expect 
that  any  very  luminous  or  extensive  cor- 
respondence would  be  produced.^  But, 
whatever  correspondence  might  exists  cer- 
tainly DO  return  had  as  yet  been  made. 
Now,  he  begged  to  observe^  that  the  sub- 
ject was  DOW  of  &r  more  importaooe  to 
this  country,  than  when  he  had  asked  the 
question  and  made  the  motion  to  which  he 
had  alluded ;  for  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  thought  proper^  as  it  would  ap- 
pear^ and  without  solicitation,  to  embark 
nis  Majesty's  navy  in  this  cut-throat  sys- 
tem of  warfare*  In  consequence  of  the 
support  thus  given  by  his  Majesty's  forces, 
the  honour  of  this  country,  and  the  safety 
of  our  fellow*8ubjects  were  much  more 
deeply  called  in  question  than  when  he 
made  the  motion  relative  to  the  correspond- 
ence. He,  therefore,  begged  to  be  informed 
by  the  noble  Viscount,  whether  he  was 
aware  of  any  reason  to  prevent  the  pro- 
duction of  tnose  papers,  and  farther,  he 
would  request  of  the  noble  Viscount  to 
give  directions  for  their  being  speedily 
bid  before  the  House. 

Viscount  Melbourne  did  not  know  what 
was  the  reason  of  the  delay,  but  he  would 
take  care  that  the  papers  should  be  laid 
before  the  House  immediately.  As  to  the 
steps  which  had  been  taken  since  the  mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  was  made,  he  ad- 
mitted that  they  gave  additional  interest 
to  the  subject.  With  respect  to  the  mea- 
sures that  had  been  adopted  to  alter  the 
character  of  the  war  in  Spain,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  it  would  give  great  satis&ction 
to  the  Doble  £arl  woen  m  asaured  himi 


that  he  had  thiaday  seen  a  despatch,  wliich 
stated,  contrary  to  the  observations  made- 
in  that  House,  as  to  the  utter  inefficiency 
of  the  convention  to  effect  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  entered  into,  that  that  con., 
vention  had  been  beneScially  acted  on  in 
that  part  of  the  country  to  which  it  origin*, 
ally  had  reference,  and  that  it  had  bc«n 
extended  to  Catalonia  and  other  parts  not 
at  first  contemplated.  He  was  sure  that  it 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  noble  Earl, 
and  to  the  noble  Duke  (Wellington),  to  be 
informed,  not  only  that  the  assertion  that 
the  convention  haa  not  been  attended  with 
any  good  effect,  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  ^t,  but  that  it  had  tended,  in  a  great 
degree,  to  make  the  war  in  Spain  more 
humane,  and  to  save  a  great  number  of  lives. 

Railway  Bills.]  The  Marquess  of 
Lansdarvne  moved  that  the  House  should 
proceed  to  the  further  consideration  of  the 
Report  made  by  the  select  Committee  of 
the  HouBC  of  Commons,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  best  modes  by  which  information  can 
be  afforded  to  the  House  on  the  different 
Railway  Bills,  and  the  resolutions  founded 
thereupon."  The  noble  Marquess,  after  a 
few  prefatory  observations,  proposed  that 
their  Lordships  should  agree  to  the  Reso- 
lutions of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  which 
he  would  add  two  other  Resolutions—' 
namely,  "  that  the  abore  Resolutions  be 
not  understood  to  dispense  with  the  stand- 
ing orders  heretofore  observed  by  their 
Lordship's  House ;"  and,  "  that  where  no 
parties  shall  appear  in  support  of  a  petition 
against  a  Railway  Bill,  their  Lordships 
shall  exercise  their  discretion  to  inquire 
into  the  facts." 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  could  not 
avoid  saying,  that  their  Lor^hips  were 
called  on  rather  hastily  to  adopt  tnose  re« 
solutions.  He  understood,  on  the  former 
evening,  that  the  resolutions  were  to  be 
printed,  that  noble  Lords  might  thus  have 
the  liberty  of  consulting  them.  But  such 
was  not  the  fiict*  Early  in  the  Session  he 
had  stated  his  general  view  of  the  railway 
question.  In  his  opinion,  a  very  great  dis- 
tinction ought  to  be  made  between  those 
railways  that  were  constructed  with  a  view 
to  great  public  utility,  great  commercial 
advantages,  the  connecting  large  manufac- 
turing towns  with  other  manufacturing 
towns,  and  that  species  of  railways  which 
were  got  up  under  the  auspices  of  indivi- 
duals, as  mere  matters  of  speculation^^par- 
ticularly  in  great  mining  counties.  These 
hitter  ought  not  to  be  encouraged.    He 
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ioottiry.  They  stated,  tbat  tbev  would  be 
id>re  to  establbh,  at  the  bar  of  tnat  House, 
or  before  a  Committee  of  tbat  House,  tbe 
fact,  that  10  no  instaDce  had  the  corporate 
property  been  improperly  used,  but  tbat  it 
iiad  constantly  been  appropriated  to  those 
objecte  for  which  it  was  origiually  given  in 
trust. 
Petition  to  lay  on  the  TaUe. 

Wab  in  Spain.]  The  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
wished,  before  the  House  proceeded  with 
the  Orders  of  the  Day,  to  ask  a  question 
of  the  noble  Viscount.  A  short  time  since, 
he  moved  for  copies  of  the  correspondence 
between  his  Majesty's  Minister  in  Spain, 
and  the  Spanish  Government,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  what  had  been  done 
by  the  British  Government  to  humanize  in 
some  degree  tbe  warfare  that  was  carrying 
on  in  tbe  Spanish  provinces.  The  noble 
Viscount,  in  assenting  to  that  motion,  did 
not  give  their  Lordships  reason  to  expect 
that  any  very  luminous  or  extensive  cor- 
respondence would  be  produced.  But, 
whatever  correspondence  naight  exists  cer- 
tainly no  return  had  aa  yet  been  made. 
Now,  he  begged  to  observe,  that  the  sub- 
ject was  DOW  of  for  more  importance  to 
this  country,  than  when  he  had  asked  the 
question  and  made  the  motion  to  which  he 
had  alluded ;  for  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  thought  proper,  as  it  would  ap- 
pear, and  without  solicitation,  to  embark 
nis  Majesty's  navy  in  this  cut-throat  sys- 
tem of  warfare*  In  consequence  of  the 
support  thus  given  by  his  Majesty's  forces, 
the  honour  of  this  country,  and  the  safety 
of  our  fellow*subjects  were  much  more 
deeply  called  in  Question  than  when  he 
maae  the  motion  relative  to  the  correspond- 
ence. He,  therefore,  begged  to  be  informed 
by  the  noble  Viscount,  whether  he  was 
aware  of  any  reason  to  prevent  the  pro- 
duction of  tiiose  papers,  and  farther,  he 
would  request  of  the  noble  Viscount  to 
ffive  directions  for  their  being  speedily 
laid  before  tbe  House. 

Viscount  Melbourne  did  not  know  what 
was  the  reason  of  the  delay,  but  he  would 
take  care  that  the  papers  should  be  laid 
before  the  House  immediately.  As  to  the 
steps  which  had  been  taken  since  the  mo* 
tion  of  the  noble  Earl  was  made,  he  ad« 
mitted  that  they  gave  additional  interest 
to  the  subject.  VVith  respect  to  the  mea- 
sures that  had  been  adopted  to  alter  the 
character  of  tbe  war  in  Spain,  he  was  con. 
vinced  that  it  would  give  Rreat  satisfoction 
to  tbe  noble  Earl  wb«n  be  assured  him, 


that  he  bad  this  day  seen  a  despatch,  which 
stated,  contrary  to  the  observations  made 
in  that  House,  as  to  the  utter  inefficiencjr 
of  the  convention  to  effect  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  entered  into,  that  that  con- 
vention had  been  beneficially  acted  on  in 
that  part  of  the  country  to  which  it  ort^^in- 
ally  had  reference^  and  that  it  had  been 
extended  to  Catalonia  and  other  parts  not 
at  first  contemplated.     He  was  sure  that  it 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  noble   Earl^ 
and  to  the  noble  Duke  (Wellington)^  to  be 
informed,  not  onlv  that  the  assertion  that 
the  convention  baa  not  been  attended  with 
any  good  effect,  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  ^ct:,  but  that  it  had  tended,  in  a  great 
degree,   to  make  the  war  in  Spain  more 
humane,  and  to  save  a  great  number  of  lives. 

Railway  Bills.  3      The  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne  moved  that  the  House  should 
proceed  to  the  further  consideration  of  the 
Report  made  by  the  select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  ''  to  inquire  into 
the  best  modes  by  which  information  can 
be  afforded  to  the  House  on  the  different 
Railway  Bills,  and  the  resolutions  founded 
thereupon."    The  noble  Marquess,  after  a 
few  prefatory  observations,  proposed  that 
their  Lordships  should  agree  to  the  Reso* 
lutions  of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  which 
he  would  add  two  other   Resolutions  — 
namely,  '^that  the  above  Resolutions  be 
not  understood  to  dispense  with  the  stand- 
ing orders  heretofore   observed   by  their 
Lordship's  House;"  and,  ''that  where  no 
parties  shall  appear  in  support  of  a  petition 
against  a  Railway  Bill,  their  Lordships 
shall  exercise  their  discretion  to  inquire 
into  the  facts." 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  could  not 
avoid  saying,  that  their  Lordships  were 
called  on  rather  hastily  to  adopt  those  re« 
solutions.  He  understood,  on  the  former 
evening,  that  the  resolutions  were  to  be 
printed,  that  noUe  Lords  might  thus  have 
the  liberty  of  consulting  them.  But  such 
was  not  the  fact.  Early  in  the  Session  he 
bad  stated  his  general  view  of  the  railway 
question.  In  bis  opinion,  a  very  great  dis« 
tinction  ought  to  be  made  between  those 
railways  that  were  constructed  with  a  view 
to  great  public  utility,  great  commercial 
advantages,  the  connecting  large  mauufsc- 
turing  towns  with  other  manufacturing 
towns,  and  that  species  of  railways  which 
were  got  up  under  the  auapicea  olf  indiri* 
duals,  as  mere  matters  of  speculatioOjjMur- 
ticulai'ly  in  great  mining  counties.  These 
latter  ought  not  to  be  en^ouiragedi   H« 
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t  bat  ditapprove  of  the  naniier  in 
Nne  of  thoee  Bills  had  been  eup- 
Isewliere.  There  were  in  the  county 
i!cb  be  wfts  connected,  two  railways^ 
wbicb  was,  he  believed,  in  conse- 
of  the  want  of  funds,  and  the  loans 
t  was  necessary  to  procure,  actually 
session  of  the  Government  at  that 
it.  He  hoped  that  the  noble  Mar- 
rould  afford  him  an  opportunity  to 
bme  suggestions  on  the  subject  of 
ys.  At  the  same  time,  he  knew  that 
a  little  disagreeable  for  any  indivi- 
to  brinff  forward  resolutions  when 
■nment  had  charged  itself  with  any 
tolar  measure.  He  wished,  however, 
d.  in  a  great  ^^g  subject  had  been  taken  up  by  the 
Spain  me  gari  (Malmesbury)  below  him.     His 

nierof/irei  ledge  and  experience  would  enable 

to  oevelope  the  effect  which  the  rail. 
Isrquess  of  system,  if  not  vigilantly  attended  to, 
msboM  ijtely  to  produce  in  different  parts  of 
'jonofthe  •ountry. 

mittKi^  lie   Earl  of  Malmesbury  had  no  ob- 

ain  latx)  L^j^  ^q  ^y^AI  himself  of  any  information 

itm  m  ^  might  be  derived  from  the  proceed- 

dilFcfent  j  of  t"he  Committee  of  the  other  House ; 

foaoded  Ibeir  Lordships  were  bound,  with  refer- 

;,  altera  ^  to  such  an  important  measure  as  this, 

«d  tbt  itke  it  into  their  most  serious  considera- 

e  Bef  I,  and  to  discuss  it  fiilly.     He  thought, 

owhiA  rever,  that  the  best  way  would  be  to 

JOBS"  hr  the  subject  to  a  Select  Committee, 

<x»  ^  fticularly  as  the  landed  interest  might 

itind'  keriously  affected  by  these  sort  of  railway 

their  iculations  into  which  it  was  their  Lord- 

vBO  Ips*  duty  to  look  with  greaJt  strictness. 

itiofl  The  Earl  of  Wicklotv  had  already  ex- 

ihipf  Wsed  sentiments  similar  to  those  of  the 

[uirB  ible  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down.    He 

incurred  in  the  Resolutions  of  the  House 
not  '  Commons ;  and  he  believed  that  it  was 

nit  icumbent  upon  their  Lordships  to  take 

jv  sore  than  ordinary  care  in  the  considera- 

ner  Ion  of  this  important  suligect.  Their  Lord, 

be  ihips  were  well  aware  of  the  difficulty 

ire  n  coming  to  a  decision  upon  railways; 

iicJi  ind    there   could    be   no  doubt    that   if 

k  isarried  to  the  full  extent  to  which  there 

ij  Iras  reason  to  believe  they  might  be,  their 

»•  Lordships  would  have  much  business  of  this 

le  nature  before  them.    There  were  no  less 

ff  than  fifty  or  sixty  Railroad  Bills  in  the 

i  other  House,  shortly  to  come  before  their 

0  Lordships ;  and  as  the  guardians  of  the 

ig  poperty  and  rights  of  bis  Majesty's  sub- 

h  Jects,  it  was  their  duty  to  devise  means 

i.  consistent  with  the  forms  and  orders  of 

their  House,  for  promotine  measures  which 
e  were  Ukely  to  teod  to  the  nitore  prosperity 


of  the  country*  He  saw  no  bstler  mode 
than  the  one  suggested  by  his  tioble  FViend 
(the  Earl  of  Malmesbury),  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee,  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  means  which  can  be  devised 
for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  passage 
of  such  Bills  through  the  House. 

Lord  Abinger  saw  no  objections  to  the 
resolution,  provided  the  Committee  on  each 
Bill  was  at  liberty  to  go  into  the  inquiry  in 
all  cases  in  which  it  might  deem  inquiry 
necessary. 

Lord  AakburUm  was  anxious  that  their 
Lordships  should  adopt  the  proper  means 
to  prevent  serious  injury  resulting  fifom 
the  present  mania,  but  at  the  same  time 
they  should  do  it  temperately.  The  dis- 
pensing power  of  the  Committee,  proposed 
by  the  last  resolutions  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, hardly  gave  sufficient  latitude,  beu 
cause  there  might  be  an  opposition  to  a 
Bill  for  only  five  minutes,  and  in  that  case, 
the  Committee  would  be  obliged  to  go  into 
all  the  proofs  alreadv  given  before  the 
other  House.  It  was  bienly  necessary  that 
some  means  should  be  adopted  to  prevent 
such  a  public  scandal  as  the  expenditure  of 
40,000/.,  50,000^,  or  60,000/„  in  order  to 
procure  the  passing  of  a  private  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdawne  had  not 
heard  any  objection  to  the  resolutions, 
except  the  quolified  one  of  his  noble  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  concurred  with 
his  noble  Friend,  that  a  trifling  alteration 
in  the  fifth  resolution  would  give  more 
latitude  to  the  powers  of  the  Committee, 
in  dispensing  with  the  necessity  of  entering 
upon  the  examination  of  evidence  a  second 
time ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  make  such 
an  alteration. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  begged 
to  mention  one  or  two  of  the  harddiips 
which  had  been  already  sustained  through 
projects  of  this  description.  By  the  pro- 
spectus of  the  Clarence  Railway  scheme, 
it  appeared  that  the  capital  required  was 
200,000^.,  but  that  amount  being  subscribed, 
it  was  declared,  that  there  was  no  prospect 
of  the  undertaking  succeeding  with  that 
sum,  upon  which  the  Company  borrowed 
Exchequer-bills,  at  different  periods^  to 
the  amount  of  20,000/.,  50,0001.,  and 
of  11,000/.  The  whole  sum  borrowed 
amounted  to  no  less  than  IMflOOLt  and 
the  whole  exnense  had  been  580,0002., 
for  a  work  which  yielded  no  more  than 
2,500/.  a-vear.  He  was^  therefore»  induoed 
to  hope  the  noble  Marquess  would  follow 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  M«laissbury)i  and  appoint  a  Sditt 
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beneficial  to  tBose  for  tbe  protection  of 
"whose  interests  it  was  given.  This  had 
heen  most  distinctly^  fair^^  and  honourably 
admitted  by  those  most  instrumental  in 
passing  the  Act  of  the  late  King  for  re- 
moving the  penal  disabilities  which  then 
pressed  upon  the  Roman  Catholic  subjects 
of  the  Crown,  and  who  must  necessarily 
be  most  anxious  for  carrying  out  that 
measure.  Those  persons  considered  them 
to  be  so  exclusive,  that  their  very  existence 
was  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  state  of 
society  now  existing.  Not  only  had  these 
Corporations  excluded  Roman  Catholics, 
but  Protestants  whose  opinions  did  not 
coincide  with  their  own ;  and  they  had  not 
only  introduced  division  between  Protest- 
ants and  Roman  Catholics,  but  between 
Protestants  themselves.  It  did  appear  to 
him,  then,  that  it  was  incumbent  on  their 
Lordships  to  make  provision  for  admitting 
all  classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ire- 
land, of  whatever  religion  they  might  be, 
to  their  due  share  in  the  management  and 
government  of  these  towns.  The  Bill  now 
presented  to  them  was  framed  for  the  most 

fart  entirely  upon  the  Bill  passed  by  their 
^ordships  last  session^  a  great  part  of 
which  was  the  work  of  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  other  side,  lately  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. He  was  sorry  to  hear  the  noble 
Lord  speak  the  other  night  in  such  a  dis- 
paraging manner  of  it.  The  noble  Lord 
bad  said  that  the  Bill  was  now  the  law  of 
the  land,  and  added,  with  something  of  a 
sneer,  that  of  course  we  should  all  wish  to 
carry  it  into  effect.  It  was  rather  un- 
natural not  to  express  good  feeling^  towards 
one's  offspring,  and  he  was  surprised  at  the 
noble  Lord's  coldness  towards  a  Bill  in  pro. 
ducing  which  he  had  so  large  a  share. 
Knowing  their  Lordships'  habits  of  business, 
it  would  be  quite  disrespectful  in  him  to 
suppose  that  they  were  not  all  perfectly 
acquainted  with  the  provisions  of  an  Act 
of  such  great  importance  as  the  one  passed 
last  Session,  especially  as  they  had  heard  it 
fully  debated  last  year,  and  seen  its  pro- 
visionR  fully  carried  into  effect  during  the 
recess.  Presuming,  therefore,  on  this 
knowledge,  he  thought  it  would  be  suffi- 
cient if  he  simply  stated  in  what  points  the 
Bill  now  before  them  agreed  with  it,  and 
in  what  respects  the  two  measures  differed. 
The  present  Bill,  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  former  Act,  reserved  the  rights  of  free- 
men perfect  and  inchoate,  and  all  the  rights 
of  property.  The  same  regulations,  with 
respect  to  metes  and  bounds  of  boroughs, 
were  common  to  both  measures.    The  pre- 


sent Bill  efltablished  the  same  form  of  local 
government  —  a   mayor,    alderman,  and 
council,  and  generally  the  same  forms  and 
rules  in  other  appointments.      The  same 
power  was  given  to  appoint  officers,  to  dis, 
miss  them,  and  to  give  compensation.  There 
were  precisely  the  same  regulations  with 
respect  to  the  charities  of  Corporations, 
which  were  lef^  in  the  same  hands  as  afc 
present,  until  Parliament  should  alter  this 
arrangement.  The  same  power  of  regulating 
the  watching,  of  appointing  special  con- 
stables,  of  managing  the  borough  funds^ 
paying  officers  out  of  them^  and  imposing 
rates,   was  proposed  to  be  given  to   the 
town-councils  as  was  given  in  the  English 
Bill.     There  were  the  same  restrictions  on 
the  regulation  of  property,  regarding  ad- 
vowsons  in  the  gift  of  Corporations,  and 
the  same  provisions  for  the  administration 
of  justice.     The  Recorder  was  appointed  in 
the  same  manner,  and  was  to  be  made  sole 
judge  at  the  borough  sessions.  He  believed 
there  was  no  distinction  in  this  respect,  ex« 
cept  that  it  was  proposed  to  continue  the 
Courts  of  Conscience,  which  had  been  found 
extremely  beneficial  in  the  Irish  boroughs, 
and  which  it  had  been  thought  advisable  to 
retain.     The  same  power  was  lodged  in  the 
Crown  of  giving  Corporations  where  the 
inhabitants  desired  them,  and  where  they 
should  be  judged  to  be  necessary.     These 
were  the  points  which  constituted  the  gene* 
ral  agreement  between  the  two  Bills.  The 
first  difference  he  should  think  it  necessary 
to  mention  was  with  respect  to  the  qualifi- 
cation.    This  Bill  proposed  to  enact  a  5L 
qualification.      In   the   English  Bill,  the 
qualification  was  determined  by  the  amount 
of  the  Poor-rates,  but  in  the  present  Bill 
such  a  qualification  was  out  of  the  question* 
It  was  found,  if  they  had  adopted  the  Scotch 
qualification  of  10/.,  that  in  many  of  the 
Irish  boroughs  where  the  property  was  of 
small  value,  it  would  have  given  so  limited 
a  constituency  as  to  have  rendered  the  re* 
form  of  the  Corporations  entirely  nugatory. 
It  had  been  therefore  resolved  to  adopt  in 
the  seven  larger  Irish  boroughs  a  quali- 
fication of  lOZ.  annual  rent,  and  m  the  smaller 
ones  a  qualification  of  BL  annual  rent.   This 
would  not  give  too  large  a  constituency  in 
large  towns ;  and  would,  at  the  same  time, 
leave    a    large    enough    constituency     ia 
smaller  places.     The  duties  performed  by 
overseers  in  England,  there  being  no  sudi 
officers  in  Ireland,  were  in  part  confided 
to  the  hands  of  the  churchwardens.     The 
appointment  of  revising  barristers,  which 
in  the  case  of  the  English  Act  was  to  b^ 
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of  the  Corporations  then  created  the  (traction 
of  admitting  the  members  of  the  commonalty. 
Select  or  governing  bodies,  under  the  name  of 
Common  Councils,  became  generally  estab* 
lished  in  the  ancient  Corporations^  and  appear 
to  have  early  acquired  the  privilege  of  decidinpf 
on  the  merits  of  the  claims  to  freedom,  and  of 
granting  or  withholding  admission. 

*'  lliey  exercised  also,  without  limit  as  to 
numbers,  the  power  of  admitting  whom  they 
pleased,  by  what  is  generally  termed  *  special 
grace.' 

''  Possessed  of  these  powers^  the  governing 
bodies  have  too  commonly  used  Ihem  without 
scruple,  not  as  trusts  to  be  exercised  for  the 
benefit  of  the  community,  but  as  the  means  of 
attaining  for  themselves  an  exclusive  dominion 
over  the  general  inhabitancy,  and  political  in- 
fluence in  the  election  of  Members  of  Parlia* 
ment.  The  course  which  they  seem  to  have 
almost  universally  pursued  for  this  object  has 
been  to  concede,  with  the  utmost  parsimony, 
to  the  inhabitanii  the  right  to  become  members 
of  the  Corporations  as  freemen.** 

The  close  nature  and  constitution  of  these 
Corporations,  he  must  remind  their  Lord- 
ahipS)  were  very  greatly  aggravated  and 
increased  by  the  Act  SI  George  2nd,  for 
ivhich  the  ancestor  of  the  present  Lord 
Privy  Seal  was  generally  beld  responrible 
>^why  he  could  hardly  conceive,  and  still 
less  appreciate  the  motives  by  which  he 
was  said  to  have  been  actuated.  That  Act 
made  residence  in  the  governing  body  en- 
tirely unnecessary,  under  the  pretence  that 
there  were,  in  many  towns,  not  sufficient 
Protestants  to  form  these  Corporations. 
On  that  ground  persons  were  placed  in  the 
Coiporations  who  were  quite  unconnected 
with  die  towns,  and  yet  exercised  a  com- 
piete  domination  over  them.  The  result 
was,  that  in  many  towns  of  very  consider- 
able trade  and  traJBc,  Youghal  for  instance, 
the  Corporations  had  fallen  wholly  into 
disrepute.  ''  The  Corporation  of  Youghal 
(say  the  Commismoners)  has  long  become 
unpopular ;  the  objects  for  which  it  is  con. 
stituted  are,  in  many  instances,  of  no  utility, 
in  others  they  are  injurious,  in  all  in- 
sufficient and  inadequate."  It  had  always 
been  his  opinion,  when  there  were  evils 
which  required  reformation,  and  when  there 
was  a  general  disposition  to  reform  them, 
not  to  cast  too  strict  a  look  backwards^  by 
perpetually  calling  up,  and  taking  notice 
of,  any  abuses  which  might  have  taken 
place,  particularly  when  those  abuses  did 
not  so  much  reflect  on  the  individuals  who 
had  participated  in  them,  as  on  the  system 
that  naturally  and  necessarily  gave  rise  to 
them.  The  Corporations  of  Ireland  were 
irresponsible  bodies,  self-elected,  whicb  had 
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large  property  to  administer,  with  respect 
to  which  there  was  no  opportunity  of  call- 
ing the  corporate  officers  to  account,  and 
in  which  the  legal  proceedings  were  so 
prolix,  expensive,  and  so  dilatory,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  procure  a  speedy  and 
effijctual  redress.  Such  a  state  of  things 
naturally  generated  abuses  which  it  was 
unwise  and  imprudent,  especially  when  they 
were  determined  to  reform  them,  to  inquire 
into  and  press  upon  with  too  much  bitterness 
and  severity.  He  should  look  more^ — as  in 
the  case  of  the  English  Corporations,  for, 
if  their  Lordships  recollected,  by  the  argu. 
ments  he  had  employed,  he  had  maintained 
the  propriety  of  reforming  them  on  the 
ground  of  the  political  evils  which  resulted 
from  them — he  should  look  much  more  to 
the  divisions  and  hostility,  the  enmity  and 
animosity,  existing  in  the  corporate  towns 
of  Ireland,  than  to  any  strong  cases  of 
abuse  or  malversation  which  had  been  ad- 
duced against  individual  Corporations. 
What  was  the  case  with  respect  to  those 
Corporations  ?  He  would  take  that  part  of 
the  Report  which  related  to  Enniskillen. 
Among  other  matters  in  it,  to  which  he 
would  not  further  allude,  he  found  the 
name  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the  Earl 
of  Enniskillen)  was  frequently  mentioned, 
but  never  in  a  manner  otherwise  than 
highly  creditable  to  the  noble  Earl.  But 
the  Report  stated,  "The  Corporation  of 
Enniskillen  supplies  no  Magistrates,  pro- 
vides no  police,  maintains  no  gaol,  furnishes 
no  nightly 'watch,  makes  no  provisions  for 
the  lighting  and  cleansing  of  the  town,  and 
performs  adequately  no  function  which  it 
ought  to  perform."  A  similar  state  of 
things  prevailed  in  the  Corporation  of  Lon- 
donderry, which  furnished  a  remarkable 
illustration  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  pre- 
sent Corporations  to  periforra  any  of  the 
duties  of  a  government  for  large  and  po- 
pulous towns.  The  Report,  speaking  of 
Londonderry,  said,  "In  the  year  1808, 
1814,  1825,  and  1832,  the  Legislature 
found  it  necessary  to  create  new  local 
bodies  for  the  management  of  the  affiiirs  of 
the  town."  Now,  upon  the  facts  thus  de- 
tailed in  those  particular  Reports,  upon  the 
reasoning  of  the  general  Report,  and  upon 
the  admission  of  all  who  had  argued  on 
this  subject,  it  was  evident  that  the  Cor- 
porations, as  they  at  present  existed,  de- 
manded a  thorough  and  entire  reformation, 
for  they  did  not  perform  the  duties  which 
they  ou/»ht  to  discharge,  and  thus  they  pro- 
duced all  those  evils  which  followed  when 
authority  was  not  exercised  in  a  manner 
20 
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notwithstanding  the  provisions  required  for 
the  administration  of  property  and  of  the 
various  privileges  which  might  have  belong, 
ed  to  the  boroughs.  Now,  although  he  had 
said^  that  he  would  not  make  any  desultory 
remarks  on  this  proposition,  he  hoped  he 
should  not  be  considered  as  exceeding  at  all 
either  the  bounds  of  propriety  or  the  line  he 
had  prescribed  to  himself  if  he  declared 
himself  a  little  surprised  at  the  motion 
and  at  the  quarter  from  which  it  proceeded 
— the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamwortb.  It  was  very  unlike  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  and  he  should  be  still 
more  surprised  if  it  were  approved  of  here 
by  the  noble  Duke.  It  was  very  unlike 
the  character  of  their  politics.  He  did  not 
think  what  he  said  was  in  the  slightest 
degree  disrespectful — perhaps  it  would  be 
called  by  some  persons  rather  complimentary, 
more  so  than  was  deserved.  It  was  rather 
bolder  than  their  policy  generally  was  ;  if 
he  might  make  a  comment  on  that  policy 
in  general,  he  would  say  that  it  was  rather 
too  late  in  point  of  time,  and  rather  too 
narrow  for  the  exigencies  of  the  occasion. 
Now,  this  proposition  was  larger  than  ne- 
cessary for  the  occasion,  and  longer  in  point 
of  time.  It  was  a  great  exertion  of  vigour 
and  strength,  leaping  twice  as  high  as  the 
fence  they  wanted  to  get  over.  It  was 
very  unlike  the  habitual  caution  and  reserve 
of  the  noble  Duke  and  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, he  did  not  think  it  was  their  measure 
—he  thought  it  came  from  another  school, 
a  school  for  whose  chief  and  leading  master 
he  had  a  very  great  respect.  He  admired 
his  great  Parliamentary  ability,  but  he  was 
certainly  yet  rather  young,  and  the  noble 
Duke  and  right  hon.  Baronet  might  per. 
haps  find  that  his  great  talents  would 
scarcely  compensate  the  absence  of  tempe- 
rsince  and  discretion.  He  would  advise  the 
noble  Duke  to  take  care  he  was  not  hur- 
ried away  from  the  caution  which  had 
generally  marked  his  conduct,  and  which 
was  much  wanted  in  the  politics  of  the  in- 
dividual to  whom  he  alluded.  Now,  he 
perfectly  admitted  that  there  might  be 
such  a  difference  between  the  two  countries 
as  would  require  a  different  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding and  a  different  principle  of  legis- 
lation ;  he  admitted  there  were  very  great 
differences — that  there  was  a  certain  dif- 
ference in  the  temperament  and  feelings  of 
the  people,  in  the  degrees  of  civilization 
which  each  had  attained ;  that  there  was 
unfortunately  a  difference  with  respect  to 
a  greater  propensity  in  Ireland  to  combi- 
nation and  to  violent  outrage ;  and  there 
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was  that  great  and  unfortunate  difference 
in  the  vast  disproportion  between  the  num- 
bers of  those  who  belonged  to  the  Estab- 
lished C'hurch  and  those  who  did  not,  which 
they  might  view  some  in  one  light  and 
some  in  another,  but  which  he  trusted  none 
would  allow  to  influence  their  decision  on 
the  present  question.  Ireland  possessed 
a  system  of  police  essentially  different  from 
that  adopted  in  England,  and  in  fact,  under 
difficulties  and  disturbances,  was  invested 
with  far  greater  remedial  powers  than  her 
neighbours.  These  were  differences  cer- 
tainly, but  they  were  not  differences  worthy 
of  any  very  great  consideration.  But  there 
were  some  resemblances^  too,  which  could 
not  but  be  looked  upon  as  important.  The 
people  of  the  two  countries  lived  under  the 
same  form  of  government,  under  the  same 
parliamentary  constitution,  under  the  same 
trial  by  jury»  and  under  the  same  liberty 
of  the  press.  Now,  he  would  say  that  these 
points  of  resemblance  were  of  far  greater 
weight  than  any  points  of  difference  exist- 
ing between  the  countries,  and  their  Lord- 
ships ought  to  pause  and  consider  before 
they  made  those  points  of  difference  greater 
than  they  had  evidently  been  looked  upon 
by  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  He 
would  do  nothing  to  excite  the  feelings  of 
the  Irish  people,  but  he  was  most  fully  per- 
suaded that  they  could  not  be  left  out  in 
the  consideration  of  this  question.  It  was 
their  Lordships'  duty  not  to  do  anything 
calculated  to  alienate  them  from  the  Go- 
vernment, but  every  thing  in  their  power 
to  soothe  and  conciliate  them.  It  was  not 
his  intention  at  present  to  go  fully  into  the 
question  of  local  government.  He  appre- 
hended, however,  that  some  sort  of  local 
government  prevailed  in  all  civilized  nations. 
It  had  prevailed  to  a  greater  degree  in 
ancient  than  in  modem  times,  and  had  been 
neglected  in  no  country  in  Europe  more 
than  in  England.  Corporations  perhaps 
might  not  be  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
well-being  of  a  community,  and  their  Lord- 
ships were  aware  that  Nottingham  and 
other  large  towns  had  not  managed  th«ir 
local  affairs  in  such  a  manner  as  to  give 
satisfaction  with  a  Corporation,  whilst  Man. 
Chester  and  Birmingham  had  succeeded  in 
doing  so  without.  The  system  of  local 
government  had  long  been  extant  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  the  ques- 
tion now  was,  whether  their  Lordships 
would  do  away  with  them  in  the  latter 
country  altogether,  and  thereby  pursue  a 
line  of  conduct  which  would  be  but  little 
agreeable  with  the  wisdom  and  prudence 


119S         CorporaHom  Reform        {April  18} 


(trdf&dj 


1126 


intrusted  to  the  judges,  would  be  by  the 
]5tli  clause  left  to  the  Loid-Lieu tenant. 
The  Ministers  had  been  lately  very  un- 
justly charged  with  a  desire  to  increase 
unduly  the  patronage  of  the  Crown^  not- 
withstanding that  he  should  be  prepared 
to  show  a  Committee  that  this  arrange- 
ment would  be  much  the  most  proper  in 
Ireland.  The  22nd  clause  of  the  Bill  made  a 
difference  in  the  election  of  aldermen. 
Their  Lordships  were  aware,  that  from  a 
desire  to  preserve  that  ancient  and  vene- 
rated name,  their  Lordships  had  intro- 
duced a  clause  into  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
placing  the  election  of  Aldermen  in  the 
hands  of  the  town-council,  the  effect  of 
which  was  to  give  to  the  party  predomL 
nant  in  the  borough  a  much  greater  pre. 
dominance  than  it  naturally  had;  for, 
supposing  the  number  of  councillors  to  be 
twelve,  and  that  of  the  aldermen  four,  and 
that  seven  of  the  councillors  were  of  one 
opinion  and  five  of  another — then  the  num- 
bers of  the  respective  parties  would  be 
pretty  equal;  but  if  to  these  seven  was 
given  the  election  of  four  additional  ooun- 
dllors  under  the  name  of  aldermen,  this 
would  make  the  proportion  of  the  two  par- 
ties eleven  to  five— a  majority  of  more  than 
two  to  one,  and  there  would  be  no  fair  re- 
presentation of  the  real  state  of  opinion  in 
the  borough,  as  indicated  by  the  first  elec- 
tion. In  the  present  Bill,  therefore,  to 
prevent  this  evil  they  had  thought  it  right 
that  the  whole  of  the  aldermen  as  welfas 
the  town*  council  should  be  elected  by  the 
burflesses.  The  S4th  clause  reserved  to 
Paruament  the  power  of  directing  in  what 
manner  the  division  into  wards  should  be 
effected,  an  office  which  under  the  English 
Bill  was  discharged  by  Commissioners  spe- 
cially appointed,  and  which  by  the  former 
Bill  for  Ireland  was  vested  in  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant.  The  Bill,  by  the  53rd,  invested 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  with  the  power  of 
appointing  Sheriffs  in  the  cities  wliich  were 
counties  of  themselves,  who  were  elected 
under  the  English  Corporation  Bill  by  the 
town-councillors.  It  was  hardly  necessary 
tliat  be  should  explain  to  their  Lordships, 
it  would  be  much  better  that  the  appoint- 
ment to  an  office  so  intimately  connected 
with  the  administration  of  justice  should 
be  vested  in  the  Crown,  than  that  it  should 
be  determined  by  election.  And  now, 
having  pointed  out  the  grounds  on  which 
he  thought  it  absolutely  necessary  that 
their  Lordships  should  pass  the  present  BiU, 
having  pointed  out  the  particulars  in  which 
it  agreed  with  the  Act  passed  by  them  last 


session,  and  having  enumerated  all  the  ma-* 
terial  points  of  difierence  between  these 
measures,  he  should  have  concluded  what 
he  had  to  say,  and  content  himself  with 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  secoud 
time,  if  it  were  not  for  the  arguments 
which  had  been  held,  and  the  motions 
which  had  been  made,  in  another  places- 
motions  to  which,  as  they  stood  on  the 
journals  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
he  might  call  their  Lordships'attention  with, 
out  any  impropriety  whatever,  or  any  breach 
of  the  orders  either  of  the  House  of  Lords 
or  of  the  other  House.  It  had  been  said, 
though  it  was  admitted  that  the  Corporations 
of  Ireland  could  not  consistently  with  the 
state  of  that  country  and  with  the  present 
state  of  the  law  and  constitution  be  sufi- 
fered  to  continue,  that  there  were  such  ma^ 
terial  differences  between  this  country  and 
Ireland,  such  great  and  striking  discre* 
panciest,  that  it  would  be  highly  unwise 
and  imprudent  in  legislating  for  Ireland  to 
abide  by  the  same  provisions  as  were  by 
their  Lordships'  wisdom  applied  to  this 
country.  In  the  observations  he  was  about 
to  make  on  this  argument  he  should  pre- 
serve the  utmost  temperance  and  caution ; 
he  should  not  charge  anybody  with  incon^ 
sistency,  he  should  not  make  a  violent  or 
declamatory  attack  on  any  one,  he  would 
not  say  that  such  an  objection  was  utterly  in« 
consisten  twith  the  courseof  opinions  professed 
by  any  party,  or  with  the  political  conduct 
they  had  always  hitherto  held,  and  should 
not  attempt  to  excite  indignation  either 
in  this  or  the  neighbouring  country  by  pro- 
claiming that  it  showed  a  disposition  to 
deny  equal  rights  and  equal  justice  to  Ire- 
land, and  a  desire  to  inflict  on  it  the  miseries 
attendant  on  inferiority  of  social  condition. 
He  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  sub- 
ject, however,  entirely  independent  of  any 
topics  that  could  bear  the  appearance  of 
personal  invective  or  declamation,  and  he 
begged  leave  most  distinctly  to  admit  that 
in  parts  of  a  territory  subject  to  one  domin- 
ion— ^parts  of  the  same  empires-there  must 
be  such  great  differences  in  their  civilLsa- 
tion,  their  state,  in  their  property,  their 
religion,  their  feeling,  temper,  and  habits, 
as  might  undoubtedly  also  require  a  differ- 
ence m  their  institutions.  He  understood 
it  had  been  proposed  in  the  other  House  to 
do  away  with  the  Irish  Corporations  entirely, 
to  merge  and  sink  the  whole  population  of 
those  towns  into  that  of  the  country,  to 
abolish  all  local  and  municipal  government 
entirely,  and  render  the  whole  of  them  sub- 
ject to  the  usual  and  general  law  of  the  land, 
202 
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they  still  would  be  exclusive  ;  thej  would 
consist  of  one  party,  and  that  the  auti- 
Church  party  —  those  who  were  daily 
seeking  the  dissolution  of  the  empire, 
and  the  overthrow  of  the  Protestant 
Church — ^that  party  which,  for  want  of  a 
better  name,  he  must  denominate  the 
Radical  party.  What  was  the  scope,  what 
was  the  object  of  this  measure  ?  It  was 
true  it  would  take  all  municipal  power 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  Protestants,  but  it 
ivould  only  be  to  transfer  it  to  the  grasp 
of  their  opponents,  whom  he  had  just  de- 
scribed to  their  Lordships.  Would,  then, 
the  proposed  measure  lead  to  anything 
more  than  to  a  direct  transfer  of  power  ? 
Their  Lordships  had  already  seen  the 
effect  of  a  similar  Bill  in  England ;  they 
had  seen  in  what  manner  the  municipal 
elections  and  appointments  had  been  con- 
ducted in  England.  Let  not  the  warning, 
then,  be  lost ;  let  them  see  how  the  same 
principles  and  the  same  regulations  would 
apply  to  the  state  of  circumstances  in  Ire- 
land; and  then  say  whether  the  remedy 
which  they  were  endeavouring  to  admi- 
nister would  not  aggravate  the  evils  to 
be  remedied  in  the  present  Corporations 
of  Ireland.  What  had  been  the  object  of 
those  who  had  framed,  and  those  who  had 
countenanced,  and  those  upon  whom  the 
measure  had  been  imposed  ?  Why,  the 
object  of  all  was  power — power,  which  had 
been  the  object  of  every  measure  of  reform 
that  had  been  introduced  into  Parliament, 
from  the  measure  for  the  amendment  of 
Parliamentary  Representation  down  to  the 
Bill  upon  which  their  Lordships  were 
then  deliberating.  In  each  of  those  mea- 
sures the  object  was  the  same — to  dispossess 
one  party  of  power,  and  to  give  it  to  their 
opponents.  Nor  was  the  fact  disguised 
by  the  adherents  of  the  Government,  though 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  themselves  did  not 
|)erhaps  avow  it ;  but  the  ease  with  which 
it  had  been  accomplished  had  been  far  and 
wide  resounded  in  triumph.  If  he  wished 
for  an  illustration  of  his  assertion  that 
the  only  object  of  all  the  reform  mea« 
Bures  had  been  to  secure  the  power 
of  a  party  he  need  only  advert  to  the  dis* 
cussions  which  had  latterly  taken  place, 
both  there  and  elsewhere,  upon  the  ap- 
pointment of  municipal  roagbtrates  under 
the  new  English  Corporation  Bill ;  and, 
after  a  careful  and  anxious  consideration 
of  those  discussions,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  he  could  come  to  no  other  conclusion 
than  that  those  appointments  had  been 
pwdo  solely   upon   partj^    and  politictd 


considerations.  And  if,  then,  they  found 
that  even  in  so  sacred  and  important  a 
duty  as  the  fair  and  impartial  administra- 
tion of  justice,  the  attainment  of  political 
power  had  been  the  governing  object,  how 
could  they  avoid  the  conclusion,  that  in 
their  measures  also  the  object  should  be 
only  a  transfer  of  power  for  their  own 
advantage,  the  suppression  of  their  oppo- 
nents—to trample  down  into  the  dust  the 
Conservative  power  of  the  kingdom,  and 
to  transfer  it  to  the  Radicals  ?  If  the  con- 
sequence then  in  England  was  such  as  he 
had  stated,  he  would  beg  of  them  to  con- 
sider what  was  likely  to  be  the  effect  of 
a  similar  system  in  Ireland.  There  was 
party  feeling  in  England,  but  it  was  the  mere 
whisper  of  a  temperate  breeze  when  com- 
pared with  the  whirlwind  of  political  passion 
in  that  country.  Their  Lordsliips  might 
imagine  the  desperate  struggle  between 
parties  that  woula  ensue  at  the  first  elec^ 
tion  after  the  passing  of  the  proposed 
measure,  and  they  would  remember  that 
that  struggle  must  be  annually  renewed. 
Need  he  again  ask  them,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  measure,  to  what  a  state 
of  misery  would  that  remedy  bring  that 
already  unfortunate  country  P  Their  Lord- 
ships knew  what  usually  took  place,  the 
scenes  which  invariably  occurred,  at  the 
elections  for  Members  of  Parliament  in 
Ireland;  let  them,  then,  only  remember 
what  was  the  qualification  proposed  by  this 
Bill,  and  he  would  ask  if  the  same  intimi- 
dation and  the  same  violence  would  not, 
beyond  all  doubt,  be  exercised  at  the  elec- 
tions and  nominations  for  the  new  Town- 
councils — and  if  there  would  not  be  at 
those  elections  also  displayed,  in  all  its 
might,  against  the  Protestant  interest,  the 
most  formidable  engine  of  political  power 
that  was  ever  wielded  in  any  country,  he 
meant  the  Roman  Catholic  Priesthood  ? 
He  remembered  the  time  when  their  in- 
fluence had  been  denied^  but  it  whs 
now  acknowledged  and  boasted,  and  an 
engine  more  mischievous,  more  terrible^ 
was  never  let  loose  upon  any  coun- 
try. But  he  did  not  like  to  descend  into 
particulars  of  that  kind,  because  he 
knew  €hat  their  Lordships  had  read  the 
evidence  with  respect  to  that  sul^ject,  and 
he  knew  what  an  impression  it  hsd  made 
upon  the  country  at  large,  and  what  an 
impression  it  must  make  upon  aU  their 
Lordships.  The  exertion  of  that  influence 
had  not  been  confined  to  the  ordinary- 
classes  of  the  priesthood;  but  he  found 
also  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee  04 


1129         Corporation  Reform         {April  18} 


(Ireland,) 


1130 


of  statesmen.  Their  Lordships  were  called 
upon  to  consider,  not  the  points  of  difference 
between  England  and  Ireland,  they  were  not 
of  such  a  nature  and  magnitude  as  to  justify 
8o  large  a  departure  from  the  customs 
of  old  times,  the  long-established  practice 
of  this  country,  and  the  laws  they  had 
lately  passed  for  the  other  parts  of  the 
empire — they  were  called  upon  to  con- 
sider whether,  if  there  were  differences, 
they  were  all  of  such  a  durable  nature  as  to 
justify  a  different  law  which  he  presumed 
was  intended  to  be  permanent  and  dura- 
ble as  the  short-sightedness  of  human  views 
and  the  imperfection  of  the  human  under- 
standing would  admit.  The  noble  Viscount 
concluded  by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Lord  Lyndhurst,  before  the  debate  was 
prosecuted  any  further,  thought  it  was 
his  duty  to  point  out  the  course  which  he 
and  other  noble  Lords  on  his  side  of  the 
House  intended  to  pursue  with  reference 
to  the  measure  which  had  been  sent  up  to 
them  from  the  other  House,  but  not  sanc- 
tioned, he  must  say  in  answer  to  the  noble 
Viscount,  by  any  very  considerable  major- 
ity. It  was,  undoubtedly,  a  question  of 
the  greatest  importance  with  regard  to  any 
course  their  Lordships  might  determine 
u^n  pursuing,  and  required  to  be  discussed 
with  the  utmost  calmness  and  deliberation. 
But,  before  he  entered  upon  the  main  sub- 
ject, their  Lordships  would  permit  him  to 
advert  to  an  observation  which  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Viscount,  which  he  had 
repeated  several  times  during  the  course  of 
the  last  Session  and  which  he  had  now 
again  made  use  of.  It  was  not  fair  of  that 
noble  Lord  to  impose  upon  him  the  charge  of 
that  noble  Viscount's  offspring.  He  had, 
undoubtedly,  endeavoureo  to  remedy,  as 
far  as  he  was  able,  any  defects  in  the  Bill 
of  last  Session,  and,  to  a  certain  extent, 
he  had  succeeded ;  but  he  still  thought  it 
unfair  in  the  noble  Lord  to  throw  upon 
him  the  charge  of  his  own  offspring.  In  re- 
ference, now,  to  the  subject  matter  of 
the  debate,  he  had  always  understood, 
when  any  proposition  for  the  reformation 
of  abuses  was  to  be  made,  the  plain  and 
clear  course  to  be  taken  was,  to  point  out 
the  existing  evil,  and  to  state  the  remedy 
which  was  proposed  to  meet  it,  and  the 
effect  which  that  remedy  would  produce ; 
but  what  he  complained  of  was,  that  the 
noble  Viscount  had  not  told  them  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  proposed  mea- 
sure, and  he  complained  of  that  because 

upon  the  oodm^uoqi^  it  producedi  the  uti- 


lity of  the  remedy  must  depend.      He 
would  not  go  to  the  Report,  nor  did  he 
know  what  reliance  was  to  be  placed  upon 
that  document,  but  it  was  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  in  the  Irish  Corporations  evils 
to  a  very  great  extent  did  exist ;  they  were 
not  disguised,    but   open,   acknowledged, 
undoubted  evils.  They  resolved  themselves 
into  exclusion,  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice being  placed  in  the  hands  of  one  party 
only,  and  the  maladministration  of  the 
municipal  government,  in  consequence  of 
its  being  placed  in  the  hands  of  one  party 
Those   were  the  evils  that  existed  ;  that 
was  a  summary  of  the   inconveniences  at- 
tached to  the  present  system  of  municipal 
government  in  Ireland  ;  and  he  was  quite 
as  ready  as  the  noble  Viscount  to  say,  that 
an  adequate  remedy  ought  to  be  provided. 
The  existing  evils  were  not  denied  by  the 
people  of  this  country  ;  they  were  not  de- 
nied by  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  \  they 
were  not  denied  by  the  members  of  the 
corporations  themselves;  and  the  greater 
part  of  those  members  even  wished  for  a 
remedy,  provided  one  could  be  found  which 
would  have  a  fair  and  just  operation,  and 
would   not  be  the  means  of  introJucing 
evils  of  a  similar  description.     What  was 
the  remedy  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  ? 
He  was  sure  there  was  no  noble  Lord  in 
that   House   who,    having   carefully    and 
attentively  considered  the  subject,  would 
not  feel  that,  so  far  from  any  improvement 
being  effected  by  it,  the  existing  evils  would 
only  be  aggravated.     Would  the  system  of 
exclusion  be  remedied  ?    He  woul(f  ask  the 
noble  Lord  to  think  of  the  present  state  of 
parties  in  Ireland,  of  the  effect  of  the  pro- 
posed measure  upon  that  state  of  society  ; 
and,  then,  if  he  could  with  a  fearless  con- 
science, deny  that  the  exclusion  of  the  new 
system   would  be  worse  than  that  of  the 
present.      Would    the    administration   of 
justice  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  one 
party  ?  Would  justice  be  administered  one 
jot   more   fairly,  more    independently    of 
party  and  political  feeling.^       Again,  he 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  consider  the 
species  of  popular  feeling   which    existed 
in  that  country,    and    then  to    answer, 
sincerely,  whether  he  did  not  believe,  that 
the  evils  of  the   present  system   in  that 
respect  would,  unaer   the   proposed   one, 
be    aggravated    tenfold?      What,     then, 
would  be  the  consequences  of  adopting  the 
Bill  now  before  their  Lordships?     The 
Corporations  would  not  then,  it  was  true, 
consist  of  Protestants — it  was  true  they 
would  not  oonsbt  of  Conseryatiyes  \   but 
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they  still  would  be  exclusive  ;  tliey  would 
consist  of  one  party,  and  that  tne  auti« 
Church  party  —  those  who  were  daily 
seeking  the  dissolution  of  the  empire, 
and  the  overthrow  of  the  Protestant 
Church — that  party  which,  for  want  of  a 
better  name,  lie  must  denominate  the 
Radical  party.  What  was  the  scope,  what 
was  the  object  of  this  measure  ?  It  was 
true  it  would  take  all  municipal  iK)wer 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  Protestants,  but  it 
would  only  be  to  transfer  it  to  the  grasp 
of  their  opponents,  whom  he  had  just  de- 
scribed to  their  Lordships.  Would,  then, 
the  proposed  measure  lead  to  anything 
more  than  to  a  direct  transfer  of  power  ? 
Their  Lordships  had  already  seen  the 
effect  of  a  similar  Bill  in  England ;  they 
had  seen  in  what  manner  the  municipal 
elections  and  appointments  had  been  con- 
ducted in  England.  Let  not  the  warning, 
then,  be  lost ;  let  them  see  how  the  same 
principles  and  the  same  regulations  would 
apply  to  the  state  of  circumstances  in  Ire- 
land; and  then  say  whether  the  remedy 
which  they  were  endeavouring  to  admi- 
nister would  not  aggravate  the  evils  to 
be  remedied  in  the  present  Corporations 
of  Ireland.  What  had  been  the  object  of 
those  who  had  framed,  and  those  who  had 
countenanced,  and  those  upon  whom  the 
measure  had  been  imposed  }  Why,  the 
object  of  all  was  power — power,  which  had 
been  the  object  of  every  measure  of  reform 
that  had  been  introduce  into  Parliament, 
from  the  measure  for  the  amendment  of 
Parliamentary  Representation  down  to  the 
Bill  upon  which  their  Lordships  were 
then  deliberating.  In  each  of  those  mea- 
sures the  object  was  the  same — to  dispossess 
one  party  of  power,  and  to  give  it  to  their 
opponents.  Nor  was  the  fact  disguised 
bv  the  adherents  of  the  Government,  though 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  themselves  did  not 
|)erhai)s  avow  it ;  but  the  ease  with  which 
It  had  been  accomplished  had  been  far  and 
"Wide  resounded  in  triumph.  If  he  wished 
for  an  illustration  of  his  assertion  that 
the  only  object  of  all  the  reform  mea- 
sures had  been  to  secure  the  power 
of  a  party  he  need  only  advert  to  the  dis- 
cussions which  had  latterly  taken  place, 
both  there  and  elsewhere,  upon  the  ap- 
pointment of  municipal  roaeistrates  under 
the  new  English  Corporation  Bill ;  and, 
after  a  careful  and  anxious  consideration 
of  those  discussions,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  he  could  come  to  no  other  conclusion 
than  that  those  appointments  had  been 
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considerations.  And  if,  then,  they  fotmd 
that  even  in  so  sacred  and  important  a 
duty  as  the  fair  and  impartial  administra- 
tion of  justice,  the  attainment  of  political 
]>ower  had  been  the  governing  object,  how 
could  they  avoid  the  conclusion,  that  in 
their  measures  also  the  object  should  be 
only  a  transfer  of  power  for  their  ovn 
advantage,  the  suppression  of  their  oppo. 
nents — to  trample  down  into  the  dust  the 
Conservative  power  of  the  kingdom,  and 
to  transfer  it  to  the  Radicals  P  If  the  con- 
sequence then  in  England  was  such  as  he 
had  stated,  he  would  beg  of  them  to  con- 
sider what  was  likely  to  be  the  effect  of 
a  similar  system  in  Ireland.  There  was 
party  feeling  in  England,  but  it  was  the  mere 
whisper  of  a  temperate  breeze  when  com- 
pared  with  the  whirlwind  of  political  passion 
in  that  country.  Their  Lordships  might 
imagine  the  desperate  atruggle  between 
parties  that  woula  ensue  at  the  first  elec- 
tion after  the  passing  of  the  proposed 
measure,  and  they  would  remember  that 
that  struggle  must  be  annually  renewed. 
Need  he  again  ask  them,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  measure,  to  what  a  state 
of  misery  would  that  remedy  bring  that 
already  unfortunate  country  ?  Their  Lord. 
ships  knew  what  usually  took  place,  the 
scenes  which  invariably  occurrea,  at  the 
elections  for  Members  of  Parliament  io 
Ireland;  let  them,  then,  only  remember 
what  was  the  qualification  proposed  by  this 
Bill,  and  he  would  ask  if  the  same  intimi- 
dation and  the  same  violence  would  not, 
beyond  all  doubt,  be  exercised  at  the  elec- 
tions and  nominations  for  the  new  Towo- 
councils — and  if  there  would  not  be  at 
those  elections  also  displayed,  in  all  its 
might,  against  the  Protestant  interest,  the 
most  formidable  engine  of  political  power 
that  was  ever  wielded  in  any  country,  he 
meant  the  Roman  Catholic  Priesthood? 
He  remembered  the  time  when  their  in- 
fluence had  been  deuiedy'  but  it  wbs 
now  acknowledged  and  boasted,  and  an 
engine  more  mischievous,  more  terriUe, 
was  never  let  loose  up<Hi  any  coun* 
try.  But  he  did  not  like  to  descend  into 
particulars  of  that  kind,  because  he 
knew  £hat  their  Lordships  had  read  the 
evidence  with  respect  to  that  sul^ect,  and 
he  knew  what  an  impression  it  hisd  made 
upon  the  country  at  large,  and  what  an 
impression  it  must  make  upon  all  thar 
Lordships.  The  exertion  of  toat  influence 
had  not  been  confined  to  the  ordinary- 
classes  of  the  priesthood ;  but  he  found 
also  iu  the  Report  of  tbo  Cooimtlee  oa 
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they  still  would  be  exclusire ;  they  would 
consist  of  one  party,  and  that  the  anti- 
Church  party  —  those  who  were  daily 
seeking  the  dissolution  of  the  empire^ 
and  the  overtlirow  of  the  Protestant 
Church — ^that  party  which,  for  want  of  a 
better  name,  ne  must  denominate  the 
Radical  party.  What  was  the  scope^  what 
was  the  object  of  this  measure  ?  It  was 
true  it  would  take  all  municipal  power 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  Protestants,  but  it 
would  only  be  to  transfer  it  to  the  grasp 
of  their  opponents,  whom  he  had  just  de- 
scribed to  their  Lordships.  Would,  then, 
the  proposed  measure  lead  to  anything 
more  than  to  a  direct  transfer  of  power  ? 
Their  Lordships  had  already  seen  the 
effect  of  a  similar  Bill  in  England ;  they 
had  seen  in  what  manner  the  municipal 
elections  and  appointments  had  been  con- 
ducted in  England.  Let  not  the  warning, 
then^  be  lost ;  let  them  see  how  the  same 
principles  and  the  same  regulations  would 
apply  to  the  state  of  circumstances  in  ire- 
land;  and  then  say  whether  the  remedy 
which  they  were  endeavouring  to  admi- 
nister would  not  aggravate  the  evils  to 
be  remedied  in  the  present  Corporations 
of  Ireland.  What  had  been  the  object  of 
those  who  had  framed,  and  those  who  had 
countenanced,  and  those  upon  whom  the 
measure  had  been  imposed  }  Why,  the 
object  of  all  was  power — power,  which  had 
been  the  object  of  every  measure  of  reform 
that  had  been  introduced  into  Parliament, 
from  the  measure  for  the  amendment  of 
Parliamentary  Representation  down  to  the 
Bill  upon  which  their  Lordships  were 
then  deliberating.  In  each  of  those  mea- 
sures the  object  was  the  same — ^to  dispossess 
one  party  of  power,  and  to  give  it  to  their 
opponents.  Nor  was  the  fact  disguised 
by  the  adherents  of  the  Government,  though 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  themselves  did  not 
perhaps  avow  it ;  but  the  ease  with  which 
it  had  been  accomplished  had  been  far  and 
wide  resounded  in  trinmph.  If  he  wished 
for  an  illustration  of  his  assertion  that 
the  only  object  of  all  the  reform  mea- 
sures had  been  to  secure  the  power 
of  a  party  he  need  only  advert  to  the  dis- 
cussions which  had  latterly  taken  place, 
both  there  and  elsewhere,  upon  the  ap- 
pointment of  municipal  magistrates  under 
the  new  English  Corporation  Bill ;  and, 
after  a  careful  and  anxious  consideration 
of  those  discussions,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  he  could  come  to  no  other  conclusion 
than  that  those  appointments  had  been 
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considerations.  And  if,  then,  they  found 
that  even  in  so  sacred  and  important  a 
duty  as  the  fm  and  impartial  administra- 
tion of  justice,  the  attainment  of  political 
power  had  been  the  governing  obj^rt,  how 
could  they  avoid  the  conclusion,  that  in 
their  measures  also  the  object  should  be 
only  a  transfer  of  power  for  their  own 
advantage,  the  suppression  of  their  oppo. 
nents — ^to  trample  down  into  the  dust  the 
Conservative  power  of  the  kingdom,  and 
to  transfer  it  to  the  Radicals  ?  If  the  con- 
sequence then  in  England  was  such  as  he 
had  stated,  he  would  beg  of  them  to  con- 
sider what  was  likely  to  be  the  effect  of 
a  similar  system  in  Ireland.  There  was 
party  feeling  in  England,  but  it  was  the  mere 
whisper  of  a  temperate  breeze  when  com- 
pared with  the  whirlwind  of  political  passion 
in  that  country.  Their  Lordships  might 
imagine  the  desperate  struggle  between 
parties  that  would  ensue  at  the  first  elec- 
tion after  the  passing  of  the  proposed 
measure,  and  they  would  remember  that 
that  struggle  must  be  annually  renewed. 
Need  he  again  ask  them,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  measure,  to  M'liat  a  state 
of  misery  would  that  remedy  bring  that 
already  unfortunate  country  ?  Their  Lord, 
ships  knew  what  usually  took  place,  the 
scenes  which  invariably  occurred,  at  the 
elections  for  Members  of  Parliament  in 
Ireland;  let  them,  then,  only  remember 
what  was  the  qualification  proposed  by  this 
Bill,  and  he  would  ask  if  the  same  intimi- 
dation and  the  same  violence  would  not, 
beyond  all  doubt,  be  exercised  at  the  elec- 
tions and  nominations  for  the  new  Town- 
councils — and  if  there  would  not  be  at 
those  elections  also  displayed,  in  all  its 
might,  against  the  Protestant  interest,  the 
most  formidable  engine  of  political  power 
that  was  ever  wielded  in  any  country,  he 
meant  the  Roman  Catholic  Priesthood  ? 
He  remembered  the  time  when  their  in« 
fluenoe  had  been  denied^'  but  it  was 
now  acknowledged  and  boasted,  and  an 
engine  more  mischievous,  more  terrible, 
was  never  let  loose  upon  any  coun- 
try. But  he  did  not  like  to  descend  into 
particulars  of  that  kind,  because  he 
knew  Chat  their  Lordships  had  read  the 
evidence  with  respect  to  that  subject,  and 
he  knew  what  an  impression  it  had  made 
upon  the  country  at  large,  and  what  an 
impression  it  must  make  upon  all  their 
Lordships.  The  exertion  of  that  infiueoce 
had  not  been  confined  to  the  ordinary 
classes  of  the  priesthood ;  but  he  found 
alsQ  in  tbo  Report  of  tho  Committee  tMi 
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righto^  and  the  fraucbise  they  eojoved^ 
with  reference  to  the  election  of  Members 
of  Parliament,  would  be  provided  for  as  in 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  Viscount.  Tlie  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  criminal  and 
civil  courts  would  equally  be  provided  for. 
Provision  would  also  be  made  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  Sheriffs,  for  the  administra- 
tion of  charitable  trusts,  and  for  the  per- 
formance of  all  the  other  duties  incident  to 
Corporations)  in  the  same  manner  as  in  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Viscount.  The  super- 
intendence of  harbours,  the  regulations  of 
chambers  of  commerce,  and  all  similar 
objects  would  be  provided  for  exactly  in 
the  same  manner  as  in  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House.  With  respect  to  the  police  within 
the  incorporated  towns,  that  was  either 
provided  for  at  present  by  local  Acts,  or 
by  that  Act  to  which  he  had  before  referred 
—the  9th  of  George  4th.  It  was  unneoes- 
sary«  then,  for  any  of  these  objects,  to  have 
Corporations  in  Ireland,  for  the  Bill  now 
under  consideration  made  provision  for 
nearly  all  of  them,  independent  of  any 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  new  Muni- 
cipal bodies  which  it  was  proposed  to 
construct.  There  was  one  question  which 
he  knew  he  should  be  asked,  and  it  was 
the  only  question  that  remained  for  him 
to  call  their  Lordships*  attention  to — he 
meant  the  question  of  the  disposal  of  the 
corporate  funds.  What  was  to  be  done 
with  the  property  of  the  Corporations? 
Why,  that  was  taken  away  by  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Viscount.  The  moment  they 
annihilated  a  Corporation  they  stripped  it 
of  its  property.  But  the  noble  Viscount 
and  the  supporters  of  the  present  Bill  said, 
(and  with  some  truth,  perhaps,  though  not 
with  perfect  accuracy)  that  property  vested 
in  a  Corporation  was  in  generaJ  vested  for 
public  purposes,  and  that  the  Corporators 
were  trustees.  For  the  purpose  of  argu- 
ment he  assented  to  that  proposition.  The 
corporators,  then,  were  trustees  for  charu 
table  purposes,  and  they  were  also  trustees 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Corporation,  the 
town,  or  the  inhabitants  of  the  town. 
The  Government  had  provided  for  the 
purposes  of  that  trust»  with  reference  to 
the  charitable  funds.  What,  then,  was 
to  be  d(me  with  respect  to  the  other  pro- 
perty? That  property  was  still  to  be 
administered  as  a  U-ust,  and  what  signified 
it  whether  the  trustees  were  new  cor- 
poratorsy  or  individuals  appointed  like  the 
trustees  for  the  charitable  funds.  Nothing 
more  was  neoessaryy  then,  than  to  have 
CommisBioiiera  appoiiiled  by  the  Loid* 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of 
administering  those  funds  intended  for  the 
general  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
towns.     He  would  state  to  their  Lordships 
the  amount  of  the  property  possessed  by 
Corporations  in  Ireland^  of  which  formerly^ 
a  very  exaggerated    notion    used  to    be 
entertained.     By  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inquiry  on  Irish  Corporations, 
it  appeared  that,   excepting  Dublin,    the 
funds  of  those  Corporations  did  not  much 
exceed  33,000/.     a-year.     But  their  Lord- 
ships should  bear  in  mind,   that  it   was 
proposed    by    tlie    present  Bill   (and   he 
believed  that  there  existed  no  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  subject)  to  put  an  end  to 
ail  public  tolls,  vested  in  the  Corporations. 
They    were    considered    a    great    public 
inconvenience  and  nuisance,  and  it  was 
proposed  that  they  should  be  abolished. 
The  consequence  of  this  proceeding  would 
be,  that  the  small  amount  of  property  at 
present    possessed    by    the    Corporations 
would  be  greatly  reduced.     That  property 
would  still   further   be    reduced  by  the 
operation  of  another  provision,  which  had 
been    recommended,     and,     he    believed, 
universally  assented  to.      He  alluded   to 
the  application  of  the  remaining  portion 
of  the  funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Corpora* 
tions,   to  the  purchase  and  extinction  of 
those  tolls  which  were  vested  in  private 
individuals.     After  all  this  was  done,   a 
very  small   balance  would  remain   to  be 
administered  for  the  public  benefit.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  asked  the  House 
to  consider  the  plan  which  he  proposed, 
and  to  compare  it  with  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  noble  Viscount  opposite.      Every 
object  mentioned  in  the  Bill  would  be, 
according  to  his  (Lord  Lyndhurst's)  plan, 
provided  for  as  fully,  as  entirely,  and,  in 
many  instances,  in  the  same  manner,  buty 
at  all  events,  as  satisfactorily,  as  by  the 
measure  of  the   Government.      And  by 
adopting  the  plan  he  recommended,  their 
Lordships  would  reap  this  advantage — 
that  they  would  get  rid  of  that  intolerable 
evil  and  nuisance,  to  which  he  had  before 
referred**the  establbhment  of  schools  for 
teaching  the  science  of  political  i^tation« 
They  would  also  get  rid  of  the  nuisance 
and  the  evil  of  annual  elections  in  Ireland, 
which  could  be  carried  on  with  the  same 
excited  spirit,  the  same  hostility,  and  with 
the  same  bitterness  and  irritability,  as  now 
marked  the  elections  in  that  country.     He 
asked  their  Lordships  to  choose  between 
the  two  schemes ;  and  if  they  considered 
them  with  reference  to  the  state  of  Ireland^ 
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caJmlyy  dispassionately,  and  deliberately, 
tbey  would  not  hesitate,  he  was  sure,  as  to 
the  one  which  they  ought  to  adopt.  He 
begged  their  Iiordships'  pardon  for  detain- 
ing them  so  long*  His  object  had  been  to 
state,  as  clearly  and  as  shortly  as  the 
nature  of  the  case  admitted,  the  course 
which  he  recommended  should  be  taken. 
This  he  owed  to  the  noble  Lords  on  his 
side  of  the  House,  and,  in  candour  and 
fairness,  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers  them- 
selves. Never  was  a  ^uebtion  of  greater 
importance  agitated  within  the  walls  of 
Parliament ;  never  was  there  a  crisis  preg. 
nant  with  more  important  consequences 
than  the  present.  Whatever  course  their 
Lordships  might  pursue  with  respect  to 
the  present  measure,  the  consequence 
might  be  serious ;  but  it  appeared  to  him, 
that  less  danger  was  to  be  apprehended 
from  the  scheme  which  he  recommended 
than  from  that  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment.  But  was  it  quite  certain  that 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite  would,  what- 
ever appearance  he  might  put  on,  be 
hostile  to  the  measure  which  he  (Lord 
Lyndhurst)  recommended  ?  Had  not  that 
noble  Viscount  and  his  Friends,  Members 
of  the  Government,  fears  that  if  the 
present  measure  should  be  carried  into 
law,  the  strength  of  their  Radical  sup- 
porters in  Ireland  would  be  increased  to 
such  an  extent,  as  to  be  productive  of  great 
personal  inconvenience  to  themselves? 
He  believed  that  they  did  entertain  such 
an  apprehension,  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  he  was  doing  their  work  in 
proposing  a  measure  which,  when  carried, 
they  would  approve  of  and  applaud  ;  for 
instead  of  strengthening  in  Ireland  that 
class  of  tlieir  supporters  to  which  he  had 
referred,  the  direct  tendency  of  it  would 
he  to  strengthen  the  liands  of  his  Majesty's 
Government.  It  was  no  objection  in  his 
eyes  that  his  scheme  would  have  this 
effect,  for  in  Ireland  the  hands  of  the 
Government  required  to  be  strengthened. 
What  was  wanted  in  Ireland  was  tranquil- 
lity and  obedience  to  the  law.  The  rich 
soil  of  Ireland,  its  advantageous  positionsi 
and  the  other  f&vourable  circumstances 
attendant  on  it,  would,  if  an  opportunity 
were  given  for  the  development  of  its 
resouroei,  make  that  country  great,  pros, 
perous,  and  powerful.  what  was  it 
that  prevented  this  result  ?  The  tumult, 
the  aiscord,  the  agitation  and  perpetual 
hostility  existing  in  the  countiy,  which 
rendered  life  and  property  unsafe ;  and  it 
WW  because  the  measure  proposed  by  the 


noble  Viscount  opposite  had  a  tendci 
to  increase  and  embitter  the  evils 
Ireland,  not  in  a  moderate  decree,  bul 
a  very  alarming  extent,  that  he  regan 
it  with  dread.  He  was  quite  certain  i 
if  their  Lordshi  s  passed  the  Bill  as 
stood  at  present,  they  would  soon  see, 
all  parts  of  Ireland,  schools,  not  merel] 
agitation,  but  of  sedition,  which  wo 
endanger  the  unity  of  the  empire,  shaki 
it  to  its  very  centre,  and  the  result  wo 
be,  either  a  dissolution  of  the  parts 
which  it  is  composed,  or  that  dread 
alternative — civil  war  — the  consequen 
of  which  no  man  could  foresee,  ft  n 
for  their  Lordships  to  save  the  kingdl 
from  such  great  calamities. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdmvne,  withi 
suffering  himself  to  be  led  by  the  n<i 
and  learned  Lord  into  a  premature  c 
cussion  of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  woi 
advert  only  to  one  of  the  observati 
which  he  had  made  with  reference  to  thi 
before  he    proceeded    to  the  far  hig 
consideration  of  the  grounds  on  which 
noble    and    learned    Lord    thought 
general   question   ought  to  be  discus* i 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  d\\ 
upon  the  omission  in  the  Bill,  beyon 
mere  reference  in  a  single  clause,  of! 
provision   for  warding,  or  dividing  ii 
wards,  the  Corporations  which  it  proper 
to  reconstruct.     The  noble  and  lean 
Lord  need  not  suspect  that  it  was 
intention  of  his   Majesty's    Ministers 
entrap  the  House  into  passing  that  I 
without  making  any    provision    for 
system  of  wards,  to  which  he  attached 
much  importance;  because  the  fact  ^> 
that  preparations  had  been,  and  weni 
the  course  of  being,  made  during  a  co : 
derable  portion  of  last  year,  for  that  [  i 
pose ;  and  that  it  was  solely  owing  to 
delay  attendant  upon  all  works  of  g  * 
detail,  that  the  present  measure  had  i 
been    accompanied    by    another    for 
division  into  wards,  on  the  same  princ  i 
as  that  which    accompanied   the  fori 
Bill.    So  much  on  the  details  of  the  I ! 
He  would  not  occupv  their   Lordsli 
time  further  in  consmering  the  diffei  i 
clauses  of  which  it  was  composed,  fo] 
the    circumstances   connected    with    i 
measure  were  lost  in  the  one  great  < 
portentous  consideratioo  of  the  princ  i 
announced  by  the  noble  and  learned  L  i 
which,  disguised  as  it  might  be  by 
eloquence,  set  off  by  the  clearness  ol 
speaking,  and  cloaked  by  his  ingen  i 
a&d  aorSfioe^  amounted,  neYenfaeksS) 
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of  these  evils  in— what )  In  the  existence 
of  muQicipal  iostitations.  He  said,  that 
strong  as  the  princii>Ie  of  democracy  was 
in  America,  much  as  it  was  exercisecf,  and 
capable  as  it  was  of  leading  to  excesses, 
there  was  that  in  America  which  would 
correct  those  excesses  from  time  to  time— 
a  system  of  municipal  institutions,  which 
gave  room  to  every  active  mind  for  the  ex- 
ercise of  its  powers,  which  gave  him  a 
local  interest,  distinct  from  the  general  in- 
terests of  the  State,  which  prevented  him 
from  concerning  himself  too  much  with 
public  affairs,  and  which,  he  conceived, 
supposing  evils  to  arise,  would  moderate,  if 
not  entirely  check  and  impede,  their  pro. 
gress.  Experience  upon  experience,  and 
all  the  wisest  historians  who  had  written 
on  Europe,  had  connected  the  progress  of 
civilization  with  the  discharge  of  those 
very  functions  which  it  seemed  the  noble 
anil  learned  Lord's  first  wish  utterly  to 
subvert  and  destroy ;  and  to  destroy,  too, 
ibr  the  purpose  of  preventing  agitation. 
My  Lords  (continued  the  noble  Marquess) 
I  was  astonished  to  hear  with  what  per- 
severance the  noble  and  learned  Lord  dwelt 
on  this  solitary  point;  for  he  ventured 
upon  no  other*  It  is  astonishing  the  use 
that  is  made  of  Mr.  O'Connell.  [^Loud 
Cheers  from  the  Ministerial  Benches,  an" 
swered  by  ironical  cheers  from  the  Opposi^ 
tionJl  it  is  astonishing  this  universal  ad- 
mission of  servitude  to  Mr.  O'Connell.  It 
is  really  gratifying  to  hear  the  noble  Lords 
opposite  admit  that  it  is  to  him  they  are 
inuebted  for  all  their  arguments.  yLoud 
cries  of  "  Hear  Tl  Noble  Lords  cry 
'*  Hear,  hear  !"  at  this  moment  they  admit 
the  fact  that  Mr.  O'Connell  ftimishes  them 
with  all  their  arguments,  they  refer  every- 
thing to  him,  and  judge  of  a  measure 
being  good  or  bad  by  his  having  supported 
or  opposed  it.  Wise,  just,  and  magnani- 
mous principle.  I  wish  the  noble  Lords 
joy  of  the  new  principle  they  introduce 
into  the  legislation  of  this  House,  and 
congratulate  them  on  the  wisdom  of  letting 
it  go  forth  to  the  public.  J  am  happy  that 
they  have  had  this  opportunity  of  express- 
ing their  sentiments,  and  of  interpreting 
much  better  than  I  could  have  done  the 
conclusion  at  which  I  was  about  to  arrive. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  finds  what 
Mr.  O'Connell  has  somewhere  said,  that 
these  Corporations  will  become  schools  of 
agitation — whether  general  or  local,  by- 
the-bye»  does  not  appear  — and  for  that 
reason  he  opposes  the  Bill.  But  do 
noUe  Lords  remember^  when  they  talk 


of  these  municipal    boroughs   becoming 
schools    of    agitation,    that    there      aa-e 
means   of  agitation  without  them.      Do 
they  really  believe  in  that  soft  state    of 
Arcadian   tranquillity  of  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Ijord  is  so  fond  ;  and  can  tbejr 
suppose  that  this  beautiful  conditioii    of 
happiness  and  peace  will  result  from  his 
measure?     Does  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  remember,  that  if  this  Bill  be  not 
passed,  the  persons  who  would  have  com* 
posed  these    Municipal   bodies   will   (xmi- 
tinue    to   exi%t  in    a  country  in    which 
public    meetings    are   free,     and    where 
they  will  continue  to  have  the  rigfat---iin-* 
impaired  and  unchecked  by  any  obstacle 
from  the  Crown,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  or  .the  majority  of  that  House-— to 
meet    and    publbh,    speak    and  debate. 
Does  the  nobie  and  learned  Lord  really  be- 
lieve, that  seeing  these  local  funds   and 
powers  vested  in  the  Crown,  when  th^ 
have  been  hitherto  administered  by  local 
bodies,  will  so  gratify  these  people,  that 
there  will  be  no  agitation  in  those  places 
where  they  are  robbed  and  defrauoed  of 
the  authority  which  naturally  bdonga  to 
them  ?    I  own,  my  Lords,  that  I  can  aati* 
dpate  no  such  result.    So  far  firom  tfaiok- 
ing  (the  noble  Marquess  continaed)  that 
the  constitution  of  the  proposed  municipal 
bodies  would  establish  schools  of  agitation, 
it  was  his  firm  conviction  that  it  was  the 
old  system  of  exclusive  corporations  that 
had  raised  schools  for  agitation  in  every 
town  of  Ireland.    He  believed  it  was  in  the 
foul  and  heated  atmosphere  engoadered  oa 
the  outside  of  their  closed  doors,  that  a 
great  portion  of  the  agitation,  the  die. 
content,  the  sedition«^if  noble  Lords  would 
•—had  been  created,  iHiich  had  gone  nigh 
to  utterly  degrade  the  condition  of  a  part 
of  unfortunate  Ireland ;   unfortunate,  be- 
cause unfortunately  governed.    This  was 
the  history  of  the  agitation  that  had  preu 
vailed,  and  which  he  earnestlv  &nd  sin- 
cerely hoped  to  see  extinguisheu ;  not  vio- 
lently, and  at  once,   but  bv    slow    and 
sure  degrees.    In  doing  this  they  wene 
not  having  recourse  to  any  new  system  $ 
they    were     endeavouring    to    renovate 
that  which  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
charters  to   establish.      He  could  quote 
word  by  word  from  many  charters  to  show 
that  the  object  of  them  was  to  admit  the 
commonalties  of  the  towns  in  Ireland  to  a 
participation  in  the  municipal  privileges. 
Many  of  those  charters  actuallv  showed 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  their  autfaon 
that  those  municipal  privileges  abould  bs 
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free  conttttatioD^  and  that,  in  both  oood- 
tries^  autlioritf  was  to  be  reaponsibley  and 
responsible  to  those  for  whose  benefit  it 
was  exercised,  he  contended  that  there  was 
a  strict  parity,  and  that,  upon  that  parity, 
this  Bill  was  founded.     Their  Lordships 
would  find^  when  they  came  to  look  at  the 
details  of  this  Bill,  that  cFery  means  had 
been  used  to  secure  the  just  administration 
of  those  funds,  and  the  just  exercise  of 
those  powers  which  were  reserved  for  the 
use  ana  pririlege  of  these  municipal  bodies. 
They  would  find,  instead  of  that  secrecy 
and  mysterious  concealment  of  accounts 
which  nad  been  allowed  to  subsist  in  the 
old  Corporations  in  Ireland,  and  which 
made  it  impossible  for  Committee  after 
Committee,  inquiry  after  inquiry,  and  law- 
suit after  law-suit,  to  detect  the  mal-ad- 
ministration  and  abuses  of  the  Corporation 
of  Dublin  alone  in  the  course  or  ten  or 
twenty  years,  that  it  was  provided  by  the 
Bill,  that  there  should  be  an  annual  ex- 
hibition of  accounts  laid  before  the  public, 
before  the  Lord-lieutenant,  and  before  Par- 
liament*    Nor  did  it  stop  there;  it  pro- 
Tided  beyond  this,  that  if  there  should 
exist  an  allegation  of  mal-administration 
on  the  part  ofthe  officers  of  the  Mayor  and 
common  council,  a  summary  remedy  should 
be  applied  by  a  court  of  justice,  which 
should  be  enjoined  immediately  to  enter 
into  an  investigation  of  such  allegation. 
Every  security  was  taken  that  could  be 
supposed  to  he  successful  for  the  purpose 
of  insurinjg  a  just  administration  of  the 
corporate  rands.    It  would  be  time  enough 
then,  when  those  provisions  should  have 
failed  of  their  effect,  and  when  the  expect- 
ations their  Lordships  were  entitled  to 
entertain  of  a  just  administration  of  the 
municipal  affairs,  had  been  disappointed, 
for  their  Lordships  to  adopt  the  alternative 
suggested  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
But,  he  must  say,  that  it  would  be  a  most 
haaardous  step  to  take  into  the  hands  of 
the  Crown,  at  one  sweep,  all  the  property 
of  Ireland,  and  to  extinguish  all  corporate 
government  in  that  country,  which  their 
Lordships  profened  to  govern  upon  the 
same  laws  and  principles  by  which  they 
governed  England;   and  upon  which  he 
was  confident,  after  the  final  effect  6i  the 
existing  dissensions  had  patted  away,  they 
might  be  enabled  to  govern  it.     He  quite 
agnsed  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
that  the  prosperitv  of  Ireland  depended 
upon  the   establishment    of   tranquillity 
among  the  people:  but  he  besged  to  re- 
mind the  noble  and  learned  Lora»  that  that 


traoqtnilitjr  ittttt  be  Ibaaded  upon  si 
ncdon  in  the  minds  of  the  people^  tliat 
they  actually  recetved,  as  tiiey  knew  tfaey 
were  entitled  to  receive,  aU  the  faen^t  smd 
protection  of  English  Government  and  of 
the  British  Constitution.  These  were  the 
grounds  upon  which  this  Bill  had  been 
pn^osed  to  Parliament,  and  it  was  upon 
these  grounds  that  he  was  prepared  to  give 
it  his  most  strenuous  support 

The  Earl  of  Mansfield   said,   that  he 
objected  equally  to  the  view  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  and  to  the  view  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  respecting  the  Bill  now 
under  their  Lordships'  consideratioii.     N'or 
did  he  conceive  that  the  Bill  could  receive 
sufficient  amendment  in  Committee  to  in- 
duce him  to  give  it  his  countenance  and 
support !     It  therefore  was  his  intention  to 
say  **  not  content"  to  the  question  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  take 
the  ordinary  course  of  proceeding  in  such 
matters,  by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  a  more  distant  day ;    in  a 
word  it  was  not  his  intention  to  give  their 
Lordships  the  trouble  of  dividing  on  the 
question*     He  was  at  all  times  relactant  to 
offer  himself  to  the  attention  of  the  House. 
He  was  always  embarrassed  when  he  did 
so,  but  that  embarrassment  was  very  much 
increased  by  the  predicament  in  which  he 
stood  at  present,  differing  as  he  did,  not 
only  from  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  also 
from  those  noble  Lords  with  whom  he 
generally  had  acted.     Differing,  therefore^ 
from  a  great  majority  of  the  House,  he 
hoped  he  should  not  be  considered  as  pre. 
sumptuous  or  as  possessing  overbearing  con- 
fidence, if  he  addressed  a  few  observations 
on  this  important  subject  to  an  audience 
which  he  knew  to  be  indulgent,  though  its 
patience  might  be  put  to  a  trial,  inasmuch 
as  he  had  its  prejudices  to  overcome.    He 
did  so  from  a  sense  of  duty,  thinking  tbat 
as  a  Member  of  this  House  he  was  bound  to 
act  on  all  occasions  according  to  the  best  of 
his  judgment,  and  bound  if  he  could,  to  ex- 
plain to  their  Lordships  his  reasons  for  every 
vote  he  gave  on  measures  of  importance* 
He  should,  therefore,  state  the  reasons  upon 
which  he  grounded  his  opinions  respecting 
this  Bill— -he  should  put  those  opnions  in 
contrast  with  those  of  his  noble  Fiiends 
near  him,  but  in  so  doing,  fiw  be  it  firfwi 
him    to  cast  the  least  rdRection  on  the 
motives  which  induced  them  to  adopt  their 
line  of  conduct  on  this  oocaaon  ;  for  he  be. 
lieved,  nay,  he  would  confidently  assnt, 
that  their  motives  were  not  those  of  sorvmg 
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for  apolidc&lpuipoBe.  They  poasesfied  none 
of  that  xBshnesB  or  inconsiderateneBS  which 
had  been  imputed  to  them  in  the  course 
of  the  present  debat^^  but  their  sole  con- 
sideration was  the  interests  of  those  persons 
.  most  materially  aflfectcd  by  this  Bill,  and  of 
the  general  interests  of  the  country.     He 
objected  in  the  first  place  to  the  principle 
of  this  Dill— its  principle  pervaded  most  of 
the  measures  which  had. been  brought  for. 
ward  by  his  Majesty's  present  advisers,  and 
all  those  who  had  been  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  in  1830;   that    was,  a  principle 
assuming  the  existence  of  evils  and  abuses, 
and  of  applying  to  those  assumed  evils  and 
abuses  that  which  was  to  be  taken  to  be 
the  best   remedy,    without    dispute,  and 
without  the  least  attention  or  respect  to 
the  rights  of  public  bodies,  or  of  the  rights 
of  individuals  founded  upon  charters.     It 
was  not  fifty  years  ago  since  a  member  of 
a  learned   profession,  a  law  officer  of  the 
Crown,  described  in  his  place,  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  a  charter  to  be  ''a 
piece  of  parchment   with    a  seal  at  the 
"comer."      This   description  was    but   ill- 
received  by  a  great  portion  of  the  House, 
and  was  eventually  rather  prejudicial  to 
the    Ministry    with   which    that   learned 
Member  was  connected.     How  it  would  be 
received  in  that  quarter  at  present  he  (the 
Earl  of  Mansfield)  would  not  undertake  to 
gueas,  but  he  could  not  help  fearing  that, 
notwithstanding    all     the    improvements 
which  had  been  introduced  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friends  into   the   Municipal 
Bill  of  last  year — notwithstanding  their 
Lordships  had  allowed  persons  interested  in 
the  measure  to  appear  at  the  bar  in  vindi- 
cation of  their  characters  and  their  rights, 
(an  opportunity  which  could  not  have  been 
refused  without  injustice  to  the  parties  and 
discredit    to    their    Lordships) — notwith- 
standing all  this,  he  could  not  help  fearing 
that  on  reflection  it  would  be  found  that 
the  Le^slature  had  not  always  paid  that 
respect .  to  charters  to  which  they  were 
justly  entitled.    The  first  instance  of  this 
principle  to  which  he  objected  was  to  be 
found  in  the  Reform   BUI,  and   by  none 
was  it  more  deplored  than  by  his  noble 
Friend  near  him,  and  yet  he  feared  they 
were,  by  their  proposed  amendment,  follow- 
ing that  example,  and  saying  ''you  may 
destroy  the  fabric  which  proves  insufficient 
for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  intended," 
but  for  the  preservation  of  which  he  would 
contend   the  Legislature  had  no  right  to 
destroy  even  with  the  intention  or  in  the 
well  grounded  hope  of  cfTccting  an  improved 
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reconstruetion^  without  appealing  to  those 
persons  most  interested,  whose  rights  were 
founded  upon  charters,  with  whose  property 
this  measure  would  interfere,  property  con- 
nected   with    a    trust  which    they  were 
assumed  to  have  misused,  from  the  guar- 
dianship of  which  they  were  to  be  removed 
without    any    delinquency    having    been 
proved  against  them — without  evidence  of 
the    fact,    and  without  giving    them  an 
opportunity  of  rebutting  such  evidence  as 
bad  been  brought  forward.     This  was  a 
principle    which   he  held    to  be  unjust* 
This  was  no  new  sentiment  that  he  was 
urging  against  that  principle,  for  he  had 
advocated  those  sentiments  on  several  occa- 
sions.    His  noble  Friends  near  him,  how- 
ever, admitted  the  principle  of  the   Bill, 
but  they  objected   to  the  proposition  in 
detail  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  taking 
a  bolder  tone,  say,  ''destroy  the  existing 
Corporations  at  once,  and  we  will  give  you  a 
better  plan  in  substitution."     He  would 
not  at  present  enter  into  a  comparison  of 
the  two  plans,  but  even  for  the  moment 
assuming  that  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  lower  benches  (Lord  Lynd- 
hurst)  to  be  the  best^  he  must  say,  that 
their  Lordships  were  not  in  a  situation  even 
to  adopt  that  plan  without  further  evidence 
as  to    some  of   the  facts  in  which  these 
corporate    bodies    were   interested.      The 
state   of   the    existing    corporate    bodies 
to    be    afiected  by  this   Bill  was  repre- 
sented in   the  report    of    the    Commis- 
sioners,  and  though    he  would  not   say 
that  the  Report  manifested  any  bias  in  the 
minds  of  the  Commissioners  calculated  to 
prevent  their  acting  impartially,  still  he 
could  not  forget  that  the  evidence  taken 
at  the  bar  last  year  did  not  serve  to  prove 
that  the  English  Commissioners  had  the 
same  character  for  impartiality.     But  this 
Report,  like  its  English  predecessor,  seated 
instances  of  maladministration  by  public 
bodies,  and  cast  imputations  also  upon  in- 
dividuals, and  yet  no  opportunity  was  to 
be  afforded  them  of  giving  (as  in  most 
cases  they  could)  a  complete  refutation  to 
those  statements.     Their  Lordships  ought 
not  to  proceed  to  legislate  on  no  better 
evidence  than  was  contained  in  this  Report. 
He  mightappear  certainly  tohold  very  lofty 
ideas  of  charters,  and  to  speak  of  them  as 
of  absolute  property.     He  had  never  held 
them  to  be  other  than  a  trust,  but  he  could 
not  think    (and  indeed  experience  sup- 
ported his  view)  that  there  existed  sucli  a 
great  distinction  between  corporate  pro. 
pcrty  and  that  of  an  individual  as  could 
2P 


1156  Corporation  Reform         {lOKDS} 


(Irtkmd*) 


1156 


make  the  one  safe  while  the  other  ^iras  in 
danger.  He  would  not  himself  presume 
to  oifer  a  legal  opinion  on  the  subject  of 
charters^  but  on  the  authority  of  a  noble 
and  learned  Lord  of  the  highest  legal 
character,  not  now  present  in  consequence 
of  illness,  and  without  saying  what  might 
be  the  value  of  a  charter,  he  must  state 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  say,  that 
much  of  the  property  of  England  rested 
on  a  much  surer  foundation  than  the 
charter  property  of  Corporations.  This  Bill 
proceeded  by  its  preamble  to  state  the  expe- 
diency of  the  alteration  proposed ;  and 
here  he  could  not  help  remarking  the  dif- 
ference between  the  Bill  of  last  year  and  the 
Bill  of  this  year  now  under  consideration. 
The  Bill  of  last  year  in  its  preamble  (of  which 
he  however  had  not  a  very  distinct  recol- 
lection) stated,  that  by  reason  of  various 
abuses,  by  lapse  of  time  and  other  causes, 
the  Corporations  of  Ireland  had  become 
inefficient  for  the  purposes  of  good  local 
government,  whereas  the  present  Bill  went 
wholly  and  entirely  on  the  ground  of  ex- 
pediency. Now,  it  had  been  said  that 
there  had  been  no  petitions  presented 
against  this  Bill.  He,  however,  remem- 
bered at  least  one  firom  an  individual 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
It.  The  absence  of  petitions  was  certainly 
a  remarkable  fact,  but  he  could  not  take 
it  as  a  declaration  of  assent,  or  of  indif- 
ference ;  he  would  rather  interpret  the 
absence  of  petitions  in  this  way — that 
knowing  their  Lordships  were  the  guar- 
dians of  the  rights  and  interests  of  the 
community,  the  people  felt  that  those 
rights  and  interests  were  safe  under  their 
Lordships'  protection,  and  that  it  will  not 
be  until  some  further  steps  have  been 
taken  in  this  measure  that  their  alarm  or 
confidence  will  be  increased  and  expressed. 
Their  Lordships  being,  as  he  had  said,  the 
guardians  of  those  rights,  it  was  the 
more  particularly  incumbent  on  them,  in- 
Tested  as  they  were  with  legislative  func- 
tions, to  proceed  with  caution.  In  these 
times  of  rapidity  in  legislation,  when  ac- 
celeration to  the  utmost  could  scarcelv 
keep  up  with  reform,  he  would  much 
rather  be  charged  with  tardiness  than 
with  injustice.  These  were  his  general 
views  on  this  measure,  and  he  entertained 
other  objections,  so  strong  and  forcible,  as 
to  prevent  him  giving  this  Bill  any  further 
consideration  with  a  view  to  its  enactment. 
Fortunately  for  their  Lordships  and  for 
himself,  the  description  of  the  inconsis- 
tencies and  absurdities  of  this  Bill  had 


been  pointed  out  by  a  learned*  individttal 
(Lord  Lyndhurst)  most  capable  of  exposing 
them,  but  he  (the  Earl  of  Mansfield)  must 
claim  the  indulgence  of  their  Lordships 
while  he  made  a  few  remarks  upon  that 
which  he  considered  to  be  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  Bill.  The  object  of 
this  Bill  was,  as  he  read  it,  to  transfer 
the  power  of  the  Corporations  to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  and  to  increase  their 
power  in  Ireland.  That  object  had,  it  was 
true,  been  denied,  but  he  thought  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  had  not  been  denied,  but 
on  the  contrary,  he  would  say  its  purposes 
had  been  both  admitted  and  defended.  He 
would  venture  to  say,  that  this  Bill, 
under  pretence  of  improving  the  Corpora- 
tions of  Ireland,  gave  agreat  power  to  that 
portion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  body  which 
ought  to  be  the  last  intrusted  with  it 
— to  that  portion  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics which  he  must  describe  as  a  faction 
-—not  that  portion  which  was  constituted 
of  persons  of  respectability,  of  character, 
of  education,  of  property — ^those  who  were 
obedient  to  the  Jaw,  desirous  of,  and  in- 
tending to  maintain,  the  union  between 
the  two  countries — but  to  that  lawless 
uneducated  class  who  were  kept  in  selfish 
submission  to  the  priests — who  unfortu- 
nately were  the  best  of  political  agitators, 
interfering  in  every  species  of  election. 
and  carrying  that  influence,  which  their 
religion  and  the  religious  prejudices  of  the 
country  gave  them,  to  extreme  ends,  and 
to  the  extent  of  seeking  a  discontinuance 
of  English  connexion.  No  man  could 
doubt,  that  power  given  into  such  hands 
would  be  misused — ^that  they  to  whom 
the  power  was  given  would  have  but  its 
semblance,  would  be  but  the  creatures  of 
more  formidable  authorities,  both  lay  and 
religious  agitators,  who  combined  would 
be  infallible.  Reference  had  been  made  to 
the  events  of  the  year  1829,  and  it  had 
been  stated  that  by  the  Bill  of  1829  equa- 
lity was  established  between  Roman  Ca« 
tholics  and  Protestants.  An  equality  of 
civil  rights  there  certainly  was  estaMisned, 
but  he  believed  the  admission  of  Roman 
Catholics  into  Corporations  was  established 
by  the  Act  of  1793.  Was  the  Legislature 
now  to  go  further  and  say,  *'  because  from 
some  cause  or  other,  perhaps  from  religious 
prejudices,  thobo  corporate  bodies  have  a 
reluctance  to  admit  Roman  Catholics 
amongst  them,  we  will  let  in  a  contrary 
force"  ?  What  would  be  the  effect  of  this  ? 
would  it  not  lead  to  still  greater  exclusion  ? 
-*in  shorty  would  it  not  have  the  effect  of 
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exdading  Protestants }  It  had  been  asked 
what  was  the  intention  on  this  occasion  of 
those  who  had  voted  for  the  Catholic  ques- 
tion^  and  had  been  in  the  majority  on  va- 
rioos  other  Bills  relating  to  Ireland?  He 
(the  Earl  uf  Mansfield)  was  certain 
(though  he  unfortunately  on  this  occasion 
differed  from  the  noble  Duke  near  him, 
the  Duke  of  Wellington)  that  he  had 
never^  in  mind  or  openly^  imputed  to  his 
noble  Friend  a  disregard  of  Protestant 
interests*  or  a  wish»  by  that  measure,  to 
establish  Catholic  ascendancy.  Neither 
had  he  ever  imputed  such  an  object  to  the 
noble  Viscount  opposite,  or  to  other  nobie 
Lords  of  his  party,  for  he  had  no  reason  to 
do  so;  but  he  thought  their  position  was 
now  changed.  At  that  time  the  noble 
Viscount  and  his  party  were  independent ; 
they  were  Protestants  who  had  not  then 
detached  themselves  from  the  supporters 
of  the  Established  Church,  or  from  those 
who  thought  that  tithes  ought  to  be  paid 
to  the  ministers  of  the  Establishment.  At 
that  time  the  Roman  Catholics,  or,  at  least, 
some  of  th«m,  had  not  openly  avowed  their 
hatred  to  that  Establishments-had  not  de- 
clared it  to  be  an  intolerable  nuisance.  At 
that  time,  the  Minister  had  not  proposed 
the  mutilation  of  the  Church,  he  had  not 
used  the  imprudent  word  '^  extinction  *' 
with  respect  to  tithes ;  a  word  which  had 
created  a  sullen  hatred  to  that  impost ;  at 
that  time  it  had  not  been  designated  an 
ensanguined  treasure,  neither  had  it  been 
said  to  be  an  intolerable  nuisance.  At  that 
time  the  British  Minister  had  not  proposed 
or  brought  in  a  Bill  containing  provisions 
which  the  Irish  clergy,  as  trustees  for  the 
Church,  could  not  possibly  accept;  and 
notwithstanding  but  reasonable  provisions 
were  annexed  to  it,  that  Bill  was  abandoned, 
and  the  clergy  left  to  penury  and  insult. 
At  that  time  he  had  not  made  a  league 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin.  The 
noble  Viscount  disliked  the  word  league ; 
he  would  instead  say,  he  had  not  then 
made  an  implicit  confederation  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin,  whose  hatred  to 
the  Established  Church — not  to  the  reli- 
gion of  that  Church,  but  to  its  continuance 
as  an  Establishment -^  had  been  openly 
avowed>  and  who  had  said,  that  he  would 
use  his  influence  with  his  countrymen, 
and  with  persons  in  this  country,  to  join 
him  in  his  endeavours  for  dissolving  the 
Union,  unless  measures  were  introduced 
givine  equality  of  laws  to  Ireland.  Ireland 
already  enjoyed  e<|ual  protection  from  the 
law*  and  the  claim  made  now  was^  for 


Roman  Catholic  ascendancy" 
never  having  been  claimed 
testants,  who  were  the  stronge 
of,  though  not  the  sole  objec 
British  protection.  These  wc 
grounds  upon  whidi  he  drew 
between  the  circumstances  in 
countries  were  now  placed,  a 
isting  when,  in  1829)  Parliamc 
to  legislate  upon  the  Cathc 
But  that  very  measure  of  1 
as  it  occurred  to  him,  that 
jealousy  was  entertained  on  t 
equal  laws  for  Ireland.  The 
that  measure  showed  the  jealoi 
to  equal  legislation,  and  the  di 
existed  between  the  two  count 
difference  which  oughts  in  leg 
sures  to  be  applied  to  the  on 
other.  Without  entering  inl 
of  this  Bill,  he  would  obsei 
really  could  not  understand 
on  which  this  Bill  was  founc 
in  vain  to  saj,  if  any  credit  wa 
to  the  Report  of  the  Commis 
it  would  effect  a  restoratioi 
usages,  for,  if  he  read  the  Rep 
the  Commissioners,  though 
fested  a  strong  wish  to  make 
failed  to  show  that  there  was  a 
usage  which  gave  the  elect] 
councillors  to  inhabitants  as  I 
even  as  householders  ;  therefc 
tained  that  this  Bill  was  not 
of  ancient  usages.  Aooordin 
port,  there  were  in  Ireland  al 
five  boroughs,  some  of  which  1 
and  others  having  had  by  us^ 
functions.  How  came  it,  ih 
fiftv*one  were  mentioned  in  th 
had  the  selection  been  made  ? 
with  reference  to  the  amount 
the  extent  of  population,  or  t 
of  charters?  It  appeared  to  hi 
of  the  boroughs,  from  the  pai 
population,  and  the  sroallness 
perty,  had  no  claim  whatev< 
eluded  in  the  provisions  of  tl 
this  there  was  an  amusing  inst 
in  the  case  of  Belturbet,  havi 
tion  of  ^^026 — ^property  none 
income  4L ;  and  its  debt 
neighbours,  it  was  encuml 
There  were  others  in  the  same, 
situation  or  condition.  And 
greater  extent  and  magnitv 
wealth  and  population  were  ei 
had  already  stated,  that  out 
five  existing  boroughs,  only  fi 
named  in  the  schedules  of  th 
2P  2 
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wanted  to  know  what  was  to  become  of  the 
remainder  ?      Were  they  to  remain  in  the 
continuance  of  recognized  abuses^  or,  as  an 
hon.  Gentleman  had  appositely  said  in  an- 
other place,  "Were  they  to  be  allowed  still 
to  wallow  in  the  abomination  ?"  One  word 
before  he  concluded^  with  regard  to  the 
plan  which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
proposed  to  substitute  for  that  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government.     Certainly,  if  called 
on  at  once  to  decide  between  this  Bill  and 
the  plan  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
which  he  believed  to  possess  considerable 
merit,  he  could  not  hesitate  in  the  selection 
of  the  latter.      It  was  in  conformity  with 
many  local  acts,  under  which  some  of  these 
Corporations  were  at   present  regulated, 
and  it  might,  therefore,  be  suitable  to  all 
with   respect  to  the  Corporations  them- 
selves, being  unfit,  as  had  been  urged,  for 
the  purposes  for  which  tliey  were  designed, 
the  many  of  the   boroughs  having  been 
established  for  the  benefit  of  the  Protestant 
religion,  and,  therefore,  that  now  there  ex- 
isted no  ground  for  retaining  them  as  ex- 
clusive bodies,  he  could  not  say,  that  he 
took  such  a  view  of  the  subject.     It  cer- 
tainly appeared  to  him,  that  many  of  the 
towns  in  Ireland  would  be  much  better 
without  municipal  Corporations,  but  still 
he  apprehendea  that  many  of  them  had- 
been    established,    though    at    different 
times  and  under  different  circumstances, 
still  with  a  view  of  maintaining  English 
interests.     Look  at  Dublin,  for  instance, 
where  the   charter  \va8  granted  to    the 
King's  citizens  of  Bristol  resident  in  Ire- 
land.    He  must  be  pardoned  when  he  said 
that  unfortunately  Ireland  never  was  con- 
quered, and  had,  therefore,  never  under- 
gone those   internal   changes  which   had 
taken  place  elsewhere.     Her  community 
had  been  varied— consisting  of  English,  of 
mixed  English  and  Irish,  and  of  the  na- 
tives under  another  allegiance.    One  party 
Lad  been  treated  as  rebels,  and  there  had 
never  been  established  any  unity  of  laws 
and  institutions.     The  boroughs,  be  con- 
ten«1ed,  had  not  been^  aa  was  alleged,  es* 
tablished  for  the  spread  of  Protestantism, 
but  for  the  support  of  English  interests. 
But  at  that  time,  certainly,  England  and 
Protestantism*  were   synonymous    terms. 
But,    notwithstanding    all    the  agitation 
which  prevailed,  and  stiJl  prevails,  in  Ire- 
land, he  would  not  offer  any  opposition  to 
the  maintenance  of  those  boroughs,  pro- 
vided neither  the  one  party  nor  the  other 
were    excludeil     on     religious     grounds. 
Would  the  grant  of  a  Corporation,  bow- 


ever,  beneiit  these  towns?     He  thooght 
not,  and  he  was  fortified  in  that  ofMnion  bjr 
the  fact,  that  though  the  Bill  of  last  yemr 
empowered  the  grant  of  municipal  Corpora 
ations  to  certain  towns  in  England  whida 
should  solicit  it,  but  few,  if  any,  applicflfc- 
tions  had  been  made.     Even  if  he  could 
believe  that  they  would  confer  advantages 
in  Ireland,  still  he  could  not  consent  to  le. 
gislate  in   the  manner  proposed  without 
some  evidence  of  the  fact  of  the  approbar- 
tion  and  consent  of  the  parties  most  iuter. 
ested.     But  how  had  this  measure  been 
got  up,  and  what  purpose  was  it  to  serve  ? 
An  hon.  Gentleman  in  another  place,  who 
had  been  often  alluded  to  in  this  House, 
and  to  whom  he  must  advert,  even  though 
he  should   incur  the  indignation   of  the 
noble  Viscount,  as  giving  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman too  much  importance,  was  reported 
to  have  said,  that  if  their  Lordships  did 
not  pass  this  Bill  the  Union  would  be  but 
a  cobweb,  and  had  addressed  in  Ireland, 
and  also  in  this  country,  language  which, 
though  perhaps  not  deserving  much  oon« 
sideration,  yet  might  have  some  effect  upon 
those  who  from  sEeal  and  prejudice  were 
easily  misled,  and  it  was  right  the  peofde 
should  know,  that  in  all  questions  this 
House,  uninfluenced  by  expressions   de<« 
rogatory  to  its  dignity,  would  deal  with 
measures  in  a  manner  dictated  by  a  sense 
of  strict  impartiality.     He  was    anxious 
and  ready  to  acquiesce  in  any  measure  that 
might  be  conducive  to  the  happiness  of 
Ireland.     He  wished   the   connexion  be- 
tween the  two  countries  to  be  kept  up  aa 
intimately  and  closely  as  possible,  that  the 
protection  of  British  laws  and  the  advan- 
tages of  the  British  Constitution,  which 
few  seemed  now  to  appreciate,  might  be 
equally  extended  to  Ireland,  but  in  doing 
this  his  only  anxiety  was,  that  strict  ad- 
herence should  be  had  to  the  rights  which 
individuals  now  possessed.     He  might  be 
considered  old-fashioned  in  his  views  when 
he  said  that  he  feared  rapidity  of  legisla- 
tion, that  he  entertained  respect  for  charw 
ters,  and  for  the  rights  of  indmduals ;  hot 
he  was  satisfied  that  unless  those  rights 
were  defended,  their  own  would  be  soon 
assailed.     On  these  grounds  he  must  (br 
the  present  hesitate  to  give  his  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and  he  hesi- 
tated the  more  because  he  was  satisfied  it 
could  not  be  so  amended  in  Committee  as 
to  alter  his  opinions  as  to  the  effects  it 
would  produce. 

The  Earl  of  FalmmUh  was  anxious  tliat 
he  should  not  be  consideredi  by  bis  stlence, 
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as  TOtiDg  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  as  to  the  principle 
of  which  he  was  not  favourable.  If  he 
were  called  upon  to  make  his  election  be- 
tween the  Bill  before  the  House,  and  the 
amendment  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord^ 
he  should  not  hesitate  one  moment  to  pre- 
fer the  Bill  of  his  noble  Friend ;  but  he 
rejoiced  that  at  this  moment  he  was  not 
placed  in  that  predicament.  He  felt  that 
as  a  humble  inaividual  Peer  of  that  House, 
it  was  his  duty  to  get  up  in  his  place  and 
maintain  what  he  believed  to  be  the  vital 
principles  of  the  Constitution.  The  pro- 
moters of  the  present  measure  said,  that 
the  Bill  before  the  House  was  not  one  of 
abolition ;  but  he  must  contend  that  the 
contrary  was  the  fact,  for  it  went  to 
abolish  the  existing  charters  in  Ireland, 
and,  therefore,  to  destroy  a  valuable  part 
of  the  Constitution^  He  was  satisfied 
that  no  arguments  that  could  be  used 
would  remove  his  objection  to  the  Bill. 
He  regretted  very  much  that  the  English 
Municipal  Bill,  even  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  had  been  amended  by  his  noble  Friend, 
had  ever  been  passed,  because  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  lead  to  consequences 
which  even  its  promoters  did  not  foresee. 
He  rejoiced  that  he  was  no  party  to  that 
measure  which  was  called  the  Reform  Bill; 
he  rejoiced,  also,  that  he  was  not  a  party 
to  the  Municipal  Corporation  Robbery 
Bill ;  and  be  rejoiced  now  in  the  oppor- 
tunity of  standing  up,  and  protesting 
against  the  principle  contained  in  the  pre- 
sent measure.  He  should  not  trouble  the 
House  by  going  to  a  division,  but  should 
content  himself  by  saying  not-content  to 
the  question  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

The  Earl  ofRipon  would  not  detain  their 
Lordships  by  going  into  any  arguments,  or 
general  views,  as  regarded  the  subject  before 
the  House.  He  begged,  however,  the  per- 
misnon  of  their  Loidships  to  say,  in  as  few 
words  as  he  could,  the  general  grounds  on 
which  he  conceived  that  it  would  be  fit  for 
their  Lordships  to  give  a  second  reading  to 
the  Bill  then  under  discussion,  and  to  state 
why  he  should  be  hereafter  prepared  to 
support  the  proposition  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  behind  him  (Lord  L3md- 
hurst)  had  intimated  that  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  submit.  With  respect  to  that 
amendment,  he  would  now  taike  the  oppor- 
tunity of  stating,  that  when  the  noble 
Viscount  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment asserted  that  the  paternity  of  the 
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rested  with  his  (Lord  Ripon's)  friends  in 
another  place,  he  believed  that  that  noble 
Viscount  never  made  a  greater  mistake  with 
respect  to  the  origin  of  that  measure.  True 
it  was,  that  the  noble  Viscount  character^ 
iscd  the  political  conduct  of  his  noble  Friend, 
and  in  somewhat  a  sneering  manner,  as  not 
being  very  remarkable  for  discretion  ;  and 
that  this  amendment  was  quite  inconsistent 
with  the  habitual  conduct  of  the    noble 
Lord,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  in- 
troduced it ;  and,  therefore,  that  it  must  be 
the  offspring  of  some  one  who  was  reckless, 
as  to  the  consequences,  what  it  would  pro- 
duce.    He  (Lord  Ripon)  did  not  know  on 
what  part  of  the  conduct   of   his  noble 
Friend  it  was   that   the  noble    Viscount 
founded  his  assumption  of  indiscretion.    He 
(Lord  Ripon)  was  not  aware  of  what  part 
of  the  conduct  of  his  noble  Friend  it  was, 
when  they  acted  with  the  noble  Viscounty 
that  could  bear    that  interpretation,    and 
upon  which  was  founded  the  assumption 
that  the  noble    Viscount   had  put   forth. 
Their  separation   took   place   because   his 
noble  and  right  hon.  Friend  considered  that, 
on  principles '  consistent   with   their    con- 
science and  duty,  they  could  not  sanction  a 
measure  which  was  characterised  by  vio- 
lence and  injustice.     It  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  principles  laid  down  in 
the  Bill  before  the  House.     He  should  sup- 
port   the    amendment    of   the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  because  it  was  most  desirable 
that  justice  should   be    done  to   Ireland, 
without  imposing  injuries  which  he  thought 
would  operate  detrimentally  in  a  ten-Md 
greater  degree.     It  was  because  he  thought 
the  Bill  before  the  House  would  produce 
that  effect—- that   mischief  which  he  con- 
templated— that  he  could  not,  as  an  honest 
man,  give  his  consent  to  it.     If  he  thought 
that  past  history  proved,  and  that  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Ireland  showed,  anything 
like  a  proximation  in  the  state  of  society 
and  of  things  in  Ireland  to  what  was  the 
case  in  En^and,  then  he  should  be  ready 
to  admit,  that  justice  to  Ireland  required 
the  adoption  of  similar  laws,  and  the  adap- 
tation of  similar  principles    to    the    two 
countries,  but  when  he  looked  to  the  actual 
state  of  things  existing  in  the  two  coun- 
tries, he  must  say,   that  it  appeared    to 
him  that  the  adoption  of  the  present  mea- 
sure was  a  most  visionary  proposition.     If 
they  looked  to  the  condition  of  the  two 
countries — ^if  they  looked  to  all  the  social 
circumstances  attendant  upon  the  condition 
of  England  and  Ireland, — whether  as  to 
the  m^e,  and  forms,  and  practice,  of  the 
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ministering  justice^  the  mode  of  reserving 
the  internal  tranquillity  of  the  country,— 
the  means  of  defending  it  against  a  foreign 
.  enemy, — the  mode  of  returning  Members  to 
Parliament, — the  means  of  education, — 
and,  above  all,  the  condition  of  the  poor  of 
that  country,— looking  to  all  these  things, 
and  these  were  the  circumstances  that  cha- 
racterised the  social  condition  of  countries, 
— was  there  not,  he  would  ask,  at  this  mo- 
men  t,  an  immense  difference  between  the 
situation  of  the  two  countries  ?  He  would 
ask  noble  Lords  to  look  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
state  and  condition  of  Ireland.  These  Com. 
missioners  came  to  the  conclusion,  that  there 
was  so  material  a  difference  in  the  state  of 
society  in  the  two  countries,  that  what  was 
most  proper  for  one  country,  it  would  be 
most  improper  to  infuse  into  the  other ;  and 
they  concluded  by  stating,  that  in  consider, 
ing  the  condition  of  Ireland  circumstances 
ought  to  be  looked  to  as  well  as  principles. 
It  was,  therefore,  admitted,  that  there  was 
a  material  difference  in  the  social  condition 
of  the  two  countries,  and  that  the  Bill 
before  the  House  proceeded  on  that  very 
principle ;  or  else  why  did  it  differ  in  its 
enactments  from  the  English  Bill?  By 
this  Bill  there  was  a  material  difference  as 
regarded  the  appointment  of  Sheriffs  and 
Clerks  of  the  Peace.  The  same  power  was 
not  given  to  the  Irish  Councils  as  was  con- 
ferred on  corresponding  bodies  in  England, 
and  why?  Because  distrust  was  enter- 
tained of  these  constituencies  as  regarded 
the  impartial  administration  of  justice,  the 
most  important  consideration  as  regarded 
the  well-being  of  a  country,  and  its  internal 
tranquillity  and  peace.  The  object  which 
he  should  have  to  consider  was,  whether 
the  Bill  before  the  House  was  a  good  Bill ; 
or  whether  the  system  proposed  to  be 
adopted  by  the  amendment  was  a  better. 
If  it  should  be  proved  in  argument  tliat  this 
Bill  was  a  good  BilL  then  it  ought  un- 
doubtedly to  pass ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
should  it  be  made  out  in  argument  that  it 
was  a  bad  Bill,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
productive  of  justice  to  Ireland,  then  un- 
doubtedly it  ought  not  to  receive  the  sane, 
tion  of  their  Lordships.  In  conclusion,  he 
must  say,  that  he  could  see  nothing  but  a 
perpetuation  of  the  evils  and  grievances 
which  afflicted  Ireland  if  the  preaent  mea« 
sure  should  pass;  and  it  was  because  he 
entertained  this  opinion  that  he  should, 
when  the  time  came,  give  his  hearty  con- 
currence to  the  ameodment  which  had  been 
fmnODQced  by  the  noUe  toid  learned  Lofd, 


The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  the 
Bill  proposed  by  the  noble  Viscount  was 
greatly  desired  by  the  Irish«  It  had  been 
said  by  a  noble  Earl  that  a  different  princi- 
ple was  adopted  in  this  Bill  from  that  of 
the  English  Bill.  He  denied  that  proposi^ 
tion.  Their  Lordships  must  consider  the 
principle  and  the  details.  If  the  principle 
were  fair  and  impartial  justice,  then  there 
might  be  a  difference  in  the  details  to  make 
that  principle  effective.  This  was  the 
principle  proceeded  upon  in  the* question  of 
Reform  in  the  Representation  of  the  people 
in  Parliament;  when  Parliament  went 
upon  a  broad  principle,  but  varied  its  ap- 
plication as  to  the  rights  of  freeholders, 
and  the  mode  of  conducting  elections.  A 
great  argument  used  for  the  abolition  of 
the  40f.  freeholders  in  Ireland  was,  that 
their  existence  was  hostile  to  the  freedom  of 
election.  The  British  Legislature  has 
never,  in  the  United  Parliament,  decided 
that  different  principles  of  legislation  were 
to  be  applied  to  the  two  countries.  The 
principle  of  this  Bill  was,  that  the  same 
justice  was  to  be  extended  to  the  Irish 
which  has  already  been  conceded  to  the 
English.  The  question  wa»— whether  the 
Irish  people  were  to  be  intrusted  with  self- 
government  for  local  pur])05es.  He  could  not 
remain  silent  when  it  was  declared  that  the 
Irish  people  were  unfit  to  enjoy  the  bless- 
ings of  the  Constitution.  The  only  ground' 
upon  which  this  Bill  could  be  refused  to 
Ireland  was,  that  those  who  opposed  it  con- 
sidered self-election  preferable  to  popular 
control.  When  that  proposition  was  stated 
he  should  be  prepared  to  meet  it ;  in  the 
mean  time  he  entered  his  protest  against 
the  assertion — that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  unfit  for  self-government. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  said,  that  being 
strongly  impressed  with  the  belief  that 
the  Bill,  if  passed  in  its  present  shape, 
would  be  productive  of  the  greatest  mia- 
chief,  by  destroying  the  Protestant 
interest  in  Ireland,  he  was  anxiooa  to  stale 
the  grounds  on  which  he  shonld  give  his 
vote.  The  Bill  of  last  year,  as  well  as 
that  of  the  present,  proceeded  upon  the 
specious  principle  of  Reform.  He  was 
glad  that  the  flimsy  garb  in  which  this 
bantling  had  been  dressed  by  the  noMe 
Viscount,  bad  been  shown  to  oe  the  jeittt 
production  of  the  Government  and  the 
Catholic  agitators  of  Ireland,  not  only  as 
regarded  its  carcase,  but  every  limb  and 
member  of  it.  If  their  Lordships  were 
prepared  to  pass  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape;  they  would  place  the  whole  df  the 
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political  power  of  Ireland  in  the  hands  of 
Mr.  O'  Connell  and  the  priests^  and  the 
consequence  would  bei  the  destruction  of 
the  union  which  existed  between  the  two 
countries.  That  was  the  question  which 
they  were  called  upon  to  decide^  and  the 
proposition,  he  thought,  was  a  plain  and 
simple  one.  Their  Lordships  must  recol- 
lect that  when  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill 
passed,  in  1829»  there  was  an  end  of  all  the 
Corporations  of  Ireland ;  those  Corporations 
were  established  for  the  purpose  of  uphold- 
ing Protestant  principles,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  cementing  the  connection 
between  the  two  countries,  and  he  would 
contend,  that  those  Corporations  were  vir- 
tually at  an  end  the  moment  that  Bill 
became  the  law  of  the  land.  He,  therefore, 
was  of  opinion  it  was  unnecessary  to  up- 
bold  them,  and  therefore  he  was  prepared 
to  support  the  amendment  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord.  He  was  bound  to 
entertain  the  opinion  that  the  great  body 
of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  with  the 
exception  of  one  indiridual  perhaps  who 
had  some  interest  in  the  question,  were  in 
favour  of  the  principle  proposed  to  be 
adopted  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
Ana  why  ?  Because  since  the  period  at 
which  a  siuiilar  amendment  had  been 
proposed  in  another  place,  not  a  single 
petition,  with  the  exception  of  one  or  two 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  had  been  presented 
against  the  adoption  of  that  principle.  Con- 
sidering that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland, 
under  tne  pressure  of  the  evils  by  which 
they  were  assailed,  were  still  alive  to  their 
own  Interests,  he  had  a  right  to  assume, 
from  the  circumstances  he  had  stated,  that 
they  were  in  favour  of  the  extinction  of 
the  Corporations.  Noble  Lords  in  that 
House  gave  their  support  to  the  Catholic 
Relief  Bill,  under  the  vain  hope  that  it 
would  conoliate  the  Roman  Catholics,  but 
since  every  succeeding  concession  had  been 
made  they  had  become  more  dissatisfied, 
and  the  consequence  had  been  to  lead  to 
acts  of  further  aggression.  When  that 
Bill  was  passed  their  Lordships  were  told 
that  the  effect  would  be  to  give  peace  to 
Irehmd.  [Viscount  Melbourne  \  never  by 
me.]  Pernaps  not  by  the  noble  Viscount, 
but  th«t  was  the  argument  used,  and  he 
must  admit  b?  some  of  his  noble  Friends 
near  him,  with  whom  he  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  differ  with  respect  to  the  views 
which  they  took  of  that  question.  And 
what,  he  would  ask,  was  the  result  ?  Why, 
feom  the  moment  that  Bill  passed,  Ire- 
land bocotte  in  »  more  diatorbod  state 


than  she  had  been  in  during  the  previous 
ten  years.  Crimes  of  every  description  had 
increased  in  a  ten-fold  degree — there  was 
no  security  for  life  or  property  of  the  Pro- 
testants of  that  country-lall  law  was  set 
at  defiance ;  and  to  talk  of  the  existence  of 
equal  civil  rights  in  that  country  was  an 
insult  to  the  Protestant  community.  He 
begged  it  to  be  understood  that  these  oh< 
servations  did  not  apply  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  England ;  tiieir  conduct  since 
the  passing  of  the  Relief  Bill  had  been  most 
honourable  and  they  had  fully  realised  the  ex- 
pectations which  he  had  formed  of  them.  He 
felt  bound  to  say  thus  much,  it  being  only 
a  meed  of  praise  which  he  felt  bound  to 
afford  to  this  highly  honourable  body  of 
men.  If  their  Lordships  concurred  in  the 
measure  as  it  then  stood,  and  thereby  eave 
more  ()ower  to  the  agitators  of  Irelano,  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  result  would  be,  that 
their  Lordships  would  be  called  upon 
hereafter  to  pass  coercive  measures  of  a 
nature  which  nad  never  yet  been  submitted 
to  Parliament,  and  he  called  upon  their 
Lordships  boldly  to  stand  forward  and  save 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  from  the  still 
further  evils  with  which  they  were 
threatened. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  was  anxious  to  say 
a  very  few  words,  in  order  thaf^there 
might  be  no  misapprehension  as  to  the  vote 
he  should  give  on  that  occasion.  If  he 
thought  the  amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  not  be  carried,  h^ 
(Lord  Roden)  should  be  the  last  person  to* 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  one  which  was  calculated  to  produce 
the  greatest  mischief  in  Ireland,  ana  would 
place  more  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
agitators  of  that  country  than  they  at 
present  possessed.  He  trusted  their  Lord* 
ships  would  never  consent  to  give  their 
sanction  to  a  measure,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  give  additional  power  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  to  persecute  and  tyrannise  over 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland.  When  the 
time  came  for  going  into  Committee,  he 
should  be  prepared  to  state  his  reasons  why 
he  thought  it  was  advisable  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  should  be  adopted,  rather  than  that 
the  Corporations  of  Ireland  should  continue 
toexist  under  the  system  by  which  they 
were  at  present  constituted. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  second  timoi  and 
ordered  to  be  committed. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday y   April  18,    1836, 

MrNirmO    Bilb.    Rtad  a  first  time:— Oyster  Fisheries; 
«^d  Alehouse  Licences  Act  Amendment. 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland).]  Mr.  Poulett 
Scrope  wished  to  put  a  question  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  respecting  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  on  the  State  of  the  Poor 
of  Ireland.  He  had  himself  introduced  a 
Bill  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  of  Ireland, 
and  whether  he  should  or  should  not  move 
to-morrow  that  it  be  read  a  second  time, 
would  depend  upon  the  answer  of  the  noble 
Lord.  The  Report  contained  the  best  di- 
gested and  most  important  recommenda- 
tions, and  he  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  Ministers  to  introduce  this 
Session  a  series  of  measures  founded  upon  it? 

Lord  John  Russell  sM,  that  the  Report 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  Go- 
vernment, and  they  certainly  had  found  in 
it  a  great  variety  of  important  matters  ;  at 
the  same  time  he  must  add,  that  the  sug- 
gestions in  it  were  not  of  that  simple  and 
single  nature  as  to  allow  them  to  be 
adopted  without  the  caution  which  was 
recommended  by  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves. He  would,  therefore,  at  once 
state  it  to  be  the  opinion  of  Government 
that  it  was  not  expedient  in  the  present 
Session  to  bring  in  a  series  of  measures 
comprising  all  the  objects  of  the  Report. 
Out  of  that  opinion  a  second  question 
arose — whether  it  were  advisable,  not 
undertaking  the  entire  subject,  to  bring  in 
any  particular  and  insulated  measure 
founded  on  parts  of  the  Report  ?  He  ap- 
prehended that  there  might  be  great 
difficulty  in  that  course,  for  a  special 
measure  might  either  invite  tdo  much  dis- 
cussion or  too  peremptorily  close  it  on 
other  parts  of  the  document.  He  was  not, 
however,  prepared  to  say,  that  any  final 
decision  had  yet  been  adopted,  or  that 
there  might  not  be  parts  of  the  Report 
which  ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
with  a  view  to  some  practical  measure  in 
the  present  Session ;  but  as  to  a  series  of 
measures,  he  was  enabled  to  inform  thehon. 
Member  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  Govern- 
ment tliat  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 
undertake  them  this  Session.  He  could 
sot  conclude  without  adding,  that  the 
Report  was  not  only  of  extreme  value, 
but  that  the  subject  of  it  was  of  a  nature 
to  render  it  absolutely  necessary  that 
some  measures  should  be  brought  forward 
nod  adopted,    It  would  be  anxiously  con* 


sider^d  by  Government  with  a  vievr   to 
such  measures,  and  there  were  none,  as 
afiPecting  Ireland,  either  at  present  or  per- 
haps within  the  next  hundred  years,  ^rhich 
could  possibly  be  of  greater  magnitude, 
and  this  fact  was  evident  from  the  state* 
ments  made  by  the  Commissioners.      In 
proportion  as  their  importance  was  ^ceat, 
and  their  consequences  infinite,  it  became 
Government  to  be  cautions  how  far  tbey 
gave  any  pledge  as  to  the  course  intended 
to  be  pursued. 

Mr.  Richards  expressed  his  concurrence 
in  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Ix>rd, 
and  added,  that  if  nothing  were  done  next 
Session,  he  would  introduce  a  Bill  upon 
the  subject. 

Subject  dropped. 

New  Corporations.]  Mr,  Mark 
Phillips  referred  to  a  Report  which  had 
obtained  circulation,  that  Ministers  in- 
tended to  extend  the  benefit  of  the  Corpo- 
ration Act  to  certain  towns  not  included 
in  the  measure  of  last  Session.  It  would 
be  a  matter  of  public  convenience  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  state  whether  such  a 
report  was  well  founded. 

Lord  John  Russell  would  explain  what 
was  the  measure  under  the  consideration  of 
Government.   It  was  not  a  measure  for  the 
purpose  of  obliging  towns  which  at  present 
had  not  Corporations  to  accept  them,  but 
it  had  occurred  to  Ministers  to  consider 
whether,  with  reference  to  the  clause  of 
the  Bill  of  last  Session,  which  enabled 
towns  to  have  Corporations,  it  might  not 
be  proper  to   give  facilities   for   making 
those  Corporations  which  might  be  granted 
on  application  more  effectual  than   tbey 
otherwise  would  be.     A  measure  of  that 
sort  was  contemplated,  and  be  hoped  soon 
to  give  notice  of  the  time  when  it  would 
be  brought  forward. 

Rbgistration  of  Votbrb.]  Lord 
John  Russell  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Registration  of  Voters  Bill. 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair, 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  rose  to  move 
the  amendment  of  which  he  had  gifen 
notice.  It  was  far  from  his  intention,  be 
said,  to  depreciate  the  measure  of  Parlia- 
mentary Reform,  or  to  detract  from  the 
debt  of  gratitude  due  to  its  framers  and 
supporters;    but  there  were  few  among 

tbos^  framers  and  supporters  who  lhoo|fbt 
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that  it  could  all  at  once  attain  perfection, 
or  that  it  would  not  require  change  and 
modification.  There  was,  however,  a  class 
of  partisans  who  wished  it  to  be  considered 
a  final  settlement  of  the  question,  but  as 
that  notion  was  inconsistent  with  reason 
and  common  sense,  a  revision  of  some 
parts  of  the  Bill  was  soon  demanded. 
The  question  was  simply  this — whether  it 
had  not  by  this  time  had  a  sufiicient  trial, 
and  whether  the  proper  hour  for  that  re- 
vision had  not  arrived? — whether,  in 
short,  it  fairly  and  honestly  fulfilled  the 
intentions  of  its  framers }  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  denied  that  a  fair  experi- 
ment had  been  allowed  to  it ;  three  regis- 
trations  had  occurred,  and  it  was  found  to 
work  in  such  a  manner,  that  organised 
bodies  from  one  end  of  the  kingdom  to  the 
other  were  employed  in  the  business  of 
registration.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tam worth,  on  one  occasion 
had  warned  his  friends  that  the  season  of 
registration  was  the  time  when  the  battle 
was  to  be  fought,  and  the  hint  had  been 
taken  both  by  Whigs  and  Tories.  But 
all  this  was  not  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  Reform ;  and  it  was  important  to 
consider  how  the  Bill  could  be  rendered 
just  in  its  principle  and  less  vexatious  in 
its  operation.  If  he  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe) 
were  asked  the  means,  he  should  reply 
that  it  might  be  accomplished  by  repealmg 
part  of  the  27  th  clause,  which  required 
that  all  borough  electors  must  have  paid 
their  poor-rates  and  assessed  taxes  due  on 
the  5th  of  April  preceding,  by  the  20th  of 
July.  This  provision  had  tended  to  re- 
duce the  constituency  of  the  country  to  a 
most  alarming  and  unforeseen  extent. 
He  would  prove  that  such  was  the  fact 
from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
J.  Russell),  when  he  introduced  the  Reform 
Bill.  The  noble  Lord  then  said,  <<  I  will 
now  state  the  number  of  additional  persons 
who  will  be  entitled  to  votes  for  counties, 
towns,  and  boroughs,  under  this  Bill : — 

PenoDs. 
The  number  in  towns  and  bo- 
roughs in   England,  already 
sending  Members,  will  be  in- 
creased by  ...    110,000 
Tlie  electors  of  new  towns  (in 
England)  sending  Members, 
one  each      ....      50,000 
Electors  in  London  who  will  now 

obtain  the  right  of  voting  .  95,000 
Increase  of  electors  in  Scotland  60,000 
|n  Ir^Iaodi  pi rbaps         ,       v     40|000 


Increase  in  the  counties  of  Eng- 
land (at  least)  .  .  .  100,000 
These  numbers,  at  least,  will  be  entitled 
to  vote ;  and,  upon  the  whole,  it  is  my 
opinion  therefore,  that  the  whole  measure 
will  add  to  the  constituency  of  the  Com- 
mons House  of  Parliament  about  half  a 
million  of  persons.*  Nobody  would  ven- 
ture to  afiSrm  that  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  had  been  verified  by  the  result, 
and  he  would  take  the  case  of  London  and 
its  vicinity  as  an  illustration-— London, 
Southwark,  and  Westminster,  on  the 
whole,  in  point  of  numbers,  remained 
much  as  before  the  passing  of  the  Reform 
Bill.  London  had  increased,  and  South- 
wark had  also  trifiingly  increased,  but  in 
Westminster  there  had  been  a  considerable 
diminution.  In  the  Tower  Hamlets,  Fins- 
bury,  Lambeth,  and  Greenwich,  the  num- 
ber of  voters,  according  to  the  last  regis- 
tration did  not  exceed  44,000,  so  that  the 
total  increase  instead  of  being  95,000,  as 
the  noble  Lord  had  calculated,  was  only 
44,000.  When  he  asserted  that  the  27th 
clause  was  unconstitutional  in  principle, 
and  vexatious  in  operation,  he  again 
begged  leave  to  appeal  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord,  who  had  maintained  in  the 
speech  he  had  already  quoted,  that  in  all 
cases  representation  ought  to  precede 
taxation.  The  noble  Lord  then  quoted 
the  25th  of  Edward  1st,  and  the  d4th 
of  Edward  1st,  which  provides,  he  said, 
that  no  tax  shall  be  levied  without  the 
goodwill  and  assent  of  the  Archbishops, 
Bishops,  Barons,  Knights,  and  freemen.f 
The  27th  clause,  however,  completely  re- 
versed that  order,  for  it  made  taxation 
precede  representation:  it  required  not 
only  that  a  man  should  be  taxed,  but  that 
he  should  absolutely  have  paid  his  taxes 
before  he  voted.  He  should  like  to  be 
informed  what  possible  connection  there 
was  between  a  man's  right  of  voting,  and 
the  day  and  hour  of  his  paying  the  King's 
taxes  ?  But  other  taxes  were  also  includ^, 
such  as  poor-rates,  county-rates,  and 
police-rates ;  and  he  would  ask  Ministers 
whether,  when  thev  framed  the  Reform 
Bill,  they  contemplated  the  payment  of 
county-rates  by  borough  electors  before 
they  should  be  entitled  to  register?  The 
consequence  was,  that  in  many  instances 
voters  might  be  deprived  of  their  franchise 
by  the  trickery  of  tax-collectors.    Surely 

*  Hansard,  (Third  Series,)  volt  xit  pt  1083, 
t  IlMd.  p.  4<Ki9, 


11.71 


Megiitralum 


{COMMONS} 


of  Voi0r$. 


117^ 


the  ChancoUor  of  the  Exchequer  had  quite] 
a  KttflBcient  remedy  against  a  debtor  of  the 
Crown,  without  seizing  his  vote  as  well  as 
hi«  goods.  The  vote  was  not  to  be  given 
for  the  private  benefit  of  the  elector,  but 
for  the  advantage  of  the  community.  He 
was  no  advocate  for  universal  suffrage,  nor 
for  the  discontinuance  of  a  property 
qualification ;  and  all  he  asked  for  the 
borough  constituency  was«  that  they 
should  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  as 
the  county  constituency,  and  that  the 
rtghta  and  privileges  proposed  to  be  con- 
ferred  by  the  Reform  Bill  should  be  enjoyed 
in  their  fullest  possible  extent.  He  con- 
tended that  the  abrogation  of  the  27th 
clause  would  have  that  effect.  As  it 
stood  it  might  be,  and  no  do  bt  it  had 
been,  a  fertile  source  of  corruption,  while 
the  repeal  of  it  would  also  have  the  effect 
of  simplifying  the  duties  and  shortening 
the  labours  of  the  revising  barristers. 
What  objection  could  be  made  by  Ministers 
to  a  course  so  reasonable  he  did  not  know, 
but  this  he  did  know,  that  the  first  Ad- 
ministration that  should  have  the  courage, 
and  the  first  Parliament  that  should  have 
the  justice,  to  affirm  the  principle  for 
which  he  now  contended,  would  be  entitled 
to  the  gratitude  of  every  sincere  reformer. 
He  moved,  that  it  be  an  instruction  to  the 
Committee  to  introduce  a  clause  for  the 
repeal  of  that  part  of  the  27th  section  of 
the  Reform  Act,  requiring  the  payment  of 
poor-rates  and  assessed  taxes  as  a  qualifi- 
cation for  voting  in  boroughs. 

The  Attomey-Gentral  felt  bound  to 
oppose  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ftnsbury.  He  would  do  so  very 
briefly,  as  he  considered  it  of  importance 
that  the  Rill  before  the  House  should  get 
through  the  Committee  with  as  little  delay 
as  possible.  The  proper  course  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  take  would  be  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  remedy  those  clauses  he  com* 
plained  of;  but  he  (the  Attorney-General) 
should  certainly  give  him  his  opposition. 
The  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  went  to 
the  extent  that  there  should  be  no  pay- 
ment of  rates,  but  if  they  did  this,  what 
test  would  they  have  of  the  respectability 
of  the  eiectoi*?  The  present  franchise 
was  the  roost  ancient  franchise  known  to 
the  Constitution.  The  payment  of  scot 
and  lot  was  the  ancient  test  by  which  the 
competency  of  the  party  claiming  to  vote 
was  determined.  In  toe  same  way,  the 
payment  of  rates  and  taxes  was  held  to  be 
an  evidence  of  the  compettncy  of  the  par- 


ties to  vote.    He  was  not  aware  that  any 
inconvenience  had  arisen  in  the  manner 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  from  the  opera* 
tion  of  these  clauses.      He   had   com- 
plained of  the  smallness  of  the  cooatitu- 
ency  of  the  metropolitan  borougha,  but 
let  them  take  Finsbury  for  example.  Fins* 
bury  had  a  constituency  of  twelve  thou- 
sand, and  certainlv  the  hon«  Member  could 
not  complain  of  the  use  thev  had  made  of 
their  fVanchise,  for  they    had    returned 
him.    The  metropolis,  altogether,  returned 
eighteen  Representatives,  and  they    were 
all  of  the  same  way  of  thinking  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman ;  surely,  then,  he  had  no  rea- 
son to  complain  of  the  operation  of  the 
Reform  Act.    Some  inconvenience  might 
perhaps  in  some    instances  have  arisen 
from  the  neglect  of  the  tax  collecton. 
Now,  in  the   Bill  before    the  House,    a 
Clause   would   be   inserted,  obliging    all 
overseers  to  give  notice  of  arreara.     The 
present  was  not  a  time  to  enter  further 
into  the  discussion.     According  to    the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool, when  he  voted  against  the  clauses 
originally,  he  had  only  two  to  support 
him.    That  was  a  sufficient  proof  that  it 
was  the  opinion  of  Parliament  that  these 
clauses  ought  to  be  retained. 

Mr.  Warburton  doubted  if  the  present 
was  the  most  proper  time  for  such  a  mo* 
tion,  but  still  he  should  support  it.  He 
thought  it  was  a  notorious  fact  that  the 
old  system  of  scot  and  lot  led  to  continual 
acts  of  bribery. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  had  himself  lost  his 
vote  last  year,  and  in  St.  James's  parish 
alone  upwards  of  600  voters  had  been  dis- 
franchised by  the  working  of  the  regis- 
tration system.  He  hoped  the  franchise 
would  be  extended  to  every  householder, 
and  he  was  even  prepared  to  go  farther, 
if  public  opinion  was  prepared  to  go  with 
him.  He  called  on  the  noble  Lord  to  re- 
deem his  pledge  of  adding  95,000  to  the 
constituency  of  the  metropolis,  now  that 
he  fouod  the  deficiency  to  arise  from  the 
difficulty  of  the  qualification. 

The  House  divided  on  the  origiaal 
Question  :  Ayes  i54  s  Noes  61 : — Ma- 
jority 103. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Alsager,  Richard 
Arbulhnot,  hon.  H. 
Archdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
BaiKsy,  J. 

.BtfUi^ColtH,    . 


Balfour,  T. 
Baring,  F, 
Barron,  H.  B. 
fiaHogj  F.  T. 
Bsskett,  Sir  J> 
Belli  Matthew 
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Benett,  J. 
BlaokboraeiJ.  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Booham,  Ft  R. 
BradshaWy  J. 
Brownrigg,  J.S. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bnien,  F. 
BttUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Bumli,  Sir  C.  M.,  Bt. 
Calcrafty  J.  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
CartwrightjW.  R. 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Chapman,  Aaron 
Clements,  ViscotiDt 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Corry»  hon.  U.  T.  L. 
Cripps,  Joseph 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Denison,  John  £. 
Dick,  Q. 
Divett,  £. 
DoDkin«  Sir  R.  S. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Buncombe,  hon.  A. 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Edwards,  Colonel 
Egerton,  Wm.  Tatton 

Enlwisle,  John 

Fazakerley,  N. 

Fector,  John  Minet 

Fielden,  W. 

Fergus,  John 

Ferguson,  G. 

Fergusson,  rl.  hn.  C. 

Finch,  George 

Fitzgibbon,  hon.  B. 

Fleming,  John 

Forster,  Charles  S. 

Fremantle,  SirT.  W. 

Freshfield,  J. 

Gearv,  Sir  W.  R.  P. 

Gooaricke,  Sir  F. 

Gordon,  W. 

Goring,  Harry  Dent 

Graham,  Sir  J. 

Greisley,  Sir  R. 

Grimston,  Viscount 

Hale,  Robert  B. 

Halford,  H. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Harcourt,  G. 

Hardinge,  Sir  H. 

tiafdy,John 

Hay,  Sir  J.,  Bart. 

Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 

HiU,  Lord  Arthur 

Hogg,  James  ^eir 

Hope,  hon.  James 

Hould8worth,T. 

Howard,  P.  H. 

Jnglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Bt. 

Johnstone,  Sir  J. 

Jonesy  W. 

Jones,  Thf  obald 


Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Lambton,  Hedworth 
Langton,  Wm.  Gore 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lewis,  Wyndham 
Lincoln.  Earl  of 
Long,  Walter 
Lucas*  Edward 
Lushington,  Charles 
Lygon,  hon.  Col.  II.  B. 
Linch,  A.  11.  S. 
MacKinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Mangles,  J. 
Manners,  Lord  C* 
Martin,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  Joseph 
Nicholl,  J. 
North,  Frederick 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
Paget,  Frederick 
Parnell,  Sir  H. 
Parry,  Colonel 
Patten,  John  Wilson 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Peel,  Sir  R.,  Bart. 
Pemberton,  Thomas 
Praed,  Winthrop  M. 
Pringle,  A. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  Rae 
Richards,  John 
Robarts,  Abraham  W. 
Robinson,  G. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rushbrooke,  R. 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Russell,  Lord  C.  J. 
S  mford,  E.  A. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scott,  James  W. 
Sheldon,  £.  R.  C 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Sinclair,  Sir  George 
Smith,  J.  A. . 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  Robert  y. 
Smith,  Benjamin 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stormont,  Lord 
Stuart,  Lord  James 
Stuart,  V. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Tynte,  C.J.  Kemeys 
Vere,  Sir  C. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Vivian,  Major 
Virian,  J*  H. 
Vivian,  John  Eonis 
Vyvyan,Sira,B. 


Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Williams,  Robert 
Wilroot,  Sir  J.  £.,  Bt. 
Wilson,  H. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Worlley,  hon.  J.  S. 

List  qfthe  Noes. 


Young,  O.  F. 
Young,  Sir  W.  L. 

Steuart,  R. 
Baring,  Francis  T* 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Balnes,  £. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackburne,  John 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Buller,  Charles 
Butler,  hon.  Pierce 
Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 


Kemp,  T.  R. 
Leader,  J.  T, 
Macnamara,  Major 
Marsland,  II. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W.  • 
O'Brien,  Cornelius 
O'Connell,  Daniel 
0*Connell,  John 
Parrott,  J. 
Paitison,  James 
Philips,  Mark 


Churchill,  Lord  C.  S.    Potter,  Richard 


Clay,  William 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fielden,  Ji 
Gaskell,  Daniel 
Gisborne,  T. 
Grote,  G. 
Hall,  B. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  Benjamin 
Hindley,  Charles 
Horsman,  E. 
Uumphery,  John 
Hutt,  W. 
Jervis,  John 


Pryme,  George 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rundle,  John 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Tancred,  U.  W. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Tooke,W. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 
Tulk,  C.  A, 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  Q. 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 


The  Speaker  left  the  Chair,  and  the 
House  then  went  into  Committee. 

On  Clause  3,  which  enacts  **  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  to  issue  his  warrant  to  the  high 
constable,  with  form  of  precepts,  &c.'* 

Mr.  Elphinstone  moved,  as  an  amend- 
ment, that  all  that  part  of  the  clause 
which  related  to  imparting  this  power  to 
the  high  constable  should  be  omitted. 

The  Attorney  General  was  of  opinion 
that  the  services  of  the  high  constables 
in  this  respect  should  be  retained  as  a 
part  of  the  Bill.  In  many  instances,  the 
overseers  were  interested  parties.  By 
the  clause,  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  was 
directed  to  issue  his  warrant  to  the  high 
constable,  with  the  necessary  forms,  &c« 
This  was  in  strict  conformity  with  the  Jury 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  Robert  Peel).  That  Bill  had  been 
found  to  work  exceedingly  well,  and  on 
the  principle  conuined  in  that  Bill  the 
present  clause  was  framed. 

Mr.  Edward  Buller  said,^  if  these 
duties  were  to  be  imposed  o^  the  high 
constable,  it  would  be  just;  that  thej 
should  be  properlv  remunerate  for  their 
serviceif     If  iucb  wore  not^th^  cm^, 
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persons  would  be  appointed  who  would  not 
De  qualified  for  the  performance  of  the  du  ties. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  when  the 
former  Bill  was  before  a  Committee  up 
stairs,  it  was  in  the  first  instance  decided 
that  the  overseers  should  be  the  persons. 
But  in  consequence  of  some  representations 
made  by  hon.  Members,  that  in  the  north 
of  £ngland  the  high  constables  were  a 
superior  class  of  persons  to  the  overseers, 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  was  induced  to  change  his 
opinion.  Since  that  period,  however,  he 
had  again  changed  his  opinion,  and  he 
was  not  ashamed  to  confess  it ;  and  in 
consequence  of  information  he  had  re- 
ceived, he  was  therefore  induced  to  revert 
to  the  overseers,  and  his  reason  was  this, 
because  the  high  constables  were  not  all 
of  the  same  class  of  persons  throughout 
the  country,  some  being  paid,  and  some 
not,  and  he  was  therefore  now  disposed  to 
think  they  would  not  do  the  duty  as  well 
as  the  overseers.  In  a  case  of  doubt  and 
difficulty,  he  thought  it  was  best  to  go 
back  to  the  overseers,  rather  than  to  ap- 
point the  high  constables  to  perform  this 
duty,  which  might  lead  to  increased  trouble 
and  delay. 

Mr.  Charks  Buller  thought,  that  if  the 
House  saw  reason  to  make  an  alteration', 
it  was  incumbent  upon  them  to  adopt  a 
sensible  one.  When  they  were  about  to 
appoint  officers  to  discharge  a  particular 
duty,  they  were  bound  to  take  care  that 
such  appointments  should  be  proper  and 
consistent. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  the 
reason  why  it  would  be  improper  to  employ 
these  persons  was,  that  it  would  give  them 
too  much  to  do.  The  high  constables 
of  England  and  Wales,  though  not  always 
very  bright  men,  were  quite  competent  to 
the  duties  imposed  upon  them  by  this  Bill, 
and  they  were  men  who  were  well  known 
to  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  and  could 
easily  communicate  with  them.  The 
amendment  which  had  been  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hastings  would, 
if  carried  into  practical  effect,  in  his 
opinion,  make  matters  worse  than  before. 
He  thought  that,  upon  the  whole,  the 
high  constables  would  be  found  to  be  less 
incompetent  than  the  overseers  to  this  par* 
ticular  duty. 

Mr.  Machtnnon  thought  it  quite  inexpe- 
dient to  transfer  the  duties  of  the  overseer 
to  the  high  constable ;  and  it  was  to  be  re- 
membered that  the  regulation  proposed,  if 

carriedi  would  impoM  great  aadhional 


duties  on  the  high  sheriff,  for  whicA  the 
Act  provided  no  scale  of  remuneration. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving, 
as  an  amendment  upon  the  amendment  of 
thehon.Member  for  Hastings,(Mr.  Elphin* 
stone),    '^That    a    provision     be      made 
for  appointing  a  registrar  or  officer  for  the 
purpose  of  preparing  the  list  of  voters  lor 
counties,  cities,  and  boroughs,  in  lieu   of 
overseers  of  the  poor,  and  otherwise  for 
carrying  the  Act,  into  effect  so  far  as  relates 
to  the  duties  at  present  required  of  over- 
seers and  constables,  with  a  view  to  the 
diminution  of  expense,  the  obtaining  the 
lists  in  a  more  correct  form,  and  the  pre- 
vention of  unnecessary  delay  before  the 
revising  barrister." 

The  SoUcitar  General  thought,  that  the 
machinery  of  the  Bill,  as  it  then  stood, 
was  one  which  was  perfectly  well  known 
to  the  Constitution,  and  there  was  no  prob- 
ability that  it  would  not  work  well. 

Colonel  Parry  preferred  the  duty  being 
performed  by  the  overseer,  because  he  was 
a  more  responsible  person  than  the  high 
constable,  though  the  latter  was  undoubt- 
edly the  more  ancient  office.  He  should 
prefer  all  communications  being  made 
direct  from  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  to  the 
overseers. 

Mr.  Grote  said,  that,  from  what  had 
fallen  from  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  course 
of  this  discussion,  it  appeared  to  be  quite 
clear  that  there  was  a  great  lack  of  admi- 
nistrative talent  throughout  the  country. 
He  thought  that  by  the  amended  daaie, 
or  by  the  clause  as  it  stood,  they  would 
introduce  an  unnecessary  complexity  of 
offices  without  obtaining  a  beneficial  result, 
by  reason  of  the  inefficiency  of  the  agents 
to  be  employed.  Upon  the  whole,  be 
thought  the  wiser  mode  of  proceedin|^ 
would  be  to  employ  a  paid  officer. 

The  Attorney  General  objected  to  sock 
officer  being  appointed,  because  whatever 
Government  should  be  in  power,  tbey 
would  be  supposed  to  appoint  their  own 
officers,  and  they  would  always  be  liable 
to  the  charge  of  partiality  in  the  selection 
of  their  individuals. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  12th  clause, 

Mr.  Warhurton  objected  to  the  number 
of  Revising  Courts,  and  to  the  circumstance 
of  all  the  revisions  being  fixed  to  take 
place  on  the  same  day.  If  they  were 
fixed  for  different  pericKls,  twelve  Courti 
would  be  0ufficient  to  dispose  of  all  the 
bu«inei8« 
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Tbe  Attorney  Cknerttl  defended  the 
clause  as  il  stood,  as  providing  the  most 
efficient  means  of  accomplishing  the  object. 

Lord  GranviUe  Somerset  complained  of 
the  contradictory  decisions  of  the  Revising 
Barristers*  and  suggested  the  practica- 
bility of  establishing  a  Court  of  Appeal,  if 
not  to  try  questions  of  fact,  at  least  to  de* 
termine  the  construction  of  the  Act.  He 
moved,  as  an  amendment,  that  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  the  King's  Bench  and  the 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas,  toge- 
ther with  the  Chief  Baron  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, should,  previous  to  the  Summer 
Circuit,  appointpersons  for  the  duty,  who 
should  not  be  of  less  than  five  years* 
standing  at  the  Bar. 

Lord  John  Russell  admitted,  that  it 
might  be  desirable  to  have  Gentlemen  of 
more  experience  and  fewer  in  number. 
By  vesting  the  power  in  the  Judges,  as,  at 
present,  precaution,  was  taken  agpainst 
placing  it  where  the  possession  of  any  poli- 
tical power  might  interfere  with  its  exer- 
cise; but  it  was  impossible  that  there 
should  not  be  complaints  against  this  or 
that  appointment,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  objections  would  be  removed  by  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  to  the  1 8th  were  agreed  to.  The 
House  resumed.     Committee  to  sit  again. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  April  19,  1836. 

Ifiwvnia.]  BiSi.  Raul  a  leoood  Ume;«--Muti]iys  Marine 
Mutiny. 

Petitions  piesented.  By  the  Marquew  of  Sausburt^  ftom 
Sunderland,  againat  Uie  Munidpal  CbiporationS'  Act 
Amendment  BIIL— By  Lord  Gobt*  ftom  MeChodista  of 
Limcxtek-^By  Lord  Sbojuts,  by  the  Barl  of  MAunfr- 
BDSY,  by  the  Bishop  of  Loxnoir,  by  Lord  Hathkston* 
by  the  Marquess  of  Butb,  by  tbe  Earl  of  Rodbn,  and  by 
Lord  VtMVhAM,  than  a  vaiiety  of  Plaeea  and  Penona,  for 
the  better  Obtenraaoe  of  the  sabbath. — By  the  Archbishop 
of  Amcaob,  ftom  certain  Clexigymen,  Vicars  of  King^ 
CoD^e,  Gahray,  against  parts  of  tlie  Munieipa]  Corpora- 
Uonsf  Bill  (Ixdand).  By  Lord  Hathsbtoit,  ftmn  tbe 
Dissenters  of  the  Baptist  denomination,  of  Zioo  Chapel, 
and  PvoTidence  Chapd,  Chatham,  for  RdieC 

Naval  College.]  The  Earl  of  Hard* 
toicke  understood,  that  it  was  the  inten* 
tion  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
abolish  the  Naval  Architectural  College  at 
Portsmouth  ;  and  he  must  express  his 
great  regret,  that  Government  had  found 
it  necessary  to  take  any  steps  of  that 
sort.  Young  men  of  tender  age  were 
received  in  that  institution ;  they  were 
protected  for  two  years  and  a-half; 
under  the  regulations  of  that  college,  they 
pursued   their  useful   studies   as  oavtd 


architects:  they  then  proceeded  to  sea 
and  followed  up  their  preceding  instruc- 
tion in  a  manner  that  was  advantageous 
to  themselves,  and  was  likely  to  be 
most  beneficial  to  the  public  service.  So 
much  for  the  education  they  received  in 
that  establishment.  He  much  regretted, 
that  the  college  should  be  abolished,  nor 
could  he  see 'why  the  Government  should 
wish  to  remove  it.  But  if  it  were  the 
intention  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
adopt  that  course,  he  should  be  glad  to 
know  what  thay  intended  to  do  with  the 
officers  connected  with  the  institution? 
There  was  amongst  those  officers  one 
man  (he  admitted,  that  thev  were  all  indi- 
viduals of  high  merit) — ^but  there  was 
amongst  them  a  man  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished talent — he  alluded  to  Dr.  In- 
man,  the  principal — ^who  never  yet  had 
scope  for  the  display  of  his  great  abilities. 
His  mathematical  and  practical  knowledge 
as  a  ship-builder  was  of  the  very  first 
order ;  and  he  conceived,  from  the  career 
of  that  gentleman,  that  no  proper  oppor- 
tunity had  been  afforded  to  him  for  dis* 
{>laying  his  abilities.  The  practical  knowl- 
edge and  great  science  which  he  pos- 
sessed was  admitted  by  all  who  had  turned 
their  attention  to  the.  subject*  His  ob- 
ject in  rising  was  chiefly  to  ascertain,  if  it 
were  the  intention  of  Government  to  abo- 
lish the  college,  what  they  meant  to  do 
with  Dr.  Inman  and  others  connected 
with  it  ?  To  allow  him  to  retire  merely 
on  a  small  pension  w6uld  be  uselessly  to 
throw  aside  his  talent.  Why  should  he 
not  be  allowed  to  compete  with  that  great 
shipbuilder  of  the  Navy-yard,  Captain 
Symonds?  If  the  college  were  abolished, 
he  did  not  know  what  course  Ministers 
meant  to  pursue  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
curing shipwrights  for  the  country,  because 
those  who  had  been  educated  at  the  insti- 
tution had  disappeared  in  a  great  mea- 
sure; they  certainly  had  not  been  en* 
couraged  as  they  ought  to  have  been. 
Where,  then,  were  they  they  to  look  for 
future  naval  architects  ?  He  would  say, 
if  Dr.  Inman's  labours  were  no  longer  to 
be  available  at  the  college,  he  ought  to 
be  enabled  to  give  lectures  on  naval 
architecture,  as  he  had  done  before,  and 
thus  encourage  the  study  of  that  import- 
ant art.  He  knew  there  were  builders  in 
the  yards  who  practically  understood  the 
building  of  ships,  but  they  did  not  possess 
that  scientific  knowledge  of  the  art  which 
he  conceived  to  be  necessary. 
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ministering  justice^  the  mode  of  reserving 
the  internal  tranquillity  of  the  country,— 
the  means  of  defending  it  against  a  foreign 
,  enemy, — the  mode  of  returning  Members  to 
Parliament, — the  means  of  education, — 
and,  above  all,  the  condition  of  the  poor  of 
that  country, — looking  to  all  these  things, 
and  these  were  the  circumstances  that  cha- 
racterised the  social  condition  of  countries, 
— was  there  not,  he  would  ask,  at  this  mo. 
ment,  an  immense  difference  between  the 
situation  of  the  two  countries  ?  He  would 
ask  noble  Lords  to  look  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
state  and  condition  of  Ireland.  These  Com. 
missioncrs  came  to  the  conclusion,  that  there 
was  so  material  a  difference  in  the  state  of 
society  in  the  two  countries,  that  what  was 
most  proper  for  one  country,  it  would  be 
most  improper  to  infuse  into  the  other ;  and 
they  concluded  by  stating,  that  in  consider, 
ing  the  condition  of  Ireland  circumstances 
ought  to  be  looked  to  as  well  as  principles. 
It  was,  therefore,  admitted,  that  there  was 
a  material  difference  in  the  social  condition 
of  the  two  countries,  and  that  the  Bill 
before  the  House  proceeded  on  that  very 
principle ;  or  else  why  did  it  differ  in  its 
enactments  from  the  English  Bill?  By 
this  Bill  there  was  a  material  difference  as 
regarded  the  appointment  of  Sheriffs  and 
Clerks  of  the  Peace.  The  same  power  was 
not  given  to  the  Irish  Councils  as  was  con- 
ferred on  corresponding  bodies  in  England, 
and  why?  Because  distrust  was  enter- 
tained of  these  constituencies  as  regarded 
the  impartial  administration  of  justice,  the 
most  important  consideration  as  regarded 
the  well-being  of  a  country,  and  its  internal 
tranquillity  and  peace.  The  object  which 
he  should  have  to  consider  was,  whether 
the  Bill  before  the  House  was  a  good  Bill ; 
or  whether  the  system  proposed  to  be 
adopted  by  the  amendment  was  a  better. 
If  it  should  be  proved  in  argument  that  this 
Bill  was  a  good  Bill^  then  it  ought  un. 
doubtedly  to  pass ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
should  it  be  made  oat  in  argument  that  it 
was  a  bad  Bill,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
productive  of  justice  to  Ireland,  then  un- 
doohtedly  it  ought  not  to  receive  the  sanc- 
tion of  their  Lordships.  In  conclusion,  he 
must  say,  that  he  could  see  nothing  but  a 
perpetuation  of  the  evils  and  grievances 
which  afliicted  Ireland  if  the  present  mea^* 
sure  should  pass;  and  it  was  because  he 
entertained  tJiis  opinion  that  he  should, 
when  the  time  came,  give  his  hearty  con- 
currence to  the  amendment  which  had  been 
fumoonoed  bjr  the  noble  and  learned  JLoidt 


The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  the 
Bill  proposed  by  the  noble  Viscount  was 
greatly  desired  by  the  Irish.  It  had  been 
said  by  a  noble  Earl  that  a  different  princi- 
ple was  adopted  in  this  Bill  from  that  of 
the  English  Bill.  He  denied  that  propoBi- 
tion.  Their  Lordships  must  consider  tbe 
principle  and  the  details.  If  the  principle 
were  fair  and  impartial  justice,  then  there 
might  be  a  difference  in  the  details  to  make 
that  principle  effective.  This  was  the 
principle  proceeded  upon  in  the  question  of 
Reform  in  the  Representation  of  the  people 
in  Parliament ;  when  Parliament  went 
upon  a  broad  principle,  but  varied  its  ap- 
plication as  to  the  rights  of  freeholders^ 
and  the  mode  of  conducting  elections.  A 
great  argument  used  for  the  abolition  of 
the  40f.  freeholders  in  Ireland  was,  that 
their  eadstence  was  hostile  to  the  freedom  of 
election.  The  British  Legislature  has 
never,  in  the  United  Parliament,  derided 
that  different  principles  of  legislation  were 
to  be  applied  to  the  two  countries.  The 
principle  of  this  Bill  was,  that  the  same 
justice  was  to  be  extended  to  the  Irish 
which  has  already  been  conceded  to  the 
English.  The  question  was— whether  the 
Irish  people  were  to  be  intrusted  with  self- 
government  for  local  puqxNses.  He  could  not 
remain  silent  when  it  was  declared  that  the 
Irish  people  were  unfit  to  enjoy  the  bless- 
ings of  the  Constitution.  The  only  ground* 
upon  which  this  BUI  could  be  rofosed  to 
Ireland  was,  that  those  who  opposed  it  con- 
sidered self-election  preferable  to  popular 
control.  When  that  proposition  was  stated 
he  should  be  prepared  to  meet  it ;  in  the 
mean  time  he  entered  his  protest  against 
the  assertion — that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  unfit  for  self-government. 

The  Earl  of  WinchiUea  said,  that  being 
strongly  impressed  with  the  belief  that 
the  Bill,  if  passed  in  its  present  shape, 
would  be  proidactive  of  the  greatest  mis- 
chief, by  destroying  tbe  Protestant 
interest  in  Ireland,  he  was  anxioos  to  state 
the  grounds  on  which  he  should  give  bis 
vote.  The  Bill  of  last  year,  as  well  as 
that  of  the  present,  proceeded  upon  the 
specious  principle  of  Reform.  He  was 
fflad  that  the  flimsy  garb  in  which  this 
bantling  had  been*  dressed  by  the  noUe 
Viscount,  had  been  shown  to  oe  tbe  joint 
production  of  the  Government  ana  tbe 
Catholic  agitators  of  Ireland,  net  only  as 
regarded  its  carcase,  but  every  limb  and 
member  of  it.  If  their  Lordships  were 
prepared  to  pass  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape;  they  would  place  the  whole  ft  tho 
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political  power  of  IrelaQd  in  the  hands  of 
Mr.  O'  Connell  and  the  priests^  and  the 
consequence  would  bei  the  destruction  of 
the  union  which  existed  between  the  two 
countries.  That  was  the  question  which 
they  were  called  upon  to  decide^  and  the 
proposition,  he  thought,  was  a  plain  and 
simple  one.  Their  Lordships  must  recol. 
lect  that  when  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill 
passed,  in  1829f  there  was  an  end  of  all  the 
Corporations  of  Ireland ;  those  Corporations 
were  established  for  the  purpose  ot  uphold- 
ing Protestant  principles,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  cementing  the  connection 
between  the  two  countries,  and  he  would 
contend,  that  those  Corporations  were  vir- 
tually at  an  end  the  moment  that  Bill 
became  the  law  of  the  land.  He,  therefore, 
was  of  opinion  it  was  unnecessary  to  up- 
bold  them,  and  therefore  he  was  prepared 
to  support  the  amendment  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord.  He  was  bound  to 
entertain  the  opinion  that  the  great  body 
of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  with  the 
exception  of  one  individual  perhaps  who 
had  some  interest  in  the  question,  were  in 
favour  of  the  principle  proposed  to  be 
adopted  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
And  why  ?  Because  since  the  period  at 
which  a  similar  amendment  had  been 
proposed  in  another  place,  not  a  single 
petition,  with  the  exception  of  one  or  two 
m  fovour  of  the  Bill,  had  been  presented 
against  the  adoption  of  that  principle.  Con- 
sidering that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland, 
under  the  pressure  of  the  evils  by  which 
they  were  assailed,  were  still  alii'e  to  their 
own  interests,  he  had  a  right  to  assume, 
from  the  drcumstances  he  had  stated,  that 
they  were  in  favour  of  the  extinction  of 
the  Corporations.  Noble  Lords  in  that 
House  gave  their  support  to  the  Catholic 
Relief  Bill,  under  the  vain  hope  that  it 
would  conciliate  the  Roman  Catholics,  but 
since  every  succeeding  concession  had  been 
made  they  had  become  more  dissatisfied, 
and  the  consequence  had  been  to  lead  to 
acts  of  further  aggression.  When  that 
Bill  was  passed  their  Lordships  were  told 
that  the  effect  would  be  to  give  peace  to 
Ixdatid.  [Viscoont  MelSoume:  never  by 
me.]  Perhaps  not  by  the  noble  Viscount, 
but  that  was  the  argument  used,  and  he 
must  admit  by  some  of  his  noble  Friends 
near  him,  with  whom  he  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  differ  with  respect  to  the  views 
which  they  took  of  that  question.  And 
what,  he  would  ask,  was  the  result  }  Why, 
from  the  moment  that  Bill  passed.  Ire- 
bad  bocfune  in  »  more  dbtorbed  state 


than  she  had  been  in  during  the  previous 
ten  years.  Crimes  of  every  description  had 
increased  in  a  ten-fold  degree — there  was 
no  security  for  life  or  property  of  the  Pro- 
testants of  that  country-^l  law  was  set 
at  defiance ;  and  to  talk  of  the  existence  of 
equal  civil  rights  in  that  country  was  an 
insult  to  the  Protestant  community.  He 
begged  it  to  be  understood  that  these  oIh 
servations  did  not  apply  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  England ;  tneir  conduct  since 
the  passing  of  the  Relief  Bill  had  been  most 
honourable  and  they  had  fully  realised  the  ex- 
pectations which  he  had  formed  of  them.  He 
felt  bound  to  say  thus  much,  it  being  only 
a  meed  of  praise  which  he  felt  bound  to 
afford  to  this  highly  honourable  body  of 
men.  If  their  Lordships  concurred  in  the 
measure  as  it  then  stood,  and  thereby  gave 
more  power  to  the  agitators  of  Ireland  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  result  would  be,  that 
their  Lordships  would  be  called  upon 
hereafter  to  pass  coercive  measures  of  a 
nature  which  had  never  yet  been  submitted 
to  Parliament,  and  he  called  upon  their 
Lordships  boldly  to  stand  forward  and  save 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  from  the  still 
further  evils  with  which  they  were 
threatened. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  was  anxious  to  say 
a  very  few  words,  in  order  that'^there 
might  be  no  misapprehension  as  to  the  vote 
he  should  give  on  that  occasion.  If  he 
thought  the  amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  not  be  carried,  he 
(Lord  Roden)  should  be  the  last  person  tor 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  one  which  was  calculated  to  produce 
the  greatest  mischief  in  Ireland,  ana  would 
place  more  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
agitators  of  that  country  than  they  at 
present  possessed.  He  trusted  their  Lord« 
ships  would  never  consent  to  give  their 
sanction  to  a  measure,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  give  additional  power  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  to  persecute  and  tyrannise  over 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland.  When  the 
time  came  for  going  into  Committee,  he 
should  be  prepared  to  state  his  reasons  why 
he  thought  it  was  advisable  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  should  be  adopted,  rather  than  that 
the  Corporations  of  Ireland  should  continue 
to  exist  under  the  system  by  which  they 
were  at  present  constituted. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time^  and 
ordered  to  be  committed. 
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and  at  the  same  time  to  prevent  any  abuse 
of  these  provisions  from  taking  place. 
There  were,  on  the  other  hand,  unions 
now  existing  where  large  and  wealthy 
parishes  were  held  in  conjunction,  which 
it  might  be  convenient  to  dissolve.  It 
might  be  very  conducive  to  the  spiritual 
welfare  of  the  people  that  such  a  separa- 
tion should  take  place,  and  accordingly 
provision  was  made  in  the  Bill  for  the  se- 
verance of  united  benefices  wherever  it 
should  be  required.  The  next  subject  to 
which  be  would  call  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  was  that  of  residence.  One  of 
the  greatest  abuses  in  ecclesiastical  dis* 
cipline  was  acknowledged  on  all  hands  to 
be  the  non-residence  of  incumbents.  It 
would  be  apparent,  that  as  pluralities  di- 
minished, great  progress  would  be  made 
in  reducing  the  number  of  non-residents. 
He  held  in  bis  hand  a  return,  made  out 
some  years  ago,  of  the  number  of  persons 
not  residing  on  their  benefices  on  account 
of  exemption  arising  from  the  possession 
of  other  livings,  amounting  to  upwards  of 
S,000.  He  trusted  that  some  improve- 
ment had  taken  place  since  that  time,  but 
still  he  did  not  look  for  any  material  di- 
minution in  the  number.  lie  was  inclined 
to  think  that  there  was  some  amendment, 
as  the  number  of  dispensations  to  hold 
pluralities  had  been  much  reduced  of  late 
years.  He  found  by  the  return,  that  the 
cases  of  exemption  from  residence  arising 
from  pluralities  were  2,000,  while  those 
arising  from  other  causes  were  only  500  in 
number.  Under  the  old  Act  many  ex- 
emptions were  permitted  which  he  thought 
could  not  fairly  be  allowed.  He  would 
not  trouble  them  with  a  list  of  those  pro- 
posed to  be  abolished,  because  this  part  of 
the  subject  could  be  best  considered  in 
Committee.  It  was  not  intended,  how- 
ever, to  deprive  existing  incumbents  of 
the  exemptions  now  enjoyed  by  them. 
He  believed  that  the  number  of  persons 
non-resident,  in  consequence  of  wanting 
proper  glebe  houses,  was  almost  as  great 
as  that  of  those  who  were  absent 
from  holding  pluralities.  The  Bill  ac- 
cordingly contained  a  provision  to  facilitate 
the  borrowing  of  money  for  the  rebuilding 
of  glebe  houses,  and  extended  the  period 
of  the  payments  to  twenty  or  thirty  years. 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  by  going 
into  a  minute  detail  of  the  regulations  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  carry  the  Bill 
into  effect.  The  Bill  certainly  increased 
the  powers  of  the   Bishops,  and  if  the 


Bishop  did  not  interfere  to  eofoice  resi- 
dence, then  the  common  process  was  open. 
The  penalties  inflicted  by  this  Bill  were 
the  same  as  before.    The  Bill  provided  for 
the  due  administration  of  divine  service 
during  the  absence  of   the    incumbent 
Further  powers  were  given  to  the  Hishops 
in  cases  of  incapacity.     It  was  verj  de- 
sirable that  the  Bishop  should  have  the 
power  to  enforce  in  some  instances^  and  to 
dispense  with  in  others,  two  full  services 
every  week,  and  the  present  Bill   would 
carry  that  object  into  effect.    There  were 
also  two  provisions,   giving  to  4,he  Bishop 
the  appointment  of  the  stipends  to  curates, 
and    enacting   that  no   spiritual    pecaoo 
should  serve  more  than  two  churches  or 
two  chapels,  or  one  church  and  one  chapel 
in  one  day — provisions  which  would,  be 
trusted,  do  away  with  practices  that   were 
calculated  to   bring  reproach    upon   the 
church.      By  the  present  Bill  the   same 
powers  were  conferred  over  benefices  thst 
were  under  sequestration  as  in  all  other 
cases  of  non-residence  or  plurality,  aod 
care    had    been   taken    to    prevent  a&y 
evasion  of  the  effect  of  the  measure;  and 
it  was   proposed   that  all  seqoestratioos 
under  that  Act  should  have  priority  over 
all  others.    He  believed  he  had  stated  to 
the  House  the  principal  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  and  was  afraid  that  he  had  already 
trespassed  too  long  upon  their  attentioa, 
but  when  the  deep  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject   was  considered,   when   it    was   re- 
membered that  the  existence  of  the  Churcb, 
nay,  the  propriety  of  the  existence  of  any 
Church,  depended  greatly  upon  the  mas- 
ner  in  which  the  services  and  duties  of  the 
Church  were  discharged,  he  could  antici- 
pate no  opposition   to  sending  the    Bills 
into  Committee.     In  Committee  any  faults 
might    be  remedied ;    and  he,  for  ooe, 
should  feel  extremely  obliged  to  any  of 
their  Lordships  for  any  suggestions  which 
might    be    considered    as  improvements 
upon  the  measure  as  it  then  stood.     Upon 
the  whole,  however,  he  felt  convinced  Uiat 
it  was  a  measure  calculated  to  do  much 
towards  promoting  the  efficiency  of  the 
Established  Church,  and  towards  doing 
away  with  the  evils  of  pluralities  and  non- 
residence.     In  conclusion,  he  begged  leave 
to  move,  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 

Lord  Ashburicn  said,  it  was  impossible 
to  read  the  proposed  measure  without 
seeing  that  it  was  extremely  striogeot 
upon  the  great  body  of  the  cleigy :  be  al- 


1185      HeMtenci  of  the  Clergy,     {Ap&il  19}     l>ubUn  SUam  Packet  Co.      1 IS6 

laded  especially  to  the  provisions  with 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  curates  and 
the  control  of  the  Bishops  over  the  clergy ; 
all  of  which  might  be  extremely  proper. 
He  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  exciting 
any  discussion  upon  that  subject,  but  only 
to  observe — and  the  right  reverend  Prelate 
would  himself  admit  the  justice  of  the 
proposition — that  it  was  but  fair  that  that 
large  body,  so  materially  affected  by  the 
fiilly  should  be  afforded  full  time  to  learn 
in  what  manner  that  House  was  about  to 
deal  with  them. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  was 
fully  as  anxious  as  the  noble  Lord  to  afford 
every  opportunity  to  the  clergy  of  be- 
conning  acquainted  with  the  provisions  of 

the  Bill,  but  he  must  beg  leave  to  say,  in 

reference  to  the  stringency  of  the  Bill,  that, 

in  comparison  with  the  law  as  at  present 

existing,  and  by  that  it  must  be  judged  of, 

it  was  by  no  means  severe  upon  the  clergy  ; 

for  all  the  most  stringent  clauses  in  his 

Bill  were  to  be  found  also  in  the  old  Bill, 

which  was  at  the  present  time  the  law  of 

the  land. 

Lord  Aihburton  said,  it  certainly  had 

appeared  to  him  that  considerable  devi- 
ations had  been  made  from  the  existing 

law ;  he  had,  however,  too  great  a  respect 

for  the  opinion  of  the  reverend  Prelate  to 

advance  in  opposition  any  impression  of 

his  own ;  but  when  it  was  considered  that 

the   Bill  would  affect  the  interest  of  so 

many  persons  it  was  only  justice  to  afford 

them  every  opportunity  of  becoming  ac- 
quainted with  the  nature  of  the  proposed 

alteration. 
The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  agreed 

with  the  noble  Lord  as  far  as  the  object 

could  be  effected ;  but  it  was  almost  im* 

possible  to  attain    it.     What   with    the 

many  misrepresentations  of  the  measure 

which  might  be  made  by  persons  interested 

in  opposing  it,  if  they  were  to  wait  for  the 

acquiescence  of  the    great  body  of  the 

clergy  he  was  afraid  that  the  Bill  would 

never  be  allowed  to  pass. 
The  Bishop  of  London  said,  in  point  of 

fact,  the  Bill  did  appear  more  stringent 

than  it  really  was ;  for  he  begged  leave  to 

inform  tfteir  Lordships  that  in  the  most 

stringent  parts  of  the  measure  there  was 

no  departure  from  the  present  law.     He 

could  assure  them  that  by  the  present  Bill 

the  clergy  should  not  be  called  upon  for 

one  farthing  more  than    they  were  now 

liable  to  pay ;  that  he  presumed  was  the 
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stringency  of  which  the  noble  Lord  mainly 
complained. 

Lord  Ashburton  had  alluded  rather  to 
the  provision  which  enabled  the  Bishop  to 
force  non-resident  incumbents  to  employ 
curates. 

The  Bishop  of  London  believed  the  only 
case  in  which  there  was  a  difference 
between  the  two  measures  was  in  the 
provision  which  gave  to  the  Bishops  the 
power  over  unbeneficed,  which  they  now 
only  possessed  over  beneficed  clergymen. 
He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that  every 
opportunity  should  be  afforded  to  the 
clergy  of  becoming  acquainted  with  the 
measure ;  and  he  believed  the  whole  Bill 
had  been  printed  in  one  of  the  most 
popular  morning  papers.  The  provisions 
were  so  numerous  that  the  Bill  must  cer- 
tainly last  more  than  one  night's  Com- 
mittee, and  th^Te  would  doubtless  be  some 
delay  before  it  could  be  carried  through 
that  House ;  but  when  it  was  sent  into  the 
House  of  Commons,  where  they  were  not 
so  cognizant  of  matters  of  that  nature  as 
many  of  their  Lordships,  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  would,  in  all  probability,  be  protracted 
for  a  considerable  time:  and  he  (the 
Bishop  of  London)  begged  to  express  his 
firmest  conviction  that  if  that  measure,  or 
some  other  equivalent  to  it  in  its  provisions, 
were  not  carried  through  Parliament  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session,  the 
most  serious  injury  to  the  Church  would 
ensue. 

Lord  Ashburton  had  not  risen  for  the 
purpose  of  exciting  any  discussion  upon 
the  present  occasion,  but  merely  to  suggest 
the  necessity  of  affording  the  clergy  the 
means  of  acquiring  the  fullest  information 
upon  the  subject. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  and 
ordered  to  be  committed. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  April  19,  1836. 

Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company.] 
Mr.  Maurice  O'Connell  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  Dublin  Steam  Packet 
Company's  Bill. 

Sir  M,  Sf  Stewart  moved,  as  an  amend- 
ment, that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time 
that  day  six  months. 

Mr.   Emerson   Tennent   supported  the    • 
amendment,  and  said,  that  if  they  were 
to  allow  the  proprietors  of  this  company, 
whose  responsibilitv  was  only  limited,  to 
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fiiiie  a  large  sum  of  money  in  this  way, 
the  effect  would  be  the  crushing  of  all 
•minor  speculations,  and  the  prevention  of 
anything  like  competition  from  which  ad- 
vantage would  be  derived  to  the  public. 
It  was  his  opinion  that  steam  packets 
required  no  more  protection  than  sailing 
vessels ;  and  for  his  part  he  could  not 
understand  why  any  more  favour  should 
be  shown  to  them.  This  company  ob- 
tained their  first  Bill  in  1828,  and  in 
1833  they  were  enabled  to  raise  a  sum 
of  74,000/. ;  but  they  had  never  rendered 
any  account  of  bow  that  money  had  been 
expended.  When  they  came  forward  to 
pray  that  Parliament  would  allow  them 
to  raise  that  sum,  they  stated  that  it  was 
intended  for  the  inaprovement  of  the  river 
Shannon.  He  admitted,  that  it  might 
-be  advantageous  to  them  to  improve  that 
river;  but  then  they  should  be  confined 
to  the  navigation  of  the  Shannon,  and 
not  suffered  to  embrace  the  navigation  of 
the  whole  of  the  ports  connected  with  the 
British  Channel.  It  was,  be  contended, 
most  unfair  that  they  should  be  permitted, 
with  a  limited  responsibility,  to  compete 
with  companies,  every  proprietor  of  which 
was  responsible  to  the  last  farthing  of  his 
property. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,  that  they  would  not 
be  acting  justly,  if  they  allowed  one 
Steam  Company  to  possess  advantages 
which  were  denied  to  others.  He  did 
not  see  why  this  company  should  have 
privileges  which  were  not  extended  to  all 
others,  and,  therefore,  he  should  vote  for 
the  amendment. 

The  Attorney  Oeneral  expressed  him- 
self hostile  to  the  Bill,  and  said,  that  his 
constituents  were  strongly  opposed  to  it. 
They  thought  that  this  company  should 
only  be  allowed  to  stand  forward  in  the 
terms  of  fair  competition,  and  as  the 
Scotch  steam  companies  were  liable  to 
the  whole  extent  of  their  properties,  so 
ought  this  company  to  be.  If,  however, 
it  were  necessary  to  make  a  distinction 
between  the  parties,  why  let  them  at  once 
propose  one  general  law  upon  the  subject, 
by  which  all  such  companies  should  be 
placed  upon  an  equal  footing,  or  let  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  confine  themselves 
to  the  navigation  of  the  river  which  they 
intended  to  improve,  by  an  outlay  of  their 
capital.  He  hoped  the  Government,  in 
the  exercise  of  their  authority,  would 
never  consent  to  give  an  advantage  to 
one  company  over  another^    more  espe- 


cially, when  in  the  one  ^ase  only  aKmited 
responsibility  existed,  while  in  the  others 
the  whole  property  of  the  parties  was  em- 
braced in  the  apeeulation. 

Mr.  O'Connell  conceived  that  he  had 
great  reason   to  complain  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast,  for  entering  into  a 
discussion  of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  which 
were  proper  matters  only  to  be  introduced 
in  Committee.     It  was  eenerally  admitted 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  good, 
as  it  contemplated  the   improvement  of 
Ireland,  on  which  it  had  already  confcn«i 
numerous   benefits;    and    if  what  they 
asked  the  House  was  granted,  which  was 
nothing  more   than    permission  to  raise 
money   among   themselves,    they  wooM 
extend  their  usefulness  and  confer  further 
benefits  on  that  country.     Objection  bad 
been    taken  to    this    measure,   in   con- 
sequence of  the  shareholders  being  freed 
from  all  responsibility,  beyond  the  amosnt 
of  their  shares.  For  this,  however,  there 
were  precedents,  as  two  Bills,  confcmog 
similar    exemptions,     had     passed    that 
House  within  a  short  time,   but  they  wefB 
for  London;  and  it  is  only  now  when 
this  company,   which  bad  worked  adffli- 
rably  for  the  interest  of  Ireland,  had  come 
forward  that  the  grievance  was  discoverw, 
and  the  evils  that  it   would  entail  had 
become  apparent.      It    had    also   been 
urged  that  one  general   law  shooW  he 
promulgated,  by  which   to  regulate  the 
liabilities  of  companies.     He  had  do  ob- 
jection to  such  a  law ;  but  the  best  way 
of  effecting  it  would  be,  to  grant  the 
powers  claimed  in  the  present  Bill;  ^^ 
then  let  some  half-a«dozen  powerful  and 
wealthy  companies  co-operate  in  appJy^^ 
for  a  measure  of  this  description*    "^ 
hoped  the    subject  would    be  maiarely 
deliberated  on  before  hon.  Members  came 
to  a  determination  of  opposing  it;  ^ 
that  they  would  bear  in  their  recollection' 
that  by  defeating  it  they  would  be  reUfd- 
ing  Improvemeiit  in  a  country  where  th«e 
was  little  capital  and  much  room  for  tneex 
tension  of  it.  But  ifthey  had  made  iil>tl^'[ 
minds  on  the  subject,  he  trusted  their  op* 
position  would  not  prove  snccessfal* 

Sir  Henry  ParneU  said,  he  tlfouWijP* 
pose  this  Bill  on  public  gprounds.  ^ 
establishment  of  such  companies  as  thiSt 
with  exclusive  and  peculiar  ftM^' 
instead  of  encouraging  the  eraplof"**" 
of  capital,  actually  prevented  it  ^^^ 
being  embarked.  Why  was  it,  that  i^^^ 
was  only  one  steam-packet  comp«»y  '" 
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Dnblin?     Because  private    adventurers) 
could  not  go   into  competition    with   a 
company  managed   on    the  principle  of 
noQ-Iiability.  The  business  of  a  company, 
the  partners  in  which  were  not  liable  for 
loss  beyond  a  certain  amount,  was  never 
conducted  upon   the  true    principles  of 
trade  and  commerce.     Why  was  it  that 
London  had  only  two  steam-packet  com- 
panies, while  there  were  so  many  in  the  va- 
rious other  ports  of  England  and  Scotland  ? 
Because  the  London  companies  possessed 
exdnsive    privileges.      He    had    always 
heard  that  the  packets  employed  by  the 
London    steam -navigation    comps^ny    in 
its  trade  with  foreign   ports,  of  which  it 
possessed  a  monopoly,  were  greatly  in- 
ferior in  point  of  size,  accommodation, 
and  management,  to  the  steamers  trading 
between    London   and    Edinburgh,  and 
other  ports  in  Scotland.     He  must  differ 
from   his    learned   Friend,  the  Attorney 
General,  as  to  the  expediency  of  extend- 
ing generally  the    principle    of  limited 
liability.     He  thought  that  such  a  prin- 
ciple was  a  bad  one,  and  it  was  opposed 
to  the  great  principle  under  which  the 
wealth  of  this  country  had  grown  up.  The 
introduction  of  such  a  principle  in   the 
formation  of  trading  companies  had  been 
attended  with  bad  effects  both  in  Ireland 
and  France. 

Lord  Clements  said,  that  the  House 
should  bear  in  recollection  that  this  com- 
pany was  the  first  to  establish  a  steam  con- 
veyanoe  between  Dublin  and  Liverpool, 
and  also  with  the  different  parts  of  Ireland 
which  enabled  the  inhabitants  of  remote 
districts  to  send  their  agricultural  produce 
to  Dublin  for  shipment  to  England. 
These  were  two  important  considerations, 
which  should  not  be  overlooked,  when  the 
parties  only  required  the  power  of  raising 
and  expending  their  own  money.  It  was 
urged  that  they  should  not  be  allowed 
this  privilege,  and  that  they  had  capital 
sufficient  for  all  their  purposes.  This  he 
denied ;  and  the  result  of  a  refusal  would 
be  to  give  all  the  advantages  to  the  Scotch 
steam-packet  companies,  who  had  larger 
capitals  than  that  of  the  Dublin  company. 
He  (Lord  Clements)  on  his  part,  would  be 
bappy.  to  see  the  Scotch  companies  com- 
peting with  the  Irish,  and  to  have  the 
non-liability  extended  to  them.  It  would 
have  rather  an  awkward  appearance  for 
people  not  to  be  permltte<l  to  subscribe 
their  own  capital  to  their  own  purposes, 


and  that  bv  one  of  the  most  efficient  com- 
panies in  the  kingdom. 

Mr.  William  Roche  said,  he  knew  not 
any  public  company  which  could  present 
itself  before  Parliament    and   stand  the 
test  of  the  minutest  scrutiny  more  fear- 
lessly, or  rather  with  more  perfect  confi- 
dence,   than    the  Dublin    Steam-packet 
Company,  pointing  as  it  could  to  the  most 
satisfactory  performance  of  every  duty  and 
of  every  responsibility  that  devolved  upon 
it  as  well  as  to  the  more  than  ample  realiza- 
tion of  every  public  benefit  expected  from 
it.     It  associated  at  a  time  when  none  else 
were  disposed  to  take  up,  he  might  say, 
the  neglected  cause  of  the  Shannon,  that 
noblest  river   of  our  home  empire.      It 
commenced  its  proceedings  with  modera* 
tion,   it   advanced  with  caution,  and  pro- 
gressed with  the  most  extraordinary  advan- 
tages to  the  community  and  the  revenue 
multiplying  in  the  very  short  space  of 
three  years,  the  amount  of  tolls  payable 
by  it — by  twelvefold^  and  increasing  con- 
sequently in  a  similar  ratio,  the  industry, 
trade,  and  commerce  of  that  district — a 
district  where  the  employment  of  the  peo- 
ple not  only  conduced,  as  it  always  does, 
to  national  prosperity,  but  was,  in  fact,  an 
act  of  humanity  and  charity  so  destitute 
of  employment  and  consequently  of  every 
comfort  was  the  population  of  that  quar- 
ter.   This  company,  too,  was  the  first  to 
introduce  a  new  and  liberal  element  into 
its  operations,  that  of  rendering  those  who 
dealt  with  it  participators  in  its  prosperity. 
As  to  the  charge  of  monopoly,  he  consi- 
dered it  quite  untenable,  for  this  company 
does  not  say,  confer  on  us  special  privileges 
but  withhold  them  from  others.     On  the 
contrary,  it  invited  every  other  company  to 
place  itself  in  the  same  condition,  if  such 
company  deem  it  advisable  and  can  estab- 
lish similar  claims  to  public  confidence 
and  approval.      As  to  the  privilege  of 
limited  responsibility,  so  much  observed 
upon,  he  considered  it,  under  proper  guards 
and   on   fitting  occasions,  a  very  useful 
principle  of  legislation  because  it  promoted 
concentration  of  capital  for  great  public 
purposes  not  otherwise  practicable.    But 
this  limited  responsibility  the  Dublin  com- 
pany already  possessed,  and  therefore  had 
no  occasion  to  ask  for  it,  all  it  seeks  for, 
being  permission  to  increase  its  capital 
somewhat  in  proportion  to  the  wants  of  its 
increasing    business,   and    acknowledged 
great  public  utility.     On  the  whole  he  felt 
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that  were  he  to  vote  against  the  passing  of 
this  61)1,  he  would  virtually,  be  voting  for 
the  suppression  of  one  of  the  most  valu- 
able sources  of  Irish  improvement  and 
prosperity,  and  that  merely  to  soothe  ihe 
jealous  feelings  of  rival  companies.  He 
therefore  would  most  cordially  support  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Wallace  was  not  disposed  to  detain 
the  House  for  any  length  of  time,  as  he 
had  already  declared  on  what  principle  he 
was  induced  to  record  his  opposition  to 
the  Bill.  No  doubt  it  was  important  to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  that  the  river 
Shannon  should  be  improved  ;  but  money 
could  be  obtained  for  that  purpose,  with- 
out granting  the  power  to  this  company 
of  raising  such  an  addition  to  their  large 
capital,  on  such  a  limited  responsibility 
as  the  shares  of  individuals.  The  evidence 
which  he  held  in  his  hand,  delivered  before 
the  Commissioners  of  Post-office  Inquiry, 
stated,  that  the  authorities  of  that  depart- 
ment had  sanctioned  this  company  in 
building  additional  steamers  for  the 
purpose  of  contracting  with  them  for  con- 
veying the  mails ;  and  that  ia  such  ex- 
pectation a  sum  of  170,000/.  was  ex- 
pended in  new  vessels.  He  would  not 
depart  from  the  principles  of  responsibility 
for  the  advantage  of  any  company  ;  and 
he  saw  nothing  particular  in  Ireland  that 
would  induce  him  to  confer  privileges  on 
her  which  Scotland  did  not  enjoy.  When 
the  company  had  an  addition  made  to 
their  capital  on  a  former  occasion,  tKeir 
improvements  were  rather- limited;  and  of 
the  shares,  amounting  to  a  sum  of  74,000/. 
a  considerable  sum  remained  to  be  paid 
up.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  he 
did  not  think  the  parties  entitled  to  the 
privileges  which  they  had  claimed,  and 
with  this  impression  on  his  mind  be  would 
oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  would  take  the 
liberty  of  saying  a  few  words  on  this  Bill, 
as  he  did  not  like,  in  giving  his  support 
to  the  third  reading,  that  it  should  be  sup- 
posed he  did  soon  the  principle  of  sustain- 
ing the  interests  of  Ireland  against  those  of 
Scotland,  or  any  part  of  the  country 
against  another.  He  distinctly  denied 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  interfere  with  subjects  of  this  kind,  with 
reference  to  their  respective  or  relative 
merits.  These  were  matters  for  the  con- 
sideration of  a  committee,  and  for  that 
House,  upon  which  every  hon.  Member 
was  at  liberty   to   record    his  individual 


opinions,  without  any  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  But  it  rather 
unfortunately  happened  that  there  was  too 
much  mixed  up  in  private  Bills,  by  which 
the  Government,  and  particularly  that  de- 
partment over  which  he  presided,  was 
called  upon  to  interfere.  It  was  too  much 
the  practice  to  introduce  enactments  in  them 
affecting  the  public  revenues  and  customs 
laws,  which  obliged  the  Government  to 
interfere,  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  them.  It  was 
because  of  a  principle  which  was  involved 
in  the  measure  that  he  (Mr.  P.  Thomson) 
had  considered  it  his  duty  to  interfere  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  to  in* 
timate  his  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  oppose  it,  unless  certain 
clauses  were  expunged.  In  cloing  so, 
however,  he  did  not  desire  to  have  it  un- 
derstood that  he  had  come  to  any  decision 
on  that  great  question  of  limited  responsi- 
bility. The  clauses  objected  to  were 
struck  out  of  the  Bill,  and  it  was  read  a 
second  time,  without  any  further  interfer* 
ence  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  He, 
however,  felt  much  surprised  at  a  letter 
having  been  put  into  his  hands  by  an 
agent  for  the  Bill,  calling  attention  to  it* 
He  admitted  that  it  was  incumbent  on  the 
Government  to  look  into  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill ;  and  if  they  were  objectionable, 
it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  express  their  disapprobation. 
But  it  was  too  much  to  say,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  approved  of  a  Bill  that  they 
did  not  interfere  in  further  than  as  Mem- 
bers of  that  House.  His  hon.  Friend  near 
him  (Mr.  Wallace)  had  adverted  to  evi- 
dence and  to  statements  of  engagements 
having  been  entered  into  on  the  part  of 
the  Post-office  for  the  furtherance  of  the 
views  of  this  company.  He  (Mr.  Poulett 
Thomson)  had  no  doubt  that  a  satisfactory 
explanation  would  be  given  on  this  subject 
which  would  convince  the  hon.  Member 
that  no  such  expectations  had  been  held 
out,  or  any  favour  contemplated.  There 
had  been  a  great  variety  of  opinions  de- 
livered in  that  House  on  the  subject  of 
limited  responsibility;  and  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  no  less  than  from  eight  to  ten 
Bills  had  passed,  imposing  conditions  of 
one  kind  or  another,  involving  it.  So 
seriously  bad  he  considered  the  subject, 
that  he  had  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  high 
legal  authority  in  the  country,  all  the 
documents  that  would  enable  him  to  come 
to  a  sound  conclusion  with  the  view  of 
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subiDitting  some  measure  emanating  from 
the  Government    to  that  House,  during 
the  present  Session,  or  in  the  next,  which 
would   comprehend   partnerships  of    less 
than  six  individuals  and  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies.    His  ohject  in  so  doing  would  be 
to  put  an  end  to  the  unfit  state  of  the  law 
as  it  now  stood,  by   the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  for  deciding  the    question  generally. 
In  the  present  instance  all  that  was  asked 
for  in  the  Bill  under  consideration  was, 
for  permission  to  increase  capital,  and  he 
could  not,  on  his  own  part,  feel  justified 
in  refusing  the  application,  or  consider  it 
a  justification  for  depriving    the  Dublin 
Company  of  the  privileges  they  enjoyed 
under  the  Dill  as  originally  passed.     It 
was  urged  as  an  argument  then,  that  the 
limited  responsibility  of  the  shareholders 
prevented  them  from  directing  proper  at- 
tention to  the  affairs  of  the  company.     If 
such  was  the  case,  the  increase  of  capital 
would  be  one  of  the  best  means  of  cor- 
recting the  evil,  as  it  would  deter  people 
from  hazarding  their  money,   and   make 
them  more  watchful  how  they  engaged  in 
a  speculation  that,  if  not  properly  managed 
must  lead  to  serious  consequences.     Hav- 
ing stated  his  opinions  on   this  Bill,  he 
should  not  feel  justified  in  offering  it  any 
opposition,  but  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Gumming  Bruce  had  presented  a 
petition  from  his  constituents  against  the 
Bill ;  but  it  was  not  alone  on  the  peti- 
tion that  he  offered  it  his  opposition,  but 
on  the  general  principles  so  ably  stated  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  preceded 
him.  He  was  quite  sure,  that  the  right 
hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  give  satisfaction  to  all  parties. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  IDublin, 
in  supporting  the  Bill,  did  not  reflect  on 
the  great  injustice  to  Scotland,  to  have 
her  steam  companies  competing  with  un- 
limited responsibilities,  against  Irish  com- 
panies with  limited  responsibility. 

Mr.  Labouchere  was  asked  whether  the 
Post-office  department  had  given  any  as- 
surance, or  held  out  any  expectations  to 
this  company  of  the  contract  for  convey- 
ing his  Majesty's  mails ;  but  he  could  as- 
sure the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock  (Mr. 
Wallace)  and  the  House,  that  no  such 
expectations  were  held  out  or  assurances 
given.  The  evidence  on  which  the  charge 
rested  was  rather  vague,  and  did  not  go 
the  length  of  imputing  such  an  intention 

on  the  part  of  the  PosVoffioes  but  if  the 


hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  do  so,  he  la- 
boured under  a  very  great  error.  The 
only  communication  on  the  subject  was 
through  a  general  circular  letter,  which 
was  addressed  to  the  company  as  well  as 
to  others  to  ascertain  whether  they  would 
be  disposed  to  undertake  the  service. 

Dr.  Bowring  declared,  that  in  his  opi- 
nion nothing  could  be  more  discreditable 
to  the  mercantile  community  than  the 
law  which  made  the  private  property  of 
individual  shareholders  responsible.  He 
could  not  agree  with  his  right  hon  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Dundee  (Sir  H.  Parnell), 
as  to  the  injurious  tendency  of  a  limited 
responsibility.  He  believed,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  time  would  soon  arrive 
when  the  principle  of  a  limited  responsi- 
bility would  be  recognised  as  the  most 
judicious  one.  However,  he  would  not 
consent  that  one  company,  with  a  limited 
responsibility,  should  have  the  opportunity 
of  competing  with  another  of  unlimited 
responsibility,  and  he  would  therefore  op- 
pose the  motion  for  a  third  reading. 

Lord  Morpeth  supported  the  Bill.  The 
objections  which  were  raised  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  should  have  been  urged 
in  Committee,  and  not  after  it  had  reached 
to  such  an  advanced  stage.  He  was  fully 
aware  of  the  advantages  which  would  be 
derived  to  Ireland  from  the  outlay  of 
capital,  and  the  judicious  exertions  of  this 
company.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
would  support  the  measure  to  the  extent 
of  his  power,  and  he  hoped  it  would  re- 
ceive the  favourable  consideration  of  the 
House  and  pass  into  a  law. 

Lord  Francis  Egerton  supported  the 
Bill,  and  referred  to  the  services  already 
rendered  by  the  company. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
question. 

Ayes  120;  Noes  174  :— Majority  54. 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 

Right  of  Members  to  sit  on 
Committees.]  Mr.  Kemp  moved,  that  all 
Members  serving  for  the  county  of  Kent 
be  Members  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Brighton  Railway  Bill,  Rennie's  Line. 

Lord  George  Lennox  opposed  the  mo- 
tion. He  begged  to  submit  the  point  to 
the  Speaker.  The  resolution  of  the  House 
was,  that  all  Members  for  boroughs  through 
which  the  line  passed  might  sit  on  the 
Committee,  but,  in  fact,  the  new  under- 
taking, under  Sir  John  Rennie,  ended  at 

Croydooi  and  there  joined  the  Croydon 
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and  Greenwich  Railway,  the  Bills  for 
which  passed  last  year. 

The  Speaker  thought  that  the  Railway 
from  Croydon  to  London  formed  part  of 
the  whole  line  contemplated  by  Sir  John 
Rennie,  consequently  that  Mr.  Barnard 
was  prima  facie  entitled  to  sit  and  vote 
on  the  Committee. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  resisted  the  claim, 
as  the  new  line  of  Sir  John  Rennie  came 
no  farther  than  Croydon ;  his  line  was,  in 
fact,  not  from  Brighton  to  London,  but 
Brighton  to  Croydon 

The  Speaker  said  his  original  impression 
was,  that  the  hon.  Member  had  a  right  to 
claim  to  be  of  the  Committee ;  but,  in 
consequence  of  the  explanations  that  had 
since  been  given,  he  was  induced  to 
change  that  opinion^  and  he  now  thought 
the  hon.  Member,  according  to  the  orders 
of  the  House,  could  not  substantiate  that 
claim. — Debate  adjourned. 

Call  OF  the  House.]  Mr.  Harvey, 
in  rising  to  move  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  calling  over  the  House,  begged  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  (John  Russell)  whether  it 
was  his  intention  to  oppose  the  motion  ? 
If  it  were  his  intention,  then  he  should 
first  move  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  be 
read,  and  afterwards  that  the  House  be 
called  over. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  read, 

Mr.  Harvey  then  moved,  that  the 
House  be  called  over,  and  in  doing  so 
said,  he  was  anxious  to  atate,  as  far  as  his 
own  individual  opinion  was  concerned,  that 
looking  at  the  unprecedented  attendance 
of  Members,  at  the  present  moment,  he 
was  content  to  dispense  with  a  call  of  the 
House,  if  he  could  do  so  consistently  with 
the  course  to  be  pursued  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  who  had 
given  notice  of  a  call  for  Thursday  next. 
The  object  of  that  noble  Lord  was  to  di- 
rect the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  agriculture,  and  to  endeavour 
to  procure  for  the  agricultarists  some  re- 
lief out  of  the  surplus  which  fortunately 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  stated  wa«  at  his  dis- 
posal. He  therefbre  considered  he  could 
not,  with  consistency,  wave  his  motion, 
inasmuch  as  while  the  object  of  the  noble 
Lord  was  to  promote  economy,  his  object 
was  to  prevent  extravagance.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  felt  it  his  doty  to 
proceed  with  his  motion. 

Lord  John  RM$9eU  did  not  rice  to  oppoto 


the  hon.  Gentleman's  motion  for  a  call  of 
the  House ;  on  the  contrary,  he  bad  no 
objection  to  it ;  at  the  same  time,  if  the 
House  were  then  to  be  called  orer,  be 
would  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord  (the  Mar- 
quis of  Chandos),  who  had  a  similar  notice 
for  Thursday,  whether,  considefiog  that 
the  House  was  now  so  full,  and  that  it 
was  not  likely  that  there  would  be  any 
great  diminution  in  the  number  of  Members 
in  the  inlerim,  the  present  call  would  not 
suffice  for  both  motions,  in  order  that  a 
call  of  the  House  miglit  be  diapenaed  wrdi 
on  Thursday. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  was 
called  over. 

The  States  of  Bahbart.]  Mr. 
Scarlett  said,  that  since  he  had  given  no- 
tice of  a  motion  to  call  the  attentioii  of 
the  House  to  that  part  of  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  upon  the  Consular  estab- 
lishments, recommending  the  transftr 
of  the  Consulary  Correspondence  with 
the  Barbary  States  from  the  Colonial 
to  the  Foreign  Office,  he  had  seen 
it  announced  in  the  public  prints,  be 
knew  not  from  what  authority,  that  such 
a  transfer  was  in  conteroplatioD.  He 
begged  therefore  to  ask  the  noble  Loid, 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whetlier 
this  was  true,  as,  upon  receiving  an  answer 
in  the  affirmative,  the  observations  which 
he  should  otherwise  think  it  his  doty  to 
submit  to  the  House  would  be  narrowed 
into  a  very  small  compass. 

Viscount  Palmerstcn  replied,  that  tlie 
Government  had  resolved  to  act  upon  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  Coramitteey  and 
that  arrangements  were  in  progress  for 
carrying  into  effect  a  transfer  of  the  busi- 
ness. Preparations  had  been  making  at  the 
Foreign  Office  for  the  receipt  of  the  books 
and  documents  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Scarlett  said,  he  should  abstain  from 
adverting,  at  that  moment,  to  the  situation 
of  the  African  States,  which  particularly 
required  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  and  from  several  other 
topics ;  and  would  content  himself  apon 
the  present  occasion  with  noticing  the 
disastrous  state  to  which  the  regency  of 
Tripoli  had  been  reduced  by  the  indts- 
cretion,  he  would  not  use  a  stronger  tern, 
of  the  British  agent.  Though  the  imme- 
diate cause  of  the  vrar  which  had  now  for 
several  years  devastated  that  unhappy 
country  waa  the  altikto^  of  liio  firittth 


-  liT         TVtf 


t^ 


iKfi^. 


-?Aj4.^  : 


.w^ 


^wiMi  ii^  Uif  liTtiiiit  ikctmiai.    Imu.  sou   tronsc   ( 


llL  UtHlfiL  ;ttt 
WIUIL   11  iC 


IT  ttfcf*  — mwit:    ii-n^  iiinBtTIIIH 

L^  i£  2  '^jttiBSk,  wmam  to.  w-  nrmiL  n 


Jkr.,  ^str'tsc  sail,  ttt  voaul  vnttidair  lu 
u:  lis  !innnT  toL  ihbl  iiiwwiiiiir  lait  in: 

ItiL    Must  ItUQ    fNCrr    HttffimilB     IVDUU     ili: 


ai  UkL 
Sllnc  tut  flinwfmn.  ir    nt  inaaterTTL  ii  ii. — Kmim  wtUianwu. 

liuriintaunm  w!sik*l  ir  'bsL  titf  tj^u:  liim. 

c  ^^is   iiB   uUinizun  ii  imiC  Tin  Tffti  untie 
-tftttini-Dur}  ti  fc  stHffC  D'  i  liaTiiruui:  «i2fc» 

wim  prntiec  ai  lin;^  ytt»f»tt  muuL  snfiux 
i"  111!  TsruiHinm. 

.i.ir  lit  ntL-Hiu  Li  Ttiuurt  iitt  aui'  iruiL  -<it. 
u     £.  mini  vnojc  TLmrn*  itt   xsniSicifn-iiL  u& 

UiTT'-^^  ittllTii    fill£ill^       trit  WS&  DUTU  mmK. 

*i.a:  riifTx  ir»  Bunif  uiittJiiuiiL  u  luf  puai 
IS  L  iinv   siiiiiL    n   tit*  k:!tiiiUutt   u    Ti'itrj- 

SI1E!£  H  111*  tiniiliii  fihMH  lilU  n  liiiL 
tiBBZ.  rrmifiiinnrxn^r    XI    liIIL  lllUI   C  WDUtC 

lif  t  murs:  i£  sonu  cmwrniiaus  r  upfo- 

m  I  Bit»in  BBC  1.  luitL.  Ix  liac  xaws.  tit. 
siiDuir  p-'iiiiiJiifc  tiin:  iu:  iiis  iisiTi;  imn* 
iiitf^sr  Bi  HCidmimu  iiut'*-ji&iii*5  mnj  fiuauiL 

invc  iiiL   luuiijiL   idt^fli  it  u  yu}  aauuu, 

uii\  "^ 


liToiiti  ■>*■■«  imiM 111!  tmiir  a  iteex;  ient  ir 

ft 

4SSKUma£-  ^id  iii»  wmi«|c.  wiiict  x.  ixbl 
'*^'^^p  Witt.  msfimtD^  wel  •■*«■**■!<!  }n 
iBOMF  m  tte  '*«**"*™^  BBL  niis^rr  of  -tii» 
•amiix,  iti£  auosr  ^if  HTqml  tuiL  Isbi. 
^— M^**  during  Uini'  nsumiiitaiBB  nf  tubii 
•■to  E  snoe  IT  sooK  <]rtii9  bul  civtioBtiDi^ 
J  nm  lit£  miwHnn  ii5  lus:  cs:TiinTnfTtni.  11' 

2tl»  -SUi^^UlEIlBfi   KuUStST.   till    HUn     H&B- 

JioaBttOi  iixmao»  9enti::i'r  ariTuuaifL 
witi-  iaamx^tiasi  civiii^.t.im>.  tiii  cuuiniiufiit 
uf  XtqidL  luii'  mcKaiiifsc^     J  ram  «'hic  a' 

u«fr  Te^inf  iirBBcr   mm 

A£    IBB^lttL'    1I>     one     tut 

snC  liH:  Jimims''i   uiil  lke:amic-  1 

u*  iiTtnrBUi  WHT  anf]  u*  -ewsbtt  larr:  ir 

lot  lunBiiffi  nnpiinBL  tit£  liDiiif 

'§>  fawnipy  mmL  1  immiiimiiii    icr  tXK 

nf  tus  miiisiir^i    lamutr^.  ant 

41  fSBoa  mcuHiA  irvB.  liii  iniii'^utlBiiiSf  xr 
titt  Inuati  Cjiiibd..  jie  wsmul  -BasMamiuai  m 
apiitT  i;  <— iitwtM*  issnuiC^  n  tttfBL   I«i  suet 

*'"?""''"    llIC    limufc    laUlL    WDIUL    «■!£    1 

ir  £  luiiinufiH 
^  ■nf4M  nf  tm-  iuiui»-a^  ii»  ^fnui  iima, 
jBlK>aBi.\aBnitanBH.  TTfnMPT  1^  vKmr 
inr  xtiEr  iBBBspanaBBK  JflMVBb  ttifr  L-ian 

aeialsvt  u*  sue 

ir  tttt 

2inua;itaq^«tT7TiiBM.  ir  .tM^i' ;  snc  iir  cor- 


itt  WDUIL  iH:£riL  lie  »iiniirvn:«ms 
wuisL  ii£  wiff  afiniR  it  ncta^sB  u  iii£ 
=Ai)UK  i«  iwdfnr  tti£  TSBiiiniiiL  n!  vnii::L 

ttf:    SU.    £:«BC   THttBT.. ^    TuHl     H    Stfle^ 

rfimuncQcs:  ik  inmaiuisf   u-  jsix^oe   sinai. 
veaman.  mmaasbsL  n.  «  TEdim.   nrusrfiL'  ii* 
mf  nJ  titt    lit   priiiitiL   m.   tut  Jit^u   ii'  .^ini£>  !•  V 
witL  t  i-iCTT  ti  OEsruiiL  v*iietiiir  iiti   i*in»- 

iiiaiBuf  s  lusiiist  m  tut 
nf  'Hit  irripuu  ij'.Hii;..  ir  tut 
coBrinmr  of  im  mrus  unw  Tsi*sT^'mt  tit£ 
■aoK^  vuL  tK«  memir:  iiiCFeDi  n  tiii  rluiiBf  .^ 
h  MK  jmpBBiiitf..  ^im  iA  ci&liifL  i£>  mniC 
tut:  iHst  tua:  tui  nsmec  o:  uL  ttif-  MtmilHzn 

H  .  BUI  DUt«'  ID  dlt'lde  IIpDlu  ifm   t(t 

ttie  ^TDmidf  DB  Muri.  tb?T  wert  id 
dsnttt  vpcHi  lift  «iacii&.  wtiM  T?bits£  xr  s 
sutRflet  on  wlneb  Hieyenpk:  trf^  tiis  CDouln' 


1203 


Pension  List, 


{COMMONS} 


Pension  Li$L 


1904 


the  throne  of  these  realms.  To  that 
memorable  period,  and  to  the  circum- 
stances which  occurred  then  and  since,  he 
invited  the  attention  of  the  House,  as  af- 
fordingaground  for  acceding  to  his  motion. 
At  that  period,  then,  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton was  Prime  Minister,  and  as  such  it 
became  his  duty  to  submit  what  was  called 
the  Civil  List  to  that  House.  He  did  so, 
being  represented  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  sat  near  him  (Mr.  Goulburn) 
who  was  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
He  should  confine  himself  to  that  part  of 
the  proposal  which  related  to  pensions. 
It  was  proposed  by  the  then  Qovernment, 
that  pensions  should  remain  at  the  sum  to 
which  they  amounted  at  the  time  of  the 
accession,  being,  as  he  believed,  143,000/. 
The  present  Qovernment,  then  in  opposi- 
tion,  were  up  in  arms  against  the  extrava- 
gance of  the  proposed  Civil  List.  They 
analysed  it — they  pulverized  it — they  pro- 
scribed them  for  their  extravagance,  and 
held  themselves  out  as  the  friends  of 
economy.  What  did  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  (Sir  H.Parnell)  then  propose? 
He  moved  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  component  parts  of  the  Civil  List. 
That  motion  was,  he  believed,  supported 
by  every  Member  of  his  Majesty's  present 
Government,  and  most  strenuously  by  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  now 
Earl  Spencer.  The  result  was,  that  the 
Government  of  that  day  was  overthrown 
in  a  House  much  fuller  than  the  present, 
there  being  a  majority  against  them  of 
lwenty»nine«  There  certainly  was  not  in 
that  Government  that  feline  tenacity  to 
political  existence,  which  so  eminently 
characterized  the  present  Oovemmeot. 
The  moment  there  was  a  majority  of 
twenty 'Oine  against  them,  like  some  saga- 
cious animal,  they  appeared  to  discern  the 
visitation  which  was  in  store  for  them,  and 
out  they  walked.  The  present  Govern- 
ment appeared  to  him  to  be  in  their  nature 
something  very  like  a  tough  beefsteak, 
they  required  an  uncommon  deal  of  beat- 
ing, and  even,  then,  he  doubted  whether 
they  would  be  found  to  be  very  tender. 
However,  the  motion  for  a  Committee  was 
carried*  and  a  Report  came  from  that 
Committee.  Without  going  mto  the 
features  of  that  Report,  as  regarded  vari- 
ous other  considerations,  he  wookl  observe 
that  one  fact  aacotained  by  it  was,  that 
the  sum  total  exceeded  that  required  by 
the  predecessors  of  the  then  Government 
by  ft  sons  of  12,000^ ;  aod  io  order  to 


show  that  they  were  fully  entitled  to  the 
designation  of  a  'Miberar'  Government, 
they  made  a  present  of  this  sum  to  the 
King,  to  meet  what  were  termed  *'  little 
contingencies."  He  remembered  that  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Middlesex, 
proposed  an  amendment  to  that  proposi- 
tion ;  but  in  that  good-humoured  spirit  of 
concession  for  which  he  was  remarkable, 
and  from  his  anxiety  to  serve  the  Govero- 
ment  to  which  he  gave  bis  powerful  sup- 
port, he  consented  to  withdraw  it.  He 
should  not,  as  he  had  said,  allude  to  tlie 
other  portions  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  content  himself  with  dwelling 
on  that  part  of  it  which  related  to  pensions^ 
as  useful,  amongst  other  purposes,  for 
showing  those  who  delighted  in  meta*- 
physical  investigations,  how  it  was,  that 
the  human  mind  adapted  itself  with  the 
most  marvellous  velocity  to  instantaneous 
changes^  and  how  it  was  able,  without 
any  appearance  of  restlessness  or  uneasi- 
ness, to  adopt  the  most  direct  contrarieties 
in  opinion.  Now,  he  considered  it  not 
unnecessary  to  state,  that  in  the  King's 
Speech  which  was  delivered  to  the  Hoose 
at  the  period  when  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton was  in  office,  his  Majesty  was  made 
say,  in  his  Speech  from  the  I'hrone,  that 
he  was  ready  to  give  up  entirely  the  here- 
ditary revenues  to  which  he  was  entitled, 
meaning  by  that  statement  the  droits  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  the  fonr  and  a-half 
per  cents.  It  was  at  that  time  that  an 
individual  Member  of  that  House,  who 
was  then  not  so  obscure  as  he  was  now 
(he  meant  the  late  Lord  Chancellor)  got 
up  in  his  place,  and  asserted  that  the  con- 
cession made  by  the  Crown  should  be 
understood  as  not  merely  referring  to  the 
droits  of  Admiralty  and  the  four  and  a- 
half  per  cents,  but  that  it  should  be  taken 
as  also  including  tlie  revenoes  derived 
from  the  duchies  of  Cornwall  and  Lan- 
caster :  and  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamwortb,  repudiated  that 
interpretation,  the  noble  Lord  to  whom  he 
referred,  insisted  that  he  was  perfectly 
rig^t,  and  in  that  declaratioD  of  opi&ion 
he  was  supported  by  many  of  bis  suIm»* 
quent  colleagues..  This,  be  it  remembemdy 
took  place  whilst  they  were  in  opposition, 
but  as  soon  as  they  came  into  power  tbej 
unhesitatingly  declared  that  it  was  the  in-* 
tention  of  his  Majesty  to  give  up  only  two 
or  three  things  which  weie  worth  little  or 
nothing.    However,  out  oame  the  Repott» 

and  es  it  WW  not  his  iniooiioo  to  Itkn  m 


1206 


Pensim  List, 


{Apbil  19} 


Pmitoft  List 


1306 


general  review  of  the  Civil  List,  let  the 
House  look  to  what  the  Report  contained 
with  respect  to  pensions.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber read  an  extract  from  the  Report,  to 
the  effect,  that  the  Committee  could  not 
coooeal  from  themselves  that  the  subject 
of  pensions  was  one  of  great  difficulty  and 
importance,  and  that  an  interference  with 
these  pensions  would  disturb  family  settle- 
naenCs  into  which  parties  had  entered,  re- 
lying on  the  permanency  of  these  grants 
—  cause  severe  distress,  and,  in   many 
cases,  gross  injustice.  Now,  with  all  these 
topics  they  must  have  been  acquainted, 
so  far  as  they  regarded  a  matter  of  prin- 
eiplet  when  they  were  in  opposition.    To 
say  that,  if  pensions  were  alienated  or 
taken  away,  it  would  create  distress — that 
to  make  such  a  change  would  be  to  act 
with  harshness,  or  even,  perhaps,  injustice : 
all  these  were  general  inferences  from  ac- 
knowledged premises,  which  it  required  no 
Select  Committee  to  report  upon.     But 
they  said  they  must  set  their  faces  against 
a  proposition  for  disturbing  pensions  which 
were  granted  by  the  predecessor  of  his 
present  Majesty.     Why,  if  that  were  so, 
this  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
came   too  late,  because   the  same  case 
would  be  constantly  occurring,  and  if  st 
succession    took    place    to-morrow,    the 
same  argument  could  be  renewed,  namely, 
that  any  change  in  the  distribution  of 
pensions  would  disturb   family  arrange- 
ments   and    inflict    inconvenience.       In 
point  of  fact  this  assertion  went  to  es- 
tablish a  perpetuity  of  all  existing  pen- 
sions.     His  Majesty's  Ministers  should 
recollect  that  it  was  the  struggle  which 
then  took  place  on  this  question  which 
secured  to  them  the  popular  approbation, 
and  placed  them  in  the  situation  of  the  Go- 
vernment which  they  succeeded.     It  was 
well  known  that  when  the  Civil  List  was 
brought  before  the  House,  several  attempts 
were  made  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject  of  pensions,  but  the 
then  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  con- 
tended (and  very  properly)  that  the  House 
ought  to  consent  to  grant  some  small 
amount  of  arrears  which  had  accrued  from 
the  period  of  the  demise  of  the  former 
Crown  to  that  of  the  acoession  of  bis  pre- 
seat  Majesty,  leaving  the  question  of  the 
propriety  or  injustice  of  continuing  those 
pensions  to  b^  subsequently  considered. 
It  was  quite  understood  that  Lord  Althorp 
thought  that  no  person's  opinion  on  the 

lulqeci  of  pewiona  was  comproiaiie^  by 


acceding  to  that  grant.     On  the  contrary, 
he  remembered  that  his  hon«  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Worcester,  on  more  occasions 
than  one,  pointed  out,  with  great  facility 
of  argument  and  felicity  of  illustration, 
that  this  interpretation  of  Lord  Althorps 
sentiments  was  correct,  and  that  there 
were  pensions  on  the  list  which  Lord 
Althorp  was  ashamed  of,  and  was  per- 
suaded ought  not  to  continue.     Well, 
then,  what  were  they  called  on  to  do  then 
and  now  ?    To  continue  persons  on  the 
list  whose  names  ought  never  to  have  been 
inserted  on  it,  and  which  got  there  (as  de- 
clared by  Lord  Grev)  *'  God  knows  how.*' 
And  yet  this  was  the  Government  which 
was  said  to  be  based  on  principles  of  eco- 
nomy, and  which  strenuously  and  uncon- 
ditionally condemned    every   thing    like 
corruption.     Well,  then,  so  stood  the  state 
of  things  at  the  present  moment.     He 
should  now  endeavour,  so  far  as  he  could, 
to  notice  two  or  three  points  which  were 
mainly  relied  upon  by  those  opposed  to 
tliis  motion  on  former  occasions.     And 
here  he  might  be  allowed  to  remark,  that 
though  this  was  the  third  time  that  he  submit* 
ted  a  motion  of  this  description  to  Parlia- 
ment be    never    before    had  made    his 
appearance  under  such  favorable  auspices. 
It  would  be  remembered  that  at  the  pre- 
sent DU>ment  the  country  was  in  a  state  of 
profound  tranquillity ;  there  was  no  fearful 
agitation  of  any  question  either  here  or  else- 
where, and  no  great  measure  of  reform 
was  dependent  upon  the  con  tin  uance  of  the 
present  Ministers  in  office.     On  the  first 
occasion   that  he  brought  this  question 
forward  he  was  met  by  a  remonstrance 
to    this    effect:   ''  It  is  very  true  you 
have  got  justice  on  your  side;  there  is 
scarcely    one    of   these  pensioners    that 
ought  not  at  once  to  be  struck  off  the 
list;  to  resist  your  motion  on  principle  is 
impossible ;  but  you  must  concede  in  all 
human    affairs    something.       Something 
must  be  allowed  in  favour  of  those  who 
succeeded    in   turning  out  of  o6^e  the 
great    champions   and    abettors    of   the 
system.    And  now  that  a  day  ie   to  be 
opened   on   yon  which   promises  almost 
boundless    benefits,  through    the  iostru* 
mentality  of  these  Ministers,  you  ought 
not  to  screw  them  too  tight;   the  truth 
is,   they  have    entered   into  certain  en- 
gagements, which  though  not  defensible 
in  themselves,  are  not  of  sufficient  mo-, 
ment  to  hazard  the  continuance  of  such 
bies»ngs^  either  by  distracting  the  piAiic 
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mind,  or  dividing  the  friends  of  reform  on 
questions  of  this  kind."  Well,  notwith- 
standing these  suggestions  and  remon- 
strances, and  the  cogency  of  the  reasoning 
on  which  they  were  grounded,  he  proposed 
the  motion,  and  it  was  rejected  only  by  a 
majority  of  six.  He  should  be  well 
pleased  if,  on  this  occasion,  he  could  con- 
vert that  majority  into  one  in  his  favour. 
He  was  not  deterred  by  his  first  failure. 
No  one  who  knew  anything  of  Parliament- 
ary tactics  (and  none  were  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  science  than  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers)  could  expect  that  he 
should  be.  Again  the  contest  came  to 
be  fought,  and  to  the  charge  he  again 
came.  But  then  he  found  that  the 
terrors  were  augmented;  the  prospects 
of  improvement  and  reform  were  still 
wider  than  before;  and  the  friends  of 
the  Government  gave  out  that  any  pro- 
position, for  peculiar  reasons,  which 
could  not  then  be  stated,  could  not 
receive  their  support,  but  said  some  of 
them,  ^*  I  tell  you  candidly,  that  if  the 
Ministers  be  lefl  in  a  minority,  you  will 
be  considered  as  enabling  the  Tories  to 
return  to  power.'*  Well,  this  was  enough 
to  frighten  any  body,  and  nothing  but 
the  rigid  nerve  of  independence  could 
have  withstood  it.  However,  he  faced 
the  danger,  and  had  a  very  respectable 
minority ;  but  the  many  succeeded  in 
prolonging  the  existence  of  these  pen- 
sions. Now  he  stated  before,  that  he 
should  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
two  or  three  leading  grounds  taken  in  op- 
position to  this  motion.  Perhaps  it  would 
be  fair  to  notice  one,  which  was  more 
prominent  than  the  rest,  and  which  had 
been  relied  on  by  many  hon.  Members, 
who,  he  believed,  were  as  much  opposed 
to  the  preservation  of  these  pensions  as 
Lord  Grey,  Lord  Althorp,  or  any  other 
noble  Lord.  It  was,  that  they  felt  them- 
selves bound  to  abide  by  what  had  been 
whispered  to  be  an  engagement  entered 
into  by  his  Majesty  and  his  Ministers 
which  could  not  now  be  violated  with  jus- 
tice. Well,  be  it  so.  Why,  they  had 
often  had  motions  for  the  production  of 
minutes  of  Council  and  orders  in  Council. 
Now,  was  the  Government  prepared  to  say 
that  it  was  irresponsible,  and  that  it  could 
prevent  Parliament  from  demanding  fur- 
ther and  necessary  reforms  by  the  proraul- 
•  gation  of  a  whispered  agreement  f  Why 
not  have  the  evidence  of  an  agreement 
irhicb  thoug;b  ibis  House  may  not  in  the 


first  instance  be  prepared  to  sanction,  they 
might  now  consider  it  expedient    to  ob- 
serve ?     But  if  this  House  did  not    insist 
on  knowing  the  particulars  and  nature  of 
this  agreement,  the  difficulty  which  was 
now  set  forth,  as  opposing  the  settlemeot 
of  this  question,  would  never  cease.      L.et 
them  see  what  was  the  contract  into  ivhich 
the  Government  had  entered ;  and  if  it  be 
binding  on  them,  he  was  disposed  to  tbiak 
it  ought  to  be  binding  on  Parliament; 
but  before  he  arrived  at  that  conclusion, 
it  was  essential  to    know   what  was    the 
nature  of  this  contract,  who  were  the  par- 
ties to  it,  who  were  to  benefit  by  it,  and 
what  were  its  conditions.      He    did    not 
believe  there  was  such  a  contract.      First 
of  all,  see  what  a  libel  was  pronounced  on 
the  Crown  by  those  who  stated  the  exist- 
ence of   this   contract.      What  was    its 
nature  ?     Here  was  a  list  of  pensioners — 
some  of  considerable  antiquity — who  have 
been  in  receipt  of  the  sums  paid  them  for 
half  a  century,  three  hundred  with  titles 
and  others  of  an  obscurity  which  prevented 
anything  being  known  of  them ;    and  it 
was  proposed  that  those  should  be  con- 
tinued, and  made  the  receivers  of  the  pub- 
lic money,  without  any  inquiry  into  the 
propriety  of  the  original  grant  or  the  jus- 
tice of  their  continuance.     Now  if  that 
were  the  case,  it  was  impossible  that  the 
contract  could  be  a  just  one ;   for  those 
who  entered  into  a  contract  which  was  to 
bind  third  parties,  ought  to  be  disinter- 
ested.    He  cleared  the  King  from  being 
a  party  to  a  contract  which  could  only 
be  considered  as  a  corrupt  engagement, 
and  which  would  imply  on  the  part  of  bis 
Majesty  reasoning    of  this    description: 
''  'Tis  true  there  are  persons  on  that  list 
who  are  closely  connected  with  myself, 
and  who  never  should  have  been  placed 
there ;  but  I  am  determined  that  these  in- 
dividuals shall  continue  to  live  upon  the 
public  bounty."    Such  an  imputation  was 
a  libel  on  the  royal  mind  and  authority. 
The  next  ground  was  one  which  was  very 
generally  taken^  namely,  that  these  per- 
sons were  in  very  indigent  circumstances, 
and  that  to  dispossess  them  of  these  little 
payments  would  lead  to  great  inconveni- 
ence, if  not  positive  injustice.    Wellf  be 
it  so.    The  terms  of  the  motion  met  these 
particular  cases.     He  proposed  an  ioqoiry 
into  pensions,  with  a  view  to  what  ?  First, 
to   ascertain  whether  the  original  grants 
were  justified  by  circumstances,  and  next, 
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now  resolving    on   their  discontinuance. 
Did  they  want  any  other  protection  but 
this  ?    Now  look  at  that  list.     He  asked 
any  hon.  Gentleman  who  read  it  (and  no 
doubt  it  had  been  read  by  many),  to  run 
his  eye  over  its  pages,  and  taking  the  in- 
terpretation as  the  sole  ground  upon  which 
pensions  could  be  justified,  which  was  set 
forth    in    the  amendment  moved  by  the 
Members  of  the  present  Government  on  a 
former  occasion,  namely,  that  no  pension 
could  be  defended  unless  on  the  ground  of 
merit  or  service  to  the  community,  to  say, 
whether  even  by  any  over-strained  con- 
struction, these  pensions  would  stand  that 
test?    He  defied  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
to  point  out  ten  men  on  that  list,  of  whom 
it  could  be  said,  "  Here  are  men  who  have 
distinguished  themselves  in  the  field,  who 
have  braved  the  dangers  of  the  siege,  or 
who  devoted  their  whole  time  to  what  the 
vulgar  would  call  a  profitable  employment, 
but  what  must  be  regarded  by  every  re- 
flecting mind  as    scientific  investigation, 
which  would  be  the  means  of  conferring 
benefit    on  their  country,    and  making 
its    power   felt  in  the  .remotest  part  of 
the    earth."      [Heary    hear,]      He    was 
very  glad  of  that  cheer   from  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  for  he  took  it  as  an  inti- 
mation that  ten  such  individuals  could  be 
found.     He  should  be  glad  to  find,  that 
there  were  so  many  deserving  pensioners, 
for,  by  getting  rid  of  the  others,  who  were 
not  deserving,  we  could  afford  to  be  more 
liberal  to  those  who  were.     If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  point  out  those 
who  had  merited  pensions,  he  would  re- 
deem the  credit  of  the  Government,  by 
getting  rid  of  those  who  had  no  other 
security  for  the  virtue  they  had  lost  fifty 
years  ago — many  of  them  having  obtained 
their  pensions  by  great  political  profli- 
gacy or  gross  personal  viciousness.     He 
called  on  those  who  had  friends  on  the 
list  to  rescue  them  from  the  disgrace  of 
being  placed  in  juxta  position  with  some 
whose  acts  it  would  be  impossible  to  scan 
without  disgust.     He  would  not  go  into 
any  detail  as  to  the  names  of  many  of 
those,  as  he  had  done,  before  experience 
had  taught    him    the  impolicy  of   that 
course,  for  he  saw  that  it  had  lost  him 
some  votes  on  former  occasions.     One 
hon.  Member,  on  whose  support  he  had 
calculated,  because  he  had  promised  to 
vote  with  him,  met  him  in  the  House  and 
said,  •«  1  am  sorry,  Mr.  Harvey,  that  I 


cannot  vote  for  you,  as  I  had  intended  ; 
I  came  down  here  for  the  purpose,  and 
left  my  dinner ;  I  heard  your  argument, 
which  appeared  to  me  quite  convincing  as 
to  the  question  of  the  Pension  List  gene, 
rally ;  but,  then,  in  the  course  of  your 
speech  you  mentioned  the  name  of  an  old 
friend  of  mine  as  being  on  the  list,  as 
fine  hearted  a  fellow  as  ever  lived,  one 
whom  I  constantly  meet  at  the  clubs,  and 
who  I  believe  has  nothing  to  live  on  but 
his  pension.  On  this  account  I  cannot 
vote  for  you."  He  (Mr.  Harvey)  had,  he 
believed,  also  lost  considerably  by  men- 
tioning the  names  of  several  old  ladies. 
One  Member  objected  to  the  name  of  one 
lady  being  mentioned,  as  she  was  an 
acquaintance,  or  the  relation  of  an  ac- 
quaintance of  his ;  and  another  objected 
to  his  mentioning  the  name  of  another ; 
dnd  though  he  was  not  aware  of  it  at  the 
time,  he  now  believed,  that  he  had 
swelled  the  majority  against  his  motion 
considerably,  by  throwing  in  the  old 
women.  He  would  avoid  a  similar  error 
on  this  occasion,  by  leaving  out  the  old 
ladies,  and  he  could  assure  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  that  he  would  not  touch 
one  of  them.  But  though  he  would  not 
mention  any  by  name,  he  would  allude  to 
a  few  who,  perhaps,  might  be  guessed  at 
inferentially.  He  might  here  mention, 
that  since  he  had  brought  forward  this 
subject  first,  he  had  received  upwards  of 
600  letters  from  every  part  of  the  country, 
giving  him  information  as  to  the  history 
of  numbers  of  those  whose  names  stood 
on  the  Pension  List,  detailing  such  in- 
stances of  gross  profligacy  and  personal 
vice,  that  he  was  sure,  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  knew  but  a  small  portion  of  it, 
they  would  sooner  leave  the  seats  they 
now  occupied  than  support  them  on  the 
list.  But  again  he  would  ask,  suppose 
there  was  a  contract,  direct  or  implied,  to 
continue  this  Pension  List  on  the  acces- 
sion of  the  present  King — who  made 
it  ?  It  could  not  have  been  made  by  the 
present  Government.  The  present  Go- 
vernment, as  all  the  world  knew,  was  one 
of  sublimated  purity — all  the  rotten  parts 
had  been  completely  removed  from  it. 
It  was  altogether  the  Government  of  the 
people.  It  was  the  object  of  their  choice. 
It  was  that  Government,  which,  when 
from  some  cause,  to  which  he  need  not 
advert,  it  was  removed  for  a  short  time 
from  the  seat  of  power,  was  rolled  back 
again  by  the  tide  of  popular  favour,  till 
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the  House  itself  was  nearly  deluged  by 
it.  The  present  was  the  Government  of 
the  popular  will,  and  he  believed  they 
had  DO  other  will  in  their  favour.  Surely 
such  a  Government  couML  not  be  parties 
to  auch  a  contract,  who,  when  their 
leader  came  with  his  discharge  in  bis 
pocket,  said  that  they  would  be  glad 
to  return  to  office  at  the  same  wages 
that  he  had ;  that  they  were  all  smaller 
than  their  leader,  and  would  be  glad  to 
put  on  the  same  livery.  I  say,  then, 
(continued  the  hon.  Member)  the  con- 
tract, if  it  does  exist,  cannot  be  yours 
(the  present  Ministers).  You  are  that 
party  in  the  country,  supported  by 
the  popular  feeling,  before  which  even 
roonarchs  might  quail.  You  may  be 
kept  in  office  as  long  as  you  will,  but  if 
you  desire  to  remain^-^f  yon  wish  the  con- 
tinuance of  popular  favour,  you  cannot 
support  such  a  list  as  this.  There  is  no* 
danger  of  the  Government  being  turned 
out  by  the  people,  though  I  admit,  that  I 
have  heard  of  danger  from  other  quarters. 
If,  however,  the  contract  was  made  by 
the  present  Ministers,  that  the  Pension 
List  should  be  continued,  it  must  have 
been  on  the  condition,  that  they  were  to 
be  continued  in  office;  but  they  might 
turn  round  and  say,  *'  that  having  been  dis- 
missed from  office,  the  condition  of  the 
contract  was  broken,  and  the  whole  fell  to 
the  ground*"  Whether  that  were  the  case 
or  not,  he  would  not  then  stop  to  inquire. 
He  would  now  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  of  the  names  on  the  list. 
Amongst  others  he  found  that  of  a  Ba- 
ronet, a  very  active  Magistrate,  resid- 
ing in  a  populous  town,  before  whom 
cases  of  every  kind  were  brought,  and, 
amongst  others,  cases  under  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act.  Some  time  ago 
the  case  of  a  poor  woman  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  this  Grentleman. 
The  crime  of  which  she  was  accused,  and 
for  which  she  was  about  to  be  committed 
to  gaol,  was,  that  she  was  unable  to 
support  her  own  children.  Now,  if  that 
poor  woman  could  know  the  circumstances 
in  which  her  judge  stood,  as  a  pensioner 
on  the  public  bounty,  might  she  not 
naturally  say  to  him,  "  It  is  you,  and 
such  as  you,  who  are  supported  by  the 
plunder  of  the  public,  who  prevent  me 
from  being  enabled  to  support  my 
children  f  The  fact  of  a  committal  of 
this  kind  being  known,  and  being  ordered 
by  the  warrant  of  one  who,  but  for  the 


misplaced  appHcatioo  of  the  puUi< 
would  be  himself  in  a  somewhat  similar 
situation,  must  tend  greatly  to  reader  the 
administration  of  the  law  very  qoestiooabie 
in  the  eyes  of  the  people.      But  they  wei  e 
told  that  the  public  ought  not  to  object  to 
the   payment  of  such  pensiona  as    were 
found  on   this   list,    as  they    had     been 
granted  by  the  Sovereign,  because,  with 
a  liberality  and  condescension  uDexampled 
in  any  of  his  predecessors,  hia  Majesty 
had  given  up  to  the  pubUc  his  hereditary 
revenues.     Now  these,  as  he  had  before 
observed,  consisted  of  the  four  and  a-halt 
per  cent  duties  and  the    droits  of  the 
Admiralty.     He  would  speak  first  of  the 
droits.       He  believed  it  would    not  be 
disputed,  that,  by  the  Royal  prerogative^ 
the   King  claimed  and  received  certaia 
droits,  which  produced  a  very  considerable 
income  in  time  of  war.     We  were  now,  it 
was  true,  at  peace,  which  greatly  diminished 
the  produce  of  the  Admiralty  droits ;  but 
we  might  be  again   at  war.     However, 
with  such  an  able  Foreign  Secretary  as 
we  had  now  the  good  fortune  to  possess, 
the  chances  of  having  our  peaee  distorbed 
were  very  remote  indeed ;  with  his  great 
abilities  directing  our  foreign    relattons, 
we  might  reasonably  hope  for    a    long 
duration  of   peace — unless,  indeed,    the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfoni 
(Mr.   Maclean)  should  elicit    something 
from  the  noble  Lord  calculated  to  disturb 
our  present  tranquillity.    But  if  we  should 
remain  at  peace,  the  amounts  of  the  droits 
of  Admiralty  would  be  very  inconsiderable. 
He  found  in  a  Return  which  had  bees 
laid  before  the  House,  of  the  receipts  and 
disbursements  of  those  droits;    they  did 
not  exceed,  of  late  years,  2,000/.  a-year-- 
for  the  receipt  and  care  of  which  the 
receiver.  Sir  George  Frederick  Hampsoo, 
received  400/.  a-year,  for  self  and  clerk. 
It  appeared,  that  in  the  November  of 
1830,  this  gentleman  had  a  balance  in 
hand  of  8,000/.     Now,  after  the  speech 
of  his   Majesty   in    1830,    in   whkh   he 
declared  his  gracious  intention  of  making 
over  those  droits  to  the  public,  it  might 
have  been  expected  that  the  whcde  of  that      ^ 
balance  would  have  been  at  once  paid  in 
to  the  public  Exchequer.     This,  however, 
it  wotdd  be  found  was  not  the  case.    By 
the  return  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  and 
which  was  up  to  September,  1831,  this 
balance  was  stated  to  amount  to  8,000/. 
But  what  was  done  with  it  ?    6.O00(.  of  it 
was  paid  under  a  warrant,  signed  by  his 
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Majesty,   to  Sir  Henry  Wheatley,   the 
keeper  of  his  Privy  Purse,  and  only  the 
difTerenoe  between  that  sum  and  the  8,000/. 
was  paid  over  to  the  Exchequer.    Was 
ever  such  a  monstrons  imposition  practised 
upon  Parliament  as  thus,  on  the  one  hand, 
to  aay,  that  his  Majesty,  out  of  his  most 
gracious  condescension  ^^  his  fathomless 
liberality— had  given  up  the  droits  of  the 
Admiralty,  when  the  sum  which,  by  that 
Return,  appeared  to  have  been  relinquished 
did  not  exceed  2,000/.?     Looking  at  it 
with   the    eyes    of  common   sense,    and 
regarding  it  as  one  of  the  people,  he  should 
say,  that  all  the  benefit  the  people  derived 
from  the  proceeding  was  the  pleasure  of 
being  amused  with  magnificent  promises, 
and  of  seeing  fifteen  shillings  in  the  pound 
of    what    had    been   promised  to  them, 
applied  to  the  private    purposes  of  the 
Crown.      It    was    nugatory   to  talk   of 
liberalitv  in  such  a  case  as  that ;  wherein 
did  it  consist?     It  was  well  known  that 
these  droits  of  the  Admiralty  amounted  to 
exceedingly  little  in  time  of  peace,  and  to 
those  who  paid  the  least  attention  to  public 
affairs  in  this  country,  it  must  be  equally 
well  known  that  there  would  have  been 
very  little  chance  of  their  being  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  Parliament  in  time  of  war. 
Had  the  amount  been  large,  a  syllable 
respecting  the  droits  of  the  Admiralty 
would  never  have  been  mentioned.    That 
they  were  exceedingly  profitable  in  time 
of  war  might  be  collected  from  what  was 
said  of  a  gentleman  against  whom  he  had 
stood  a  contest,  that  to  him  (Mr.  Harvey) 
might  have  been  regarded  as  a  destructive 
contest — that  gentleman,  Mr.  Thornton, 
held  a  situation  connected  with  the  said 
droits,  which,  though  it  might  not  produce 
him  much  during  the  peace,  had  been 
worth  14,000/.  or  15,000/.  a-year  in  the 
war:    But  in  those  delightful  times  there 
was  nothing  of  the  sort  ever  mentioned — 
not  a  word  of  the  sort  ever  breathed ;  it  was 
not  till  the  matter  became  a  nonentity  that 
the  idea  of  handing  it  over  to  the  people 
was  ever  entertained;   and  for  this  they 
were  called  on  to  be  deeply  thankful —they 
were  called  on  to  testify  their  profound  gra- 
titude for  the  sum  of  1,000/.  a-year  I     He 
wondered  that  no  day  of  thanksgiving  was 
appointed  for  the  occasion.    He  now  came 
to  another  subject  —  the  four-and-a-half 
per  cents ;  that  was  another  Godsend  to 
the  untaxed  people  of  this  country.     He 
found  by  a  Return  dated  in  1831,  that  the 
four^aml-a*half  per  cent  duties  produced 


a  sum  of  20,890/.  He  would  presently  call* 
attention  to  the  appropriation  of  these 
duties;  but  he  would  previously  observe, 
that  they  were  a  species  of  revenue,  the 
nature  of  which  was  not  generally  under- 
stood. He  doubted  if  the  House  were 
acquainted  with  their  nature — he  felt  as- 
sured that  the  country  did  not  know  what 
they  were.  In  consequence,  then,  of  the 
want  of  accurate  definition,  an  air  of  mag- 
lyficence  was  cast  around  them,  particu- 
larly calculated  to  lead  to  misapprehen- 
sion. Now,  what  were  they?  When  the 
present  A.dministration  formed  his  Ma- 
jesty's Opposition,  they  very  well  under- 
stood what  was  meant  by  the  four-and*a 
half  per  cents.  A  Gentleman  who  had 
long  been  connected  with  them  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  their  party,  Mr.  Creevy,  had,  with 
all  the  power  which  belonged  to  his  bitter 
and  peculiar  style,  made  those  four-and-a 
half  per  cents,  exceedingly  familiar  to  the 
noble  Lords  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
how  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  The 
charge  called  the  four-and-a-half  per 
cents,  was  laid  originally  on  the  Leeward 
Islands  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  tbeir 
Governments  to  maintain  in  a  state  of 
good  repair  and  condition  the  batteries 
and  public  edifices  on  those  islands.  This 
expense  having  been,  for  a  time,  defrayed 
out  of  those  funds,  the  Crown  at  length 
appropriated,  first  a  part,  and  then  the 
whole,  to  its  own  use.  But  he  returned 
and  asked  what  those  duties  were  ?  They 
were  not  payments  in  money,  but  in  the 
case  of  their  being  sugar,  for  example, 
there  was  a  deduction  of  four  hogsheads 
and-a-half  from  every  hundred  hogsheads 
imported,  and  a  similar  deduction  from 
the  quantity  of  rum  or  other  dead  goods. 
When  they  arrived  here,  they  reached 
their  money  value,  and  were  converted 
into  cash  immediately.  The  establishment 
of  this  charge  was  made  at  a  remote  pe- 
riod, so  far  back  as  in  the  year  1663,  and 
for  a  long  time  past  they  had  been  con- 
ferred on  objects  of  the  royal  bounty,  the 
sugar  being  given  to  the  old  gentlemen, 
and  the  rum,  more  appropriately,  to  the 
old  ladies.  Indeed,  so  popular  became 
the  rum  among  ladies,  and  so  frequently 
did  the  royal  munificence  anticipate  the 
hogsheads  of  sugar  and  rum,  that  when 
sold  they  did  not  make  up  the  amount  of 
the  duties  charged  upon  them,  and  to  sup- 
ply the  deficiency,  the  Government  was 
obliged  to  suffer  their  importation  duty 
free,  urging  with  all  that  plausibility  which 
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which  he  ought  to  possess ;  but,  on  the  and  learned  Member  was  at  all  jastified 
contrary,  he  would  be  enabled  by  it  to  do  in  casting  such  an  imputation.  The 
good  to  those  who  were  really  deserving  ,  House  of  Commons  had  more  than  once 
of  his  bounty.  He  did  not  know  if  there  heard  the  statement  which  the  hon.  and 
was  any  peculiar  tenacity  of  life  among  learned  Gentleman  had  to  make  in  sup* 
those  who  were  on  the  Pension  List,  port  of  his  proposition,  and  had  already 
but  it  was  certain  that  they  fell  off  very  come  to  a  decision  that  it  would  not  enter 
slowly.  He  protested  against  the  prin-  ;  on  the  dangerous  course  which  that  pro* 
ciple  of  having  upon  that  list  five  children  '  position  recommended.  He  might  ask,  too, 
of  the  King  of  England,  who  had  at  his  whether,  upon  this  question,  the  country, 
command  so  much  wealth  and  all  the  generally,  had  not  altered  their  opinion? 
luxuries  of  life.  This  was  a  monstrous  It  was  a  question  upon  which  formerly 
insult  to  the  people  of  England.  The  great  popular  excitement  prevailed;  but 
highest  law  officer  of  the  Crown  had  stated  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  the  feeling 
on  a  former  occasion,  that  the  King  had  of  the  public  had  undergone  on  this  point, 
^iven  up  the  revenues  ofthe  Duchies  of  Corn-  a  very  great  change.  If  he  were  called 
wail  and  Lancaster,  upon  condition  of  the  \  upon  for  proof  of  such  being  the  fact,  he 
Pension  List  being  left  untouched  during  thought  he  might,  with  confidence,  refer 
his  reign.  But  his  Majesty,  though  not  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
in  possession  of  the  revenues,  still  enjoyed  Petitions.  When  he  came  to  examine 
the  patronage  derived  from  his  Crown  !  the  Table  of  the  House,  he  could  find 
-property;  It  was  only  very  recently  that  only  two  petitions  for  the  revision  of  the 
an  individual  had  to  pay  a  sum  of  70,000/.  for  \  Pension-list;  one  from  the  parish  of  St. 
the  renewal  of  a  lease.  Now,  he  should  like  '  Mary,  Newington,  the  other  from  a  parish 
to  know  to  whom  did  that  money  go  ?  Did  in  Ipswich.  Nor  were  those  petitions 
it  go  to  the  Crown  ?  It  was  such  things  as  signed  by  30,000  or  40,000  names,  as 
that  which  sickened  the  heart  of  the  was  usual  with  reference  to  subjects  on 
poor,  and  excited  within  them  feelings  of  which  a  great  popular  interest  was  felt; 
discontent.  There  was  a  deep  sentiment  on  the  contrary,  they  were  remarkable  for 
of  hostility  pervading  the  bosoms  of  the  the  paucity  of  their  signatures.  Nor  was 
poor,  caused  by  such  injustice.  He  called  that  all.  One  of  them  in  its  prayer  did  not 
upon  the  House  by  its  line  of  justice  to  exactly  support  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
accede  to  his  motion.  He  had  now  only  learned  Grentieman's  present  motion.  That 
to  say  in  conclusion,  that  in  offering  the  motion,  let  it  be  observed,  was  not  couched 
present  motion  to  the  House,  he  left  it  to  in  the  terms  of  the  notice  given  by  the 
hon.  Members  to  deal  with  it  entirely  as  hon.  and  learned  Member  on  the  17th  of 
they  thought  6t,  while  he  trusted,  that  March.  The  notice  given  by  the  hon. 
they  would  not  fail  to  do  justice  to  its  and  learned  Member  on  the  1 7th  of  March, 
merits.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  was  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Corn- 
moving  for  '*  a  Select  Committee  to  revise  mittee  "  to  revise  all  Pensions  and  Sine- 
each  pension  specified  in  a  return  ordered  cures  charged  upon  any  fund  under  the 
to  he  printed  on  the  28th  of  June,  1835;  control  of  Parliament,  with  a  view  to 
with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  the  con-  ascertain  whether  the  continued  payment 
tinued  payment  thereof  is  justified  by  the  thereof  was  justiBed  by  the  circumstances 
circumstances  of  the  orie:inal  grant,  or  of  the  original  grants,  or  the  condition  of 
the  condition  of  the  parties  receiving  the  the  parties  now  receiving  the  same.** 
same,  and  to  report  thereon  to  the  House."  Following  the  lead  which  had  been  thus 
Lord  John  Russell:  The  hon.  and  given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
learned  Gentleman  had  commenced  his  man,  the  petition  from  St.  Mary,  Newing- 
speech  by  lamenting  the  thinness  of  the  ,  ton,  spoke  of  "  the  disgust  with  which 


House  at  the  moment  of  his  rising,  as 
compared  with  what  it  had  been  a  short 
time  previous;  and  from  that  circum- 
stance  had  seemed  to  infer  a  culpable 


the  petitioners  viewed  the  existence  of 
sinecures,"  &c.  In  his  present  propoai* 
tion,  however,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman  omitted  all  mention  of  sinecures. 


remissness  on  the  part  of  Members,  in  not  I  confining    the   terms   of  his   motion    10 


being  present  to  attend  to  his  arguments 
for  the  setting  aside  the  verdict  which 
the  former  Parliament  recorded  upon  the 
same  subject.     He  did  not  think  the  hon. 


pensions.  Why  had  the  hon.  aud  learned 
gentleman  made  this  change?  Had  he  dis- 
covered since  the  period  at  which  he  gave 
his  original  notice,  that  there  were  perfons 
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in    that  House  whose  support  he  was 
desirous  of  securing — who  thought  that 
sinecures  were  enfiiled  to  greater  tender- 
ness of  treatment  than  pensions?     Was 
that  the  reason  which  had  induced  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  leave  out 
of  his  motion  all  allusion  to  sinecures  ? 
The  hon.  and    learned  Gentleman    had 
alluded  to  the  manner  in  which  the  pro- 
visions of   the  Poor-law  Bill  might  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  those  persons  that 
came  within  the  scope  of  his  motion  ;  but 
would  not  the  Poor-law  Bill  have  told 
equally    against    sinecurists    as    against 
pensioners?     Why,    then,  had  the  hon. 
Gentleman  abandoned  his  motion  as  it 
concerned  the  one,  and  retained  it  only 
with  reference  to  the  other?    There  were 
many  gentlemen  who  made  the  Pension- 
list  an  object  of  their  political  watchful- 
ness, but  who  did  not  think  it  right  to 
disturb  the  present  owners  of  sinecure  of- 
fices in  their  possession  of  them,  and  who 
would  not  support  a  motion,  if  brought 
Ibrward,  containing  retrospective   provi- 
sions.   If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  framed  bis  motion,  to  obtain  the  sup- 
port, while  he  charged  others  with  not 
bringing  forward  the  real  motives  of  their 
actions,  he  was  himself  concealing  some-* 
thing  from  the  cognizance  of  the  House, 
and  was  not  acting  with  that  boldness 
with  which  he  was  accustomed  to  agitate 
this  subject.      But  what  had  been  the 
course  which  Parliament  had  invariably 
pursued  with  reference  to  the  particular 
Btibject  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  now  brought  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House  ?     And  what  had 
been  the  course  pursued  with  reference  to 
it  by  the  political  party  with  which  he 
was  especially  connected?      It  was  the 
more  necessary  to  advert  to  the  latter 
point,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
among  many  other  insinuations,  implied 
that  that  party  had   greatly  altered   its 
opinions  and  practice  on  the  subject  since 
they  had  been  seated  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House.     With  respect  to  the 
course  pursued  by  Parliament  on  the  sub- 
ject, he  would  go  back  to  the  uniform 
Course  taken  since  the  Revolution ;  and, 
if  he  could  show  that  that  course  was  in 
direct  contradiction  to  the  object  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  in 
view,  he  thought  it  would  require  more 
than    mere   declamation    to  induce   the 
House  to  depart  from  what  had  been  its 
settled  and  long-continued  policy,  and  to 


begin  a  new  course  altogether.    He  be- 
lieved, that  at  the  Revolution^  the  CiviU 
list  granted  to  King  William  included  the 
pensions  which  had  been  granted  by  his 
immediate  predecessors*    The  same  was 
the  case  with  the  Civil-list  proposed  by 
Sir  Robert  Walpole,  in  1731,  and  in  the 
subsequent  reign.     After  the  Revolution, 
therefore,  when  a  change  was  made  in  the 
succession  to  the  Throne,  and  during  the 
reigns  of  the  subsequent  monarchs,  the 
Pension-list  granted  by  Charles  2nd  was 
preserved.     When    Mr.  Burke    brought 
forward  his  celebrated  question  respecting 
Financial  Reform,  a  great  excitement  was 
created  in  the  public  mind — an  excite- 
ment similar  to  that  which  the  question  of 
Parliamentary  Reform  had  lately  created. 
Mr.  Burke,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman truly  observed,  exhibited  on  that 
occasion  extensive  views  and  comprehen- 
sive purposes.     But  did  Mr.  Burke  pro« 
pose  that  existing  sinecures  and  pensions 
should  be  taken  from  those  by  whom  they 
were  held  ?  Quite  the  contrary.    On  that 
point,  Mr.  Burke  declared  that  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  wise,  that  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  expedient,  that  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  just,  to  interfere  re* 
trospectively ;  and  that  he  could  not  re- 
commend any  step  inflicting  on  individuals 
unmerited  hardship  and  injustice,  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  arriving  a  few  years 
sooner  at  the  object  which  Parliament  had 
in  view,     He  need  not  quote  the  words 
used   by  Mr.  Burke  on  that  occasion; 
they  had  frequently  been  adduced,  and 
were  in  the  minds  of  all  who  heard  him. 
He  had  a  right,  also,  to  conclude  from 
circumstances,  that  the  view  which  Mr. 
Pox    took    of    the    question    was    not 
different  from  the  view  of  it  taken  by  Mr. 
Burke.       When   Lord  John    Cavendish 
brought  forward  his  motion  in  that  House 
respecting  the  emoluments  of  the  Tellers 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  proposed  that  those 
extravagant  emoluments  should  be  reduced 
in  time  of  war,  Mr.  Fox  objected  to  make 
the  proposed  reform  a  retrospective  one ; 
contending  that  in  all  measures  of  reform 
as  wise,  broad,  and  intelligible  a  principle 
as  possible  should  be  adopted ;  but  that 
all  existing  rights  ought  to  be  respected, 
and  the  operation  of  the  reform  confined 
to  the  future  occupants  of  the  situations 
in  question.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  attempted  to  throw  on  noble 
friends  of  his   the  imputation  of  being 
favourable,  when  they  were  in  opposition^ 
2R2 
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to  the  principle  of  taking  away,  under 
certain  circumstances,  pensions  which  had 
been  granted  by  the  Crown,  For  his  part, 
he  did  not  remember  a  single  expression 
of  Lord  Grey's,  w.hen  that  noble  Lord  was 
in  opposition,  which  favoured  any  retro- 
spective view,  or  which  evinced  any  dis- 
position to  abandon  the  principle  which 
had  been  maintained  by  Mr.  Burke  and 
Mr.  Fox  :  and  which  had  universally  pre- 
vailed since  the  Revolution,  of  not  taking 
a\vay  from  the  existing  holders  what  had 
been  granted  to  them,  but  of  confining  the 
operation  of  retrenchment  to  future  grants. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
had  argued  for  the  propriety  of  taking  the 
opportunity  of  settling  the  Civil-list  to 
examine  into  the  Pension-list,  with  a  view 
to  deprive  many  of  the  holders  of  the 
pensions  which  they  enjoyed.  Lord  Spencer 
was  one  of  the  first  to  oppose  the  proposi- 
tion, and  to  declare  that  it  was  unwise, 
unjust,  and  inexpedient,  and  a  proposition 
in^  the  support  of  which  he  would  take  no 
part.  He  (Lord  John  Russell)  was,  there* 
fore,  entitled  to  say,  not  only  that  the 
whole  course  of  legislation  in  Parliament ; 
but  that  the  whole  course  pursued  by  the 
political  party  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected, whether  acting  with  a  majority  or 
a  minority,  was  to  except  from  interference 
pensions  already  granted,  to  make  reform 
prospective,  and  not  to  tread  on  the  danger- 
ous ground  of  depriving  existing  holders 
of  that  which  they  were  accustomed  to  con- 
sider as  a  right.  If  such  was  the  general 
principle  on  which  Parliament  had  hitherto 
proceeded,  he  begged  to  call  attention  to 
the  situation  of  the  particular  pension  list 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  desirous  of  bringing  under  considera- 
tion. This  pension- list  was  reformed,  as 
respected  the  future,  by  Mr.  Burke's  Bill. 
It  was  formerly  the  custom  of  the  Crown 
to  grant  pensions,  and  to  cause  them  to  be 
paid  secretly.  They  were  not  paid  at  the 
Exchequer,  and  the  names  of  the  persons 
by  whom  they  were  received  were  not 
known  to  the  public.  It  was  declared, 
in  Mr.  Burke's  Bill,  that  this  principle  of 
secrecy  was  dangerous  in  its  character, 
and  that  there  could  be  no  scruple  in  dis- 
closing the  names  of  the  persons  who  re- 
ceived the  pensions  in  question  on  any 
ground  that  there  was  anything  dishonour- 
able in  kuch  receipt.  That  was  the  prin- 
ciple on  which,  according  to  Mr.  Burke's 
Bill,  the  present  Pension -list  was  estab- 
lished.    But,  according  to  the  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman,  neither  desert  nor 
distress  was  a  sufficient  ground  for  a  pen- 
sion ;  for  he  wished  to  place  the  pensions 
on  the  footing  of  the  relief  afforded  by  the 
Poor-law  Bill,  namely,  that  if  any  could 
work  for  his  livelihood,  he  should  not 
obtain  any  such  benefit.  Now,  he  must 
say,  that  the  comparison  which  had  been 
made  between  the  two  cases  by  the  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  was  altogether 
misplaced.  The  question  with  respect  to 
the  Poor-law  Bill  had  been,  whether  any 
parochial  allowance  should  be  made  to  a 
person  who  was  able  to  earn  his  own 
living;  and  the  Bill  proceeded  on  the 
principle  that  if  a  man  could  work,  ha 
should  be  set  to  work.  It  was  well  known 
that  enormous  abuses  had  crept  into  the 
administration  of  the  Poor-laws ;  and  the 
Act  which  was  introduced  on  the  subject 
was  only  intended  to  re-establish  the  ori- 
ginal principle  of  those  laws,  and  to  declare 
that  whoever  could  work,  should  not  be 
allowed  relief  without  labour.  But  was 
that  a  principle  which  could  be  applied  to 
the  Pension-list  ?  Was  that  a  principle 
which  could  be  applied  to  such  pensions 
as  those  granted  by  the  Crown  ?  When  a 
pension  was  granted  by  the  Crown,  to  any 
man  of  distinguished  gallantry,  or  to  any 
celebrated  writer — to  such  men,  for  in- 
stance, as  Sir  Sidney  Smith  and  Professor 
Airey — one  to  whom  the  country  owed 
such  a  debt  of  gratitude  for  his  gallant 
naval  exploits,  the  other  an  individual  so 
well  known  throughout  Europe  by  the 
extent  of  his  mathematical  and  astrono- 
mical knowledge,  what  would  be  .thought 
if  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  were  to 
say  "  No ;  we  declared  by  the  Poor-law 
Act,  that  no  one  who  was  capable  of  gain- 
ing a  livelihood  by  his  own  labour  should 
receive  assistance ;  and,  therefore,  as  we 
do  not  believe,  that  the  individuals  to 
whom  these  pensions  are  granted,  are  in 
such  desperate  circumstances  as  to  be  ex- 
posed to  any  danger  of  starvation,  neither 
the  hero  nor  the  philosopher  shall  re- 
ceive the  benefit  intended  for  him?" 
A  more  odious  comparison,  one  less 
founded  in  the  real  nature  of  things 
was  never  attempted  to  be  palmed  on  a 
public  assembly  than  that  drawn  bj 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  between  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Poor-law  Act  and  the  principle 
of  the  Pension-list.  It  was  well  known, 
that  the  close  of  every  reign  was  the  time 
to  examine  the  civil  list  and  the  Pension- 
list  as  forming  a  part  of  it.    That  had 
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been  done  at  Ihe  close  of  the  last  reign, 
and  on  the  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend, 
Lord  Spencer,  the  list  was  limited  to  a 
narrower  amount  than  before.  The  ques- 
tion, therefore,  for  the  House  to  determine 
really  was,  whether  any  case  had  been 
made  out  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman which  should  induce  the  House  to 
break  the  compact  which  Parliament  had 
made  with  his  present  Majesty  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  reign.     Was  the  House 
prepared  to  set  aside  that  contract  ?   Had 
any  case  been  made  out  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  which  should  induce 
the  House  to  enter  on  a  course,  with  refer- 
ence to  this  subject,  inconsistent  with  the 
course  which  had  been  pursued  by  every 
preceding  Parliament  since  the  Revolu- 
tion ?    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
boldly  asserted,  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  persons  comprehended  in  the  Pension- 
list  had  been  placed  there  in  consequence 
either  of  their  political  profligacy  or  of 
their  individual  vices.      Now   it  was  no 
business  of  his  to  defend  the  reputation  of 
those  persons.     With  respect  to  by  much 
the  greater  portion  of  the  persons  compre- 
hended in  the  Pension-list,  he  had  nothing 
to  do,  directly  or  indirectly,  with   their 
being  placed  there.    There  had  been  only 
two  cases   in  which  he  had  ventured  to 
recommend,    that    pensions    should    be 
granted ;   and   in   both   those  cases  the 
pensions  had  been  totally  unsolicited  by 
the  individuals  on  whom  they  had  been 
conferred.     On  the  death  of  Sir  Walter 
Scott,  he  had  asked  Lord  Grey  to  grant  a 
pension  to  one  of  Sir  Walter's  daughters  ; 
and  he  had  last  year  asked  Lord  Melbourne 
to  grant  a  pension  to  Mr.  Thomas  Moore, 
or  one  of  his  family.     Both  belonged  to  a 
class  which   Mr.   Burke's  Act  declared 
might  be  justly  so  rewarded.     He  had 
therefore  no  peisonal  reason  for  standing 
up  in  the  defence  of  those  who  had  been 
so  warmly  attacked  by  the    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman.     But  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  declared  that  they 
had  all  entitled  themselves  to  their  pen- 
sions either  by  their  political  profligacy, 
or  bv  their  personal  vices,  he  must  say, 
that  he  firmly  believed  that  the  character 
thus  given  of  them   was    most   unjust. 
Undoubtedly,  in  his  opinion,  many  of  the 
pensions  ought  not  to  have  been  granted. 
There  were  persons  on  the  Pension  list, 
who  neither  by  their  professional  nor  by 
their  personal  merits  could  be  fairly  said 
to  come  within  the  proper  scope  of  such 
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jority  of  them,  having  been  recommended 
by  their   political    profligacy,  or  by  their 
private  vices,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
say,  that  he  entirely  disbelieved  the  asser- 
tion.    The  question,  therefore,  was,  whe- 
ther the  House,  on  the  bare  staten)ent  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  unsup- 
ported byany  witness,  and  unaccompanied 
by  any  proof,  would  be  induced  to  enter 
iuto  an  examination  of  the  Pension-list, 
and  to  go  through  it,  name  after  name, 
and  person  after  person,   n  order  to  hunt 
out  some  circumstance  which  might  show 
that  at  the  time  the  pension  was  granted 
it  was  not  conferred  for  meritorious  ser- 
vices, or  that  the  person  on  whom  it  had 
been  conferred  was  not  in  circumstances 
which  entitled  him  to  the  benefit.     Could 
any  proposition  be  more  odious  and  de- 
grading ?   Could  any  proposition  be  better 
calculated,  by  raking  up  the  personal  affairs 
of  individuals,  to  gratify  private  animosity 
and  malignity  ?    And  all  was  to  be  done 
without  any  object.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  at  the  commencement  of  his 
speech,   compared    the  relief  which   the 
country  would  derive  from  the  reduction  of 
the  pensions  with  the  relief  which  would  be 
afforded  by  an  acquiescence  in  the  motion 
of  a  noble  Lord  with  reference  to  agricul- 
tural  distress.     Nothing  could    be   more 
fallacious.       Even    if    the   House   could 
consent  to  violate  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
on  the  subject,  no  retrenchment  could  be 
eflfected  that  would  make  it  worth  while  to 
take  such  a  step.     In  November,   1830, 
the  whole  of  the  pensions  charged  on  the 
consolidated  fund  amounted  to  80,262/. ; 
on  the  1st  of  January,  1836,  the  amount 
was    62,319/.  ;    being    a    reduction    of 
17,943/.;  and   that  reduction  had   been 
made  without  any  examination  or  inquisi- 
tion into  private  affairs.     In  November, 
1830,  the  whole  of  the  pensions  charged 
on  the  4|  per  cents,  amounted  to  15,690/. ; 
and  on   the  1st  of  January,  1836,  the 
amount  was  12,634/.;  being  a  reduction 
of  3,056/.  Such  were  the  large  reductions 
alreadv  made  ;  and  they  had  been  made, 
as  he  nad  before  observed,  without  private 
annoyance  or  injury.  Taking  the  question 
in  another  way — if,  of  j>ensioDS  charged 
on  the  consolidated  fund,  they  took  only 
those  above  100/.,  the  amount  of  which 
was  45,000/.,  and  excepted  those  granted 
before  1810,  only  20,000/.  would  come 
within  the  purview  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  motion.  It  had  been  stated  to 
the  House  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the 
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duction  of  taxation  within  the  last  three 
years,  as  compared  with  the  amount  of  tax- 
ation in  1817,  was  4,736,000/.  Now  let 
the  House  compare  the  small  amount  which 
could  by  possibility  be  deducted  from  the 
Pension-list,  with  the  g^at  and  mighty 
reduction  of  nearly  5,000,000/.,  effected 
by  pursuing  the  honest  and  straight- 
forward course  of  reducing  only  where 
they  had  a  right  to  reduce,  and  where  no 
expectations  had  been  entertained,  and 
justly  entertained,  of  security  from  inter-^ 
ference.  Let  that  diminution  be  com- 
pared with  the  small  diminution  that  alone 
could  be  hoped  for  from  acquiescing  in 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  petty 
and  unjust  proposition.  The  one  had 
the  features  of  wise,  great,  and  national 
retrenchment ;  while  the  other  assumed 
the  appearance  of  private  pique  and 
miserable  malice.  The  honourable  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  adverted  to  the 
few  words  which  had  fallen  from  him 
when  the  subject  had  been  considered 
by  the  House  on  a  former  occasion.  On 
that  occasion  he  had  stated,  that  if  any 
inquiry  went  far  back,  it  would  be  either 
nugatory  or  unjust.  He  would  put  the 
case  personally  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  It  had  chanced  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  when  he  had 
sought  to  obtain  a  distinction  in  his  pro- 
fession to  be  violently  opposed.  On  two 
occasions  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  entered  into  a  defence  of  himself,  and 
had  stated  why  he  thought  that  the  accu- 
sations which  had  been  preferred  against 
him  were  most  unjust.  In  both  those 
instances  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said,  that  it  was  an  inquiry  in  which 
he  was  unable  fully  to  meet  his  opponents, 
because  so  long  a  time  had  elapsed  since 
the  occurrence  of  the  circumstances  ques- 
tioned, that  some  of  the  parties  for  whose 
evidence  he  should  otherwise  call  were 
dead,  and  some  document  that  would  hare 
been  most  serviceable  to  him  could  no 
longer  be  obtained.  At  the  same  time, 
let  it  be  recollected,  that  at  the  time  to 
which  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  alluded, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
asking  for  a  privilege;  he  wished  to  be 
allowed  to  act  as  a  Barrister.  But  what 
the  persons  on  the  Pension-list  claimed, 
was  merely  to  be  left  in  possession  of  what 
had  been  granted  them  by  the  Crown,  and 
under  an  Act  of  Parliament.  Suppose 
some  person  were  enjoying  a  pension  as 
the  descendant  of  a  near  relation  to  whom 
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If  the  inquiry  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  instituted,  might 
not  that  person  say,  ••  Mr.  Pkt  is  dead  ; 
the  persons  who  were  cognizant  of  the 
transaction  at  the  time  are  dead;  or  J 
should  be  able  to  show  that  the  pension 
was  granted  on  substantial  grounds?** 
Would  it  not  be  most  unjust  and  injurions 
to  enter  upon  such  an  inquiry  so  long 
after  the  death  of  those  who  alone  could 
bear  witness  to  the  merits  of  the  case  ? 
"  No  ;"  said  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, '*  such  a  claim  is- a  good  one  for  me 
to  make.  1  am  entitled  to  protest  against 
the  injustice  of  being  required  to  prove 
my  case,  when  my  witnesses  are  dead  and 
I  have  no  means  of  establishing  it.  But  i 
have  a  right  to  call  upon  a  thousand  per« 
sons,  many  of  whom  are  placed  in  a 
similar  predicament,  to  prove  their  cases ; 
notwithstanding  their  witnesses  are  dead, 
and  notwithstanding  they  have  no  longer 
the  means  of  proving  jihose  cases.  I 
require  justice  for  myself;  but  I  will  not 
npply  to  them  the  maxims  that  I  contend 
are  applicable  to  myself.  Feeling  on  the 
hon.  and  learned  Members  own  principles, 
that  he  had  not  made  out  a  case  which 
ought  to  induce  the  House  to  enter  into  any 
inquiry — feeling  that  no  such  inquiry  had 
been  sanctioned  in  the  whole  course  of  our 
national  history — feeling  that  no  great  party 
in  the  country  had  ever  adopted  the  doc- 
trines maintained  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  »  feeling  that  a  bargain  had 
been  made  by  Parliament  with  the  Crown, 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proposed  to  set  aside  on  no  adequate 
ground  whatever — feeling  that  it  was  prc^ 
posed  to  institute  an  extensive  authority 
into  the  rights  of  those  who  ought  in 
justice  to  be  allowed  to  enjoy  those  rights 
without  interference — feeling  that  the 
course  proposed  was  unjust  in  a  public 
point  of  view,  and  must  be  productive  of 
much  private  mischief  and  injury,  be 
should  decidedly  vote  against  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  motion. 

Mr.  Angersiein  asked  if  it  was  not  a  prin- 
ciple of  the  Poor-law  Act,  that  no  relief 
should  be  granted  to  any  person  who  had 
relations  in  a  condition  to  support  him  ? 

Mr,  Hume  thought,  that  when  the  noble 
Lord  referred  to  the  injustice  of  which  bis 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Harvey)  complained — 
namely,  the  delay  of  inquiry  until  the  prin- 
cipal witnesses  were  dead — he  stated  one 
of  the  strongest  reasons  that  could  possibly 
be  adduced  in  favour  of  bis  hon.  Friend's 
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Lord  began  by  stating  that  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr,  Harvey)  seemed  to  have 
lost  some  portion  of  courage,  seeing  that 
his  original  noticestood  for  an  inquiry  into 
pensions  and  sinecures,  whereas,  as  if 
frightened  at  the  very  name  of  sinecures, 
he  now  limited  his  motion  to  an  inquiry 
into  pensions  alone.  When  the  noble  Lord 
made  that  statement,  he  must  surely  have 
forgotten,  that  the  House  had  already 
directed  an  inquiry  into  sinecures,  and 
that  it  was  consequently  unnecessary  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  to  include 
that  part  of  the  subject  in  his  motion  on 
the  present  occasion.  Of  the  Committee  on 
sinecures  he  was  a  Member,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  London  was  Chairman,  and  al- 
ready their  inquiries  had  been  prosecuted 
to  a  very  considerable  extent.  What  was 
the  result?  In  the  first  place  the  mere 
appointment  of  such  a  Committee  satisfied 
the  public  mind  (which  it  was  idle  to  deny 
had  been  much  excited  upon  the  subject), 
that  an  attempt  at  any  rate  was  to  be 
made  to  do  justice,  and  to  draw  a  line  of 
distinction  between  the  deserving  and  the 
undeserving.  Already  there  had  been 
many  undeserving  persons  struck  off  from 
the  list  of  sinecures ;  and  if  a  similar  in- 
quiry were  instituted  with  respect  to 
pensions,  there  could  be  no  doubt  but 
that  a  like  result  would  follow.  Then 
the  noble  Lord  referred  to  the  little 
interest  that  seemed  to  exist  in  the  public 
mind  upon  the  subject,  and  alluded  to 
the  circumstance  of  there  having  been  only 
two  petitions  presented  to  Parliament  in 
favour  of  an  inquiry.  The  absence  of 
petitions  was  by  no  means  a  sure  criterion 
of  the  existence  of  public  apathy  or  in- 
difierence.  The  people  felt  confidence  in 
the  noble  Lord,  and  were  satisfied  that  the 
Reformed  House  of  Commons  would  be 
careful  to  abolish  abuses  wherever  they 
were  found  to  exist.  This  was  the  reason 
why  so  few  petitions  had  been  presented 
upon  the  subject ;  but  if  the  public  once 
saw  or  suspected  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
relaxing  in  his  efforts  to  do  justice  to  all 
classes — if  they  once  thought  that  he  was 
disposed  to  deal  out  one  kind  of  justice  to 
the  poor,  and  another  to  the  rich — he 
might  depend  upon  it  that  the  right  to 
petition  would  not  be  neglected,  as  one  of 
the  means  of  making  their  wishes  and  feel- 
ings known.  If  the  people  had  not 
troubled  themselves  much  about  the  matter 
of  pensions  of  late,  the  noble  Lord  mi^ht 
rest  assured  that  the  day  of  reckonmg 
must  still  cone ;  and  that  it  would  then 


be  well  for  those  who  could  conscientiously 
declare  that  they  had  done  their  duty. 
The  noble  Lord's  objection,  therefore,  to 
the  motion,  on  the  ground  that  there  had 
beeo  very  few  petitions  presented  in  favour 
of  it,  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Hume)  to  be 
of  very  trifiing  importance.  The  real 
question  was,  whether  the  persons  whose 
names  were  on  the  Pension-List  had  done 
anything  that  could  give  them  a  claim  to 
receive  any  portion  of  the  public  money. 
In  the  year  1834  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  candidly  and 
manfully  avowed  that  many  of  these  pen- 
sions could  not  be  defended ;  and  a 
similar  avowal  was  at  the  same  time  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  who  was  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  On  the  present 
occasion,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  seemed  to  found  his  objection  to 
the  motion  principally  on  two  grounds ; 
first,  the  precedent  of  former  Parliaments, 
and  next  the  personal  pain  and  inconve- 
nience which  might  result  from  the  inquiry. 
Neither  of  these  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Hume)  to  be  sufficient  grounds  on  which 
to  resist  the  motion.  I  f  former  Parliaments 
had  been  governed  by  a  bad  precedent,  it 
was  time  that  a  Reformed  Parliament 
should  strike  out  a  precedent  for  itself. 
And  what  was  the  precedent  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Southwark  would 
have  them  establish  ?  Not  to  strike  off 
the  list  of  pensioners  any  one  whom  merit 
or  desert  had  placed  there,  but  simply  to 
remove  those  who,  upon  inquiry,  should 
seem  to  have  no  claim  upon  the  public 
purse.  Was  this  a  very  dangerous  or  a  bad 
precedent  ?  Was  it  not  rather  a  precedent 
which  justice  required  them  to  lose  no  time 
in  establishing?  It  was  no  argument  in 
favour  of  the  practice,  to  say  that  it  had 
existed  since  the  Revolution.  If,  in  cor-* 
rupt  Parliaments,  a  bad  practice  had  been 
allowed  to  continue  for  150  years,  it 
only  afforded  a  stronger  and  more  urgent 
reason  why  a  Reformed  Parliament  should 
lose  no  time  in  correcting  it.  The  House 
had  partially  done  its  duty  by  appointing 
the  Committee  on  Sinecures — ^let  it  com- 
plete the  work  so  well  begun  of  appointing 
a  similar  Committee  on  Pensions.  It  was 
much  to  be  regretted  that  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  colleagues,  who,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Southwark  had  justly  observed, 
occupied  so  high  a  place  in  the  esteem  of 
the  people,  should  oppose  themselves  to  a 
motion  where  inquiry  was  so  obviously  ne- 
cessary as  in  this  matter  of  pensions.  It  was 
no  argument  in  favour  of  a  continuance  of 
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tbe  system  to  say  that  inquiry  might  bave 
a  retrospective  effect.  When  the  Poor- 
Laur  Amendment  Act  was  carried,  declar- 
ing that  no  poor  man  should  receive 
parochial  relief  whilst  his  relations  were 
able  to  maintain  him,  he  begged  to  know 
whether  that  was  not  a  retrospective  law  ? 
Would  the  House  then  declare  that  it  had 
no  sympathy  for  the  poor,  whilst  it  was  so 
jealously  careful  of  the  welfare  of  certain 
old  people  connected  with  the  Peerage  ? 
Were  there  not  mothers  of  Peers  enjoying 
large  pensions  paid  out  of  the  public 
funds  ?  Nay,  were  there  not  the  mothers 
of  several  Members  of  that  House  deriving 
large  incomes  from  the  same  source  ?  It 
was  true  that  there  were  some  honourable 
exceptions ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark  forgot  to  mention  that  the 
Duchess  of  Newcastle  had  refused  her 
pension  of  1  flOOL  a-year.  He  wished  that 
other  titled  dames,  to  the  number  of  some 
200  or  300,  would  follow  the  same  honour- 
able example.  He  considered  it  directly  at 
variance  with  the  principle  of  the  new  Poor- 
law  Act  that  they  should  allow  men  of  large 
property  an  annual  stipend  out  of  the 
public  funds.  Many  of  those  who  had 
not  a  shilling  in  the  world  when  their 
pensions  were  granted  them,  had  since 
become  wealthy.  Why,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, did  they  not  come  forward 
and  follow  the  example  of  Lord  Sidmouth 
and  Mr.  Marsden,  and  resign  the  pensions 
which  had  been  allotted  to  them.  It  was 
intolerable  that  persons  ranking  in  the 
class  of  society  to  which  most  of  these 
pensioners  belonged,  should  be  allowed  to 
plunder  those  who  were  compelled  to 
work  for  their  daily  bread,  and  who  the 
law  declared  should  receive  no  relief  from 
a  public  fund  whilst  they  had  a  blood  re- 
lative capable  of  supporting  them.  The 
noble  Lord  (J.  Russell)  must  have  been 
aware  when  he  alluded  to  the  authority  of 
Mr.  Burke,  that  the  course  taken  by  that 
gentleman  upwards  of  forty  years  ago, 
could  have  no  application  whatever  to 
the  present  times.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
said,  that  there  was  a  compact  entered 
into  between  his  Majesty  and  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  it  would  not  become 
the  House  to  break  that  compact.  There 
was  no  pretence  for  saying  that  this 
motion,  if  agreed  to,  would  lead  to  any 
breach  of  compact.  If  the  inquiry  were 
to  proceed,  it  would  not  in  any  way  inter, 
fere  with  the  King's  prerogative.  The 
Civil  List  would  remain,  his  Majesty  would 

have  tbe  same  amount  of  money  to  disposQ 


of  in  pensions,  and  he  would  be  alloweci 
tbe  opportunity  (which  at  present  he    had 
not,  because  tbe  Pension  List  was  filled  op 
by    his  predecessors)   of  bestowing-     his 
bounty  on  proper  and  deserving  persons. 
Thus,  in  point  of  factj  tbe  House  wroald 
only  be  doing  an  act  of  justice  to  his  JIf  a^ 
jesty.     It  was  the  duty  of  the  Commons 
of  England  at  that  moment  not  to  allow  a 
single  pound  to  be   appropriated  to    an 
unworthy  individual.     It  was  time  that 
the  Reformed  House  should  begin  to  repair 
the  faults  of  former  Parliaments.    It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  answered  one  of  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark, 
and  he  held  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Angersteio)  opposite  to  be 
wholly  unanswerable.      If  that  question 
were  not  answered  —  if    it    were    not 
attempted  to  be  answered,  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
said  there  was  no  man  in  that  House  who 
could  conscientiously  oppose  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark.     If  these 
titled  pensioners  were  to  be  continued,  at 
least  let  them  be  dressed  in  blue  coats  and 
yellow  stockings,  and  decorated  with  some 
badge  by  which   they  might  be  known. 
The  unfortunate  parish  pauper  was  made  to 
appear  in  a  particular  dress  in  order  that 
he  might  be  recognised  as  one  dependent 
upon  parochial  bounty — he  knew  not  why 
the  same  practice  should  not  be  extended 
to  pauper  Peers.     At  all  events  inquiry 
into  the  subject  was  what  the  country  had 
a  right  to  demand,  what  the  people  had  a 
right  to  expect,  and  that  House  a  right  to 
enforce.     He,  for  one,  therefore,  should 
^ive  his  decided  support  to  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  fot  South- 
wark. 

Mr.  Ward  wished  to  state,  as  shortly  as 
possible,  the  grounds  on  which  Jhis  vote 
would  be  given.  He  came  into  the  House 
with  as  strong  a  feeling  against  the  Pen* 
sion-List — against  the  abuses,  the  anoma- 
lies, and  the  misapplications,  which  took 
place  in  the  expenditure  of  the  public 
money —  as  any  one  of  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sat  around  him,  and  be  enter- 
tained as  full  a  conviction  that,  as  it  was 
the  duty,  so  it  should  be  one  of  the  Brst 
acts  of  a  Reformed  House  of  Commons  to 
put  an  end  to  the  abuses  of  pensions  by 
revising  the  whole  List.  He  believed  that 
he  was  one  of  those  who  must  plead  guilty 
to  the  charge  brought  forward  by  the  boo. 
Member  for  Southwark,  of  having  pro* 
fessed  those  sentiments  upon  the  hustiogs. 

He  ym  c^itaia  that  tb«i6  w^re  tbo  pitoci^ 
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pies  on  which  he  had  intended  to  act,  nor 
was  it  until  after  he  had  had  a  seat  in  that 
Hoase  for  some  time,  that  he  saw  the  pro- 
priety of  acting  otherwise.  He  perceived 
that  many  men  for  whose  liberality  of  judg- 
ment, and  for  whose  political  opinions  he 
entertained  the  highest  respect,  differed 
from  him  in  his  view  with  respect  to  this 
question,  and  felt  that  Parliament  was 
bound  by  the  compact  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  had  referred. 
He  had  not  the  honour  ojf  a  seat  in  the 
House  when  the  Civil  List  was  discussed ; 
but  he  had  made  it  his  business  most  care- 
fully to  examine  the  whole  of  the  debates 
upon  that  subject.  He  had  gone  through 
the  whole  of  them  carefully,  step  by  step, 
and  if  at  the  time  he  had  a  prepossession 
on  his  mind  it  was  decidedly  against  the 
conclusion  to  which  he  ultimately  arrived. 
He  might  be  right,  or  he  might  be  wrong, 
but  he  was  bound  to  state  in  his  place  in 
that  House  that,  after  a  due  consideration 
of  the  subject,  he  did  feel  as  an  honest 
man,  that  he  could  not  interfere  with  pen- 
sions as  they  stood  on  the  list  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  reign,  and  after 
the  final  accommodation  of  the  Civil  List. 
He  felt  that  they  were  bound  by  a  compact 
which  they  had  no  right  to  infringe  during 
the  reign  of  his  present  Majesty.  With  the 
permission  of  the  House,  he  would  state,  as 
shortly  as  possible,  the  grounds  which  in- 
duced him  to  arrive  at  that  conclusion. 
In  the  first  place  he  must  observe,  that  he 
looked  upon  the  whole  of  the  argument 
which  had  that  night  been  advanced  in  the 
assumed  analogy  bet  ween  the  Civil  List  and 
the  new  Poor-law  Act  to  be  a  complete  fal- 
lacy. He  conceived  that  in  this  country, 
governed  as  it  was  by  a  popular  and  re- 
sponsible form  of  Government,  it  had  been 
the  practice  from  time  immemorial  to  con- 
cede to  the  King,  for  the  time  being,  the 
right  of  granting  pensions  to  such  an  ex- 
tent as  he  should  think  proper,  within  the 
limit  of  the  Civil  List.  He  believed  that 
up  to  the  time  of  Mr.  Burke's  motion  upon 
the  Civil  List,  there  were  no  legal  bounds 
to  these  royal  grants — they  were  supposed 
to  be  part  of  the  royal  prerogative.  Mr. 
Burke  placed  bounds  to  this  exercise  of 
the  royal  prerogative,  but  he  left  to  the 
King  an  irresponsible  power  of  granting 
pensions  within  certain  specified  limits. 
Now  he  was  not  a  friend  to  irresponsible 
power  in  any  shape,  and  whilst  it  was  con- 
tinued to  so  great  an  extent  he  was  not 
surprised  at  the  amount  of  abuse  which 
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abuses  there  was  but  one  remedy.  All 
pensions  expired  with  the  life  of  Ihe  So- 
vereign who  granted  them,  and  conse- 
quently before  any  new  Civil  List  waf 
voted,  it  was  in  the  power  of  Parliament 
to  institute  an  inquiry.  The  proper  time, 
then,  for  instituting  such  an  inquiry  as 
was  now  moved  for  was  in  the  year  1830, 
when  his  present  Majesty  ascended  the 
Throne,  and  it  must  be  in  the  recollection 
of  every  one  whom  he  was  addressing, 
that  in  the  year  1831 ,  the  matter  was  fully 
and  fairly  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  They  had  heard  much  of 
the  compact  which  took  place  at  that  time 
between  the  Government  and  the  Crown. 
To  such  a  compact  as  that  he  should  be 
one  of  the  first  to  say  he  was  not  a  party ; 
but  to  a  compact  between  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  Crown,  he  felt  he  was 
irretrievably  bound.  The  subject  was  re- 
peatedly under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  in  1831.  In  the  first  place,  there 
was  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  Tydvil  on  the  4th  of  February, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  de- 
clared, that  the  proper  and  most  constitu- 
tional time  had  arrived  for  the  institution 
of  an  inquiry  into  the  Pension  List,  seeing 
that  no  person  whose  name  was  then  upon 
the  list  had  a  legal  right  to  the  continuance 
of  his  pension.  That  argument  was  taken 
up  by  many  gentlemen  who  then  sat  on 
the  same  side  of  the  House  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex.*  Among  others,  Mr. 
Maberley  said,  that  the  time  had  arrived 
when  Parliament  had  the  power  of  deter- 
termining  whether  these  payments  should 
be  continued  or  not.  This  showed  that 
the  whole  question  was  fully  and  fairly 
brought  before  the  House  at  that  time; 
and  how  was  it  met  ?  Not  by  any  denial 
of  the  right  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
interfere,  but  by  an  offer  on  the  part  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
time  being  to  meet  a  suspension  of  the 
right  of  inquiry  by  an  immense  reduction 
of  the  Pension  List.  (Jp  to  the  year  1 830, 
the  Pension  List  had  amounted  to  nearly 
200,000/.  The  Duke  of  Wellington, 
previous  to  his  retirement,  proposed  to  re- 
duce it  to  144,000/. ;  but  Lord  Althorp, 
on  coming  into  office,  offered  to  reduce  it 
to  75,000/. ;  but  on  this  specific  condition, 
that  all  existing  pensions  should  be  pro- 
vided for.  Parliament  accepted  this  last 
offer,  and  thought  it  was  making  a  good 
bargain  for  the  people,  by  reducing  the 
Pension  List  more  than  one-half.     When 
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of  the  Civil  List  was  fixed,  and  there 
was  not  ao  instance  on  record  of  a  com- 
pact 60  entered  into  being  afterwards 
deliberately  broken.  He  trusted  that 
such  a  precedent  would  not  be  established 
by  the  brst  Reformed  Parliament*  There 
were  many  Members  of  the  House  who 
thought  that  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
would  be  unfairly  restricted  by  the  course 
which  was  taken  in  limiting  the  amount  of 
the  Civil  List;  and  thatview  of  the  subject 
was  strongly  urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman* the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge.  The  decision  upon  the  ques- 
tion was  not  a  hasty  one— it  was  not  a 
discussion  of  one  day.  The  discussion  of 
Uie  subject  was  renewed  on  the  7th  Febru- 
ary, and  again  on  the  25th  March.  On 
the  29th  March  the  Civil  List  Bill  was 
brought  forward;  on  the  12th  April  it  was 
read  a  first  time ;  and  a  second  time  on 
the  14th,  and  in  every  stage,  from  its  in- 
troduction to  its  final  passing,  it  was  briefly 
and  fairly  discussed.  It  was  a  singular 
circumstance  that,  during  the  whole  of 
these  discussions,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark  never  once  broached  any  of 
those  opinions  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Pension  List  which  he  bad  since  been  so 
frequently  urging  upon  the  attention  of 
Parliament'  On  looking  over  the  reports 
of  the  debates  which  occurred  at  the  timci 
be  found  only  one  remark  made  by  that 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  remark  showed 
him  to  be  decidedly  hostile  to  a  revision  of 
the  Pension  List  in  1831.  He  said,  there 
would  be  no  economy  in  it,  and  that,  in 
nine  cases  out  of  ten,  if  pensions  were  sub- 
mitted to  a  Parliamentary  inquiry,  they 
would  be  much  larger  in  amount  than  any 
thai  would  be  granted  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  Ministers  to  the  King.  It  was 
certainly  a  little  singular  that,  at  that  time, 
when  Parliament  had  the  power  to  take 
any  course  that  it  might  deem  most  pro* 
per,  that  the  only  observations  falling  from 
the  bon.  Member  for  Southwark  should 
be  so  decidedly  unfavourable  to  the  course 
he  had  since  adopted.  So  struck,  indeed, 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  at  the 
singularity  of  the  opinion  expressed  by  a 
gentleman  whose  liberal  opinions  were  so 
well  known,  that  he  got  up  and  declared, 
that  be  looked  upon  the  doctrine  of  Par- 
liamentary inquiry,  leading  to  greater  es- 
penditore,  as  a  libel  on  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  bon.  Member  concluded  by 
slating,  that  he  looked  upon  the  compact 
entered  into  between  the  Crown  and  the 
Hqqiq  of  C^nuDOiis  m  ioTiolabk ;  aod|  ooj 


that  account,  he  should  feel  bound  to  resist 
any  motion  like  the  present,  till  they  came 
to  the  settlement  of  another  Civil  List. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  was  of  opinion  that, 
from  the  moment  Parliament  took  posses- 
sion of  the  hereditary  revenues  of  the 
Crown,  upon  condition  of  granting  a  cer- 
tain amount  for  the  Civil  List,  a  portion  of 
which  was  set  apart  to  be  appropriated  by 
the  Crown  in  the  way  of  pensions,  the 
Crown  by  its  prerogative  had  the  full  dis- 
position of  that  money,  and  was  as  free 
from  the  control  of  Parliament  as  a  private 
individual  in  the  exercise  of  its  liberality. 
Considering,  therefore,  all  the  suppositions 
of  the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  South* 
wark,  as  being  so  many  certain  truths,  he 
would  still  contend,  that  the  country  had 
no  right  to  exercise  any  control  over  the. 
discretion  of  the  Crown  in  the  appropria- 
tion of  that  portion  of  the  Civil  List  set 
apart  for  pensions. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wished 
to  set  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Southwark  right  as  to  what  he  had  stated 
respecting  the  droits  of  the  Admiralty.  It 
was  clear  from  that  statement,  that  an  im- 
pression existed  on  his  mind,  and  which 
be  endeavoured  to  make  upon  the  mind  of 
the  House,  that  aAer  the  droits  of  the  Ad^ 
miralty  had  been  transferred  from  his  Ma- 
j.esty  to  the  public,  a  sum  amounting  to 
6,000/.  bad  been  withdrawn  from  that 
fund,  and  paid  into  his  Majesty's  privy 
purse,  for  his  Majesty's  own  use.  Bui 
nothing  could  be  more  opposite  to  the  fact 
than  that  misconceived  statement,  for  such 
he  was  sure  it  was,  that  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  It  was 
perfectly  true,  that  the  sum  of  6,000/. 
was  so  paid  after  the  transfer  of  the 
droits  of  the  Admiralty  had  been  made 
to  the  public;  but  it  was  a  sum  that 
had  accrued  before  the  transfer  was  even 
contemplated.  It  had  no  reference  what- 
ever to  the  Admiralty  droits  that  had  ac« 
crued  siuce  the  time  that  the  bargain  was 
made  with  his  Majesty.  There  had  not 
been  one  single  farthing  derived  from  those 
casual  branches  of  the  King's  reveaue 
since  that  bargain  was  made  that  had  not 
been  carried  to  the  public  account.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  challenged 
him  to  show  him  ten  names  on  the  Pen- 
sion List  that  were  distinguished  for  their 
public  services,  or  for  eminence  in  litera- 
ture, in  science,  or  in  any  other  way  that 
could  possibly  be  a  recommendation  for 
their  being  placed  on  that  list.     Now, 
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tected  himself  from  being  committed  on 
thai  question  by  saying^that  he   begged 
it  to  be  understood,  that  by  their  vote 
on  that  occasion,  no   Gentleman  would 
be  precluded  thereafter  from  moving  that 
the  Pension  List  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,   or    that   any  name    be  ac- 
tually   struck   off.      That   was  said  be- 
fore the   passing  of  the   Pension   Act. 
But  the  majority  of  the  House  at  that 
time  were  borne  away  by  a  delusion  that 
it  was  essential  to  recognize  and  acknow- 
ledge the  bargain  made  with  the  Crown,  or 
else  something  dangerous  would  happen. 
In  fact,  Members  were  not  at  that  time 
masters  of  their  own  actions.     But  did  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  mean  to  assert  that  the 
King  of  England  would  say  to  them,  '*  If 
you  do  not  recogpaise  and  co-operate  with 
me  in  the  propriety  of  this  measure,  I  will 
interpose  my  prerogative  to  the  frustration 
of  an  object  on  which  the  people  insist?*' 
Was  that  so,  or  was  it  not  so  ?    If  it  was, 
then  he  would  say,  that  it  was  an  unconsti- 
tutional compact^  and  the  Minister  ought 
to  have  come  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  have  said,'*  We  are  called  upon 
to  enter  into  a  compact  which,  if  we  sub- 
mit to,  we  ought  to  be  impeached  ;"  and 
the  House  would  have  given  them  its  sup- 
port.    But  the  truth  was,  that  the  House 
was  not  at  that  time  compos  mentis.    The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  read  a 
list  of  names  of  some  very  eminent  men, 
certainly,  who  were  on  the  Pension-List. 
But  that  was  no  answer  to  his  challenge ; 
for  all  those  names  were  placed  on  the  list 
since  the  Pension  Act  passed;  whereas 
his  question  applied  to  the  practice  prior 
to  that  period.    The  noble  Lord  had  said 
there  were  only  two  petitions  in  favour  of 
this  motion.    Very  well.     He  would  place 
it  on  the  people.  He  was  content  to  stand 
upon  that  point ;  and  he  now  declared  he 
would   never  bring  the  subject  forward 
again  until  there  were  more  petitions  on 
the  table  than  the  noble  Lord  could  lift. 
He  knew  very  well,  that  when  the  peti- 
tions had  been  presented,  and  the  motion 
was  again  brought  forward,  the  noble  Lord 
would  say,  *«  Oh,  this  will  never  do ;  there 
are  too  many  petitions;  if  we  accede  to 
this  motion  we  shall  be  yielding  to  cla- 
mour; we  are  not  in  a  sufficiently  calm 
and  serene  state  for  the  consideration  of 
this  question  ;  besides,  the  petitions  are  all 
written  in  the  same  hand— the  very  parch- 
meut  is  alike."    The  noble  Lord's  objec- 
tion had  satisfied  him  of  what  he  had  long 

wee  known  to  be  »  fact^namel^  tbftt 


the  Reform  Bill  was  merely  a  name — that 
there  was  no  Reform  in  that  House  unless 
the  people  would  act  upon  their  represen- 
tatives ;  and  that  if  they  suffered  them  to 
give  pledges  one  way  on  the  hustings  and 
vote  another  in  that  House,  they  must  take 
the  consequences. 

The  House  divided  '.^Ayes  146;  Noes 
268 :— Majority  122. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ains worth,  P. 
Alsager,  Richard 
Angerstein,  J. 
Attwood,  Thomas 
Bailey,  J. 
Bainbridge,  E.  T. 
Baines,  E. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Benett,  J. 
Bewes,  T. 
Bish,  T. 

Blackburne,  John 
Blunt,  Sir  C. 
Bowes,  John 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brod  ie,  William  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown rigg,  J.  S. 
Buckinghano,  J.  S. 
Burdon,  W. 
Butler,  Hon.  Pierce 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Charlton,  E.  L. 
Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 
Clay,  William 
Codrington,  Sir  E. 
Collier,  John 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Curteis,  Herbert  B. 
Curteis,  E.  B. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dirett,  E. 
Dancombe,  T.  S. 
Doncombe,  Hon.  W. 
Dunlop,  J. 
Edwards,  Colonel 
Eiphinstone,  H. 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  George 
Ewart,  W. 

Fancourt,  C.  St.  John 
Factor,  John  Minet 
Fellowes,  N. 
Fleetwood,  Peter  H. 
Fort,  J. 

yrea*,  F, 


Gaskell,  Daniel 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Grote,  George 
Gully,  John 
Hall,  B. 
Handley,  H. 
Hastie,  A. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hindley,  Charles 
Hodges,  T.L. 
Hodges,  T. 
Horsman,  E. 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  John 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jervis,  John 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
King,  Edward  B. 
Langton^  Wm.  Gore 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lister,  E.  C.      * 
Lushington,  Charles 
Macnamara,  Major 
M'Taggart,  J. 
Mangles,  J. 
Marsland,  II. 
Mathew,  Captain 
Moleswortb,  Sir  W. 
Morrison,  J. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  Cornelius 
O'Connell,  Daniel 
O'CooneU,  John 
0*CoDQell,  M. 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
Oswald,  James 
Palmer,  Gen. 
Parrott,  J. 
Parry,  Colonel 
Paitison,  James 
Pease,  J. 
Philips,  Mark 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Potter,  Richard 
Power,  J. 
Ramslwttoroj  John 
RiobardS|  Jt 
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Rickford,  W. 
Rippon,  Cutlibert 
Robinson,  G. 
Roche,  W. 
Roebuck,  John  A. 
Randle,J. 
San  ford,  £.  A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Sheldon,  £. 
Simeon,  Sir  R. 
Sinclair,  Sir  George 
Stewart,  Sir  M.S.,  Bt. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tennent,  J.  £, 
TbonipsoD,  Wm. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thorneley,  T. 
Tollemache,  Hon.  A. 


Trelawney,  Sir  W. 
Tulk,C.  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Tynte,  Charles  K.K. 
Villiera,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T 
Wallace,  Robert 
Waiter,  John 
Warburton,  H. 
Wason,  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Wigney,  Isaac  N. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E.,  Bt. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Harvey,  D.  W. 
Sibthorpe,  Col. 


Tooke,  W. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Adam,  Admiral  Chaplin,  TI)OS. 

Agnew,  Sir  A.,  Bart. 
Anson,  G. 


Archdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Bagshaw,  John 
Baillie,  Col.  H. 
Balfour,  T. 
Bannerman,  Alex. 
Barclay,  David 
Barclay,  Charles 
Baring,  Francis  T. 
Baring,  F. 
Baring,  H.  Bingham 
Baring,  W. 
Baring,  Thomas 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bell,  Matthew 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  Ijord  W. 
Berkeley, 'Hon.  F. 
Bernal,  Ralph 
Biddulph,  Robert 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boiling,  Wm. 
Bonham,  Francis  R. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bruce,  C.  L.C. 
Bnidenell,  Lord 
Bruen,  F. 


Chapman,  Aaron 
Cbetwynd,  W.  F. 
Chichester,  A. 
Childers.  J.  W. 
Clayton,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  Viscount 
Clerk,  Sir  G.,  Bart 
Clive,  Hon.  R.  H. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Colbome,  N.  W.  R. 
Cole,  Hon.  A.  H. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Corbett,  T. 
Corry,  Hon.  H.  T.  L. 
Cowper,  Hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cripps,  Joseph 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Dalmeney,  Lord 
Damer,  D. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Denison,  John  £. 
Donkin,  Sir  R.  S. 
Dottin,  Abel  Rous 
Dowdeswell,  Wm. 
Duffield,  Thomas 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Dancombe,  Hon.  A.  - 
Dundas,  Hon.  T 
East,  James  BuUer 


Bulkeley,  Sir  R.  B.  W.    Eastnor,  Viscount 


Buller,  E. 
Buller,  Sir  J. 
Bulwer,  H.  X^. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.,  Bt. 
Burton,  Henry 
Byng,  G. 
Byng,  G.  S. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  J- 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Castlereagh,  Vise. 


Ebrington,  Lord 
Egerton,  Wro.Tatton 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Egerton,  Lord  Fran. 
Elley,SirJ. 
Elwes,  J 

Estcourt,  Thos.  G.  B. 
Estcourt,  Thos.  S.  B. 
Fergus,  John 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Ferguson,  Robert 


Cavendish,  Hon.  H.  G.    Ferguson^  G. 


Fergusson,  Rt.  Hn.  C.    Marshall,  William 


Finch,  George 
Fitzgibbon,  Hon.  B. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fleming,  John 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  Webb 
Forester,  Hon.G.C.W. 
Forster,  Charles  S. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T.  W. 
Freshfield,  J. 
Geary,  Sir  W.  R.  P. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gladstone,  Thomas 
Gladstone,  Wm.E. 
Gordon,  Robert 


Marsland,  Thomas 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  Hon.  F. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Miles,  William 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J.,  Bt> 
Morgan,  Chas.  M.  R. 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Mosley,  Sir  O.,  Bart, 
Mostyn,  Hon.  E.  L. 
Murray,  Rt.  Hon.  J. 
Nicholl,  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
OTerrall,  R.  M. 


Goulburn,  Rt.  Hn.  H.    O'Loghlen,  Sergeant 


Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Grattan,  J. 
Greisley,  Sir  R. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hale,  Robert  B. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J.,  Bart. 
Harcourt,  G. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H. 
Harland,  W.  Charles 
Hawes,  Benjamin 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Heneage,  Edward 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herries,  Rt.  Hn.  J:  C. 
Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C. 
Hogg,  James  Weir 
Holland,  Edward 
Hope,  Hon.  James 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Lord 
Jermyn,  Earl  of 
Ingham,  R» 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Bt. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  W. 
Jones,  Theobald 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Law,  Hon.  C. 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lewis,  David 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Loch,  James 
Long,  Walter 
Lopez,  Sir  R. 
Lowtber,  Col.  H.  C. 
Lygon,  Hn.  Col.  H.  B. 
Mackenzie,  J.  A.  S. 
Mahon,  Lord 
Manners,  rx>rd  C. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 


Ossulston,  Lord 
Owen,  Hugh 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  Robert 
P  arker,  M.  E. 
Parker,  J. 

Patten,  John  Wilson 
Pechell,  Captain 
Peel,  Sir  R.,  Bart. 
Pelham,  Hon.  C. 
Pendarves,  E.  W. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Pigott,  Robert 
Pinney,  W. 
Plunket,  Hon.  R. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Poyntz,  Wm.  Stephen 
Praed,  Wintbrop  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pryme,  George 
Reid,  Sir  J.  Rae 
Rice,  Right  Hon.  T.S. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Robarts,  Abraham  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rushbrooke,  R. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Russell,  Lord 
Russell,  Lord  Charles 
Ryle,  John 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Lord 
Scarlett,  Honi  R. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scott,  James  W. 
Scourfield,  W.  H* 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheppard,  Thomas 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  Hon.  R. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Steuart,  R. 
Stewart,  P.  Maxwell 
Strutt,  £. 
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not  in  his  place ;  but  as  tbere  were  no 
doubt  other  legal  Gentlemen  present,  he 
(Capt.  P.,)  should  like  to  know,  as  the  law 
ofBcers  had  decided  that  the  petitioner 
might  have  become  possessed  of  property  by 
the  transportation  of  her  husband,  whether, 
in  the  event  of  any  money  having  been 
settled  on  her  at  her  marriage,  she  could 
now  have  obtained  the  same.  He,  (Capt 
P.)  believed  that  the  Crown  would  take  it 
for  the  life  of  the  husband.  The  law 
officers  might  probably  tell  him  that  the 
monies  called  pin  money  would  be  applic- 
able ;  but  in  the  present  case  the  unfortu- 
nate petitioner  had  no  such  resources.  By 
the  decision  come  to  by  the  magistrates,  the 
question  of  the  liability  of  the  wife  to 
maintain  her  husband's  children  had  been 
entirely  overlooked.  The  petitioner  had 
no  choice  but  a  jail  or  a  workhouse,  as  the 
parish  officers  would  not  permit  her  to 
maintain  herself,  but  would  compel  her  to 
go  into  the  poor-house.  This  then  being  a 
special  case  he  considered  the  Govern- 
ment should  interfere,  as  the  peti- 
tioner had  no  legal  remedy  and  could  not 
sue  or  be  sued,  and  that  the  Poor-Law 
Commissioners  should  be  directed  to  sane 
tion  the  parish  officers  allowing  this  woman 
the  same  sum  for  the  maintenance  of  her 
children  as  was  given  her  on  the  transpor- 
tation of  her  husband  and  before  the  new 
Bill  came  into  operation.  He,  (Capt.  P.) 
had  reason  to  believe  that  the  Poor-Law 
board  was  very  desirous  to  assist  the  peti- 
tioner, and  therefore  trusted  the  noble  Lord 
would  do  something  for  her.  The  petitioner 
prayed,  that  her  petition  might  be  referred 
to  the  Law  and  Ecclesiastical  Judges  for 
their  opinion  on  her  case,  whether  she  was 
to  be  held  as  femfne  sole  oxfemme  couverte. 
He  had  reason  to  believe,  that  the  Judges 
were  bound  to  give  their  opinion  when 
called  upon  by  parliament;  and  as  the 
petitioner  was  to  be  committed  pursuant  to 
the  sentence  on  Monday  next,  he  earnestly 
entreated  the  Government  to  take  this  case 
into  their  immediate  consideration. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  said,  that  when  the 
former  petition  on  this  subject  was  pre- 
sented, he  then  eicpressed  his  opinion — 
an  opinion  which  he  now  begged  leave  to 
repeat— that  he  did  not  think  it  was  a 
case  in  which  the  House  should  interfere. 
The  matter  having  come  before  the  magis- 
trates of  Seaford,  they  had  a  case  made 
out  of  it,  and  sent  up  to  the^  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  for  their  opinion.  That 
opinion  was  given,  the  magistrates  acted 
up  to  it,  and  if  there  was  anything  wrong 


in  it,  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  were 
ready  to  be  responsible  for  it.  He  thought 
that  in  the  mean  time  the  magistrates  o 
Seaford  were  perfectly  justified  in  acting 
upon  it.  The  petitioner  was  regularly 
brought  within  the  pale  of  the  law,  anS 
the  law  must  take  its  course.  He 
did  not  see  how  the  House  could  send  the 
matter  to  the  Judges,  or  suspend  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  magistrates. 

Mr.  Kemp  said,  that  the  present  case 
was  a  very  distressing  one,  ana  he  trusted, 
therefore,  that  it  would  meet  with  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  As  no  dis- 
cretionary power  was  vested  in  the  ma- 
gistrates, or  the  Poor  Law  Commissidliers 
on  the  subject,  and  as  the  poor  woman 
was  liable  to  be  sent  next  Monday  to  gaol, 
he  thought  that  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
should  be  complied  with. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Goulburn  said,  that  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  was  rather  an  extraor- 
dinary one — namely,  that  it  should  be  refer- 
red to  the  judges  toascertain  whether  the  pe- 
titioner was  a  femme  sole  or  a  femme  cou^^ 
wcrte.— Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

London  Grand  Junction  Railway. 
Right  op  Members  being  Share* 
holders  to  vote  for  private  bills.] 

Mr.  Ormshy  Gore,  in  rising  to  propose  the 
further  consideration  of  the  Report  of  the 
London  Grand  Junction  Railway^  said^ 
that  however  distressed  he  might  have  felt 
at  the  unavoidable  circumstance  that  had 
prevented  his  attendance  sooner^  yet  he 
rejoiced,  that  the  delay  had  occurred,  as  it 
had  given  those  who  were  opposed  to  this 
measure  sufficient  time  to  examine  their 
objections,  and  to  ascertain  how  far  they 
were  well  founded.  He  had  no  personal 
interest  in  this  railway,  nor  was  he  con. 
cerned  in  any  speculations  of  the  kind.  He 
rejoiced  to  find,  that  the  right  hon.  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  had 
at  first  entertained  objections  to  this  Bill^ 
had  given  up  his  objections  to  it,  and  would 
not  now  oppose  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  the  further  consider- 
ation of  the  Report. 

Lord  Granville  Somerset  stated,  that  he 
could  also  say,  that  he  had  no  personal 
interest  whatever  in  the  measure  before 
the  House.  He  thought,  however,  that 
it  was  most  essential  that  Committees  to 
whom  inauiries  of  this  nature  were  in- 
trusted, should  be  most  accurate  in  the 
statements  that  they  made.  It  was  not  then 
his  intention  to  discuss  the  merits  or  de« 
merits  of  the  Bill,  but  he  certainly  con« 
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Riokford,  W. 

Bippen,  Cui1ib«rt 
lionlnion,  (h 
Hoohif,  W. 
Hoobuok.  John  Ai 

HAiifurd.  K.  A, 
Hoholol\«ia,  J. 
Hholilon,  K. 
Almfoii.  Hir  R. 

Mtownrt.SirM.S.,  Ht. 
Tftlfourd,  8<irfff»nnt 
Tuncwd,  H.W. 

Tbcrnipion,  Wm. 
Ttionmnon,  Col. 
Thoniel«y,  T. 
Tullomncbfii  llont  A. 


TroUwntyt  8lr  W, 
Tulk.C.  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Tym«,ChArUiK.K. 
Villiewi,  C.  v. 
Wftkl«y.  T 
WnUuritf,  Htibort 
Wttltwr,  Joliii 
Warhurlon,  11. 
Wftwn,  H. 
Wlmlloy,  HIr  8. 
Wlgney,  Umc  Ni 
WilbrMmm,  (I. 
WltlUmi,  W. 
WiUiAmi.BirJ. 
Wilmot,AirJ.R.,  Bt. 
Youngs,  O.  l^ 

Harvey,  U.  VV. 
Hiblhorpo,  Cul. 


Toiike,  W. 

Liil  of  the  NoRR. 

AUnin,  Admiral  ('Implin,  Tlioi. 

Agn«w,  Ail  A.,  Qiirt. 
AnAOHp  U. 


Ardidall,  M. 
Anhley,  I«ord 
B«g«biiw.  ilolin 
Biinile,  Col.  U. 
Bnlfour,  T. 
Hunnsrimin,  Alex, 
tlnrolay,  Uavid 
Unrdny,  ('hnrN 
Bering,  Frnnoiii  T« 
Bnring,  V, 
Bnrlng,  H.  Blnghum 
lUrlng,  W. 
Uiirtng,  TbomM 
lieokttll,  .^ir  J. 
Bell,  Maithitw 
Bemimk,  l/>rd  0. 
Beniinck,  Jiord  W. 
Berkeley,  linn.  P. 
BernftI,  Reluh 
Biddiilpb,  llobert 
JHliiekburne,J.  I. 
BlAek»lon«i  W.  H. 
Belling,  Wm. 
Bonh«m,  Vrnneli  R. 
BredHbnw,.!. 
Bremiton,  T.  W. 
Bruoe,().  L.C. 
Brudenell,  Lord 
firuen.  K. 

Bulkeiey.  Sir  R.  B.  W. 
Buller,  Vu 
Buller,  Hlr  J. 
Bulwer,  II.  I«. 
Burrell.HirC.M.i  D(. 
Burton.  Henry 
Byng,  6. 
Byng,  O.  B. 
Celomfi,  J.  fi. 
Cempbell,  Sir  J* 
Cempbell,  W.  F. 
Genniiig,  81r  H, 
i'Milereegh.  Vieo. 
C»v«ndiib,lton.ll.O. 


('Impmen.  Anron 
Clielwymf.  W.  V\ 
(''liiehttMter,  A. 
Cliilder*.  J.  W. 
Cluyion,  8ir  W, 
Clementi,  VlHeouni 
Clerk,  Hir  (I..  Ikrt 
(  Uve.  Hun.  It.  II. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
(*olborne,  N.  W.  II. 
Cole,  llott.  A.  lit 
Cole,  Viicount 
('ompton,  II.  C. 
C^orbelt.  T. 
Corry,  lion.  II.  T.  L. 
Cowper,  lion.  W.  V, 
(Vnwford,  W. 
Oippi,  Joieph 
DftlhlAO,  Sir  C. 
Dftlmeney,  l^rd 
D^mer,  D. 
Dftrlington,  Earl  of 
Uention,  Jobn  K. 
Donkin,  Bir  H.  S. 
Uoilin,  Abel  Kouii 
Dowdeiwell,  Wm. 
Duffleld,  TbomfM 
Dugdele.  W.  8. 
Uuneumoe,  Hon.  A. 
Dundnti,  Hon.  T 
Knit,  Jnroei  Buller 
Rfiitnor,  Viioounl 
Kbringlon.  Lord 
Rgerlon,  Wm.TnUon 
Kgerton,  Sir  \\ 
Kgerlon,  Lord  Frftn. 
Klley.MirJ. 
Klweii,  J 

Kii(eourt,Thoi.O.R. 
Kuteourt.  Tho«.  S.  B. 
Vergui,  John 
Fergueon,  Sir  R. 
Kergufton,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fei'guion,  Robert 
Ferguion,  U. 


FerguMon,  Rt.  Hn,  C. 
Fincb,  George 
Fltngibbon.Hon.  B« 
FiUroy,  Lord  C. 
Fleming.  John 
Fiilkei.  Sir  W. 
I'ollelt,  Sir  W.Webb 
Fore»tor,Hoii.(i,(!.W. 
ForMer,  (!bftrl*jt*  S. 
FrewRtitle,  Sir  T.  W. 
FrenhAeld,  J. 
(ieiiry,  Sir  W.  H.  I*. 
(liHborne.  T. 
(UmlMtune,  Tliomai 
UUdNUme,  Wm.K. 
Oordon,  Robert 


MiribaU.  William 
MArilan(L  Tbomei 
Mitnlnf  J. 
MftuUi  Hon.  F. 
Mftunsell,  T.  P. 
MileN,  WillUm 
MordHuiit,  Sir  J.,  Bti 
MorgAU,  CbAi.  M.  R. 
Morpeth,  J^rd 
MoHley,  Sir  0.,  Barf. 
Monty Oi  Hon.  F<.  L. 
Murrey,  Rl.  Hon.  J. 
Nioholi,  J. 
Nrttreyfi,  I^rd 
O'llrieii.  W,  S. 
O'FerrAlt.  It.  M. 


(loulburn,  Ut.  Hn.  fl.    O'l^ighlen,  Stirff«ant 
<fOMlburn,  SergoAnt       ()«iiulNton,  Lord 
GrnbAm,  Sir  J.  Owen,  Hugh 


OrAtten,  J. 
(heiNley,SirR. 
(irey,  Sir  0. 
(irimiton,  ViMcouitt 
GroNveiiur,  I^trd  R, 
lUle,  Rohart  B. 
Halford.H. 
Ilnmilton,  Lord  C 
HHnmer,SirJ.,  Bart. 
lUreaurt,  U, 
lUrdlnge,  Mir  H. 
lUrlAnd,  W.  Charlei 
HaweN,  BeiOAmln 
lluwkinii,  J.  H. 
}hy,  Sir  A.  L* 
HeneAffe,  Kdwerd 
HenmEer,  Lord 
Herriei,  Rt.  Hn.  h  C, 
HobhouAe,  Sir  J.  C 
Hogg,  Jameit  Weir 
lloUAnd.  F.dwArd 
Hopo,  Hon.  James 
lluiham,  lAitii 
llowArd,  R. 
Howerd,  P.  H. 
Howiok,  Lord 
Jermyn,  BatI  of 
Ingham.  R. 
Inglin,  SirR.  H.,Bt. 
Johnfltone,  Sir  J. 
Jonee,  W, 
Jonea,  Theobald 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
LAbouohere,  IL 
Law,  Hon,  C. 
Lefevre,  ('hurlei  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
T^tiiuiArd.T.  B. 
I^ewii.  UAvid 
LIneoln,  FArl  of 
I^oh,JAmee 
Long,  Welter 
Lopex,  Sir  R. 
lAiwther,  Cul.  IL  C. 
Lygon,lla.Col.  H.B. 
iVfuekohiiie,  J.  A.  S. 
MAbon,  l^rd 
Mnnner*,  Mrd  i\ 
MerjoribAukf,  H, 


FAoke,  C.  W. 
Pelmer,  Robert 
I'Arker,  M.K. 
Varker,  J. 

Patten.  John  Wilion 
Peehell,  Cftptain 
Peel,  Sir  R.,  Bert. 
Pethem,  Hon.  (*. 
Pendarvee,  K.  W« 
Pereeval,  Colonel 
Phillpi,  U.  R. 
Pigott,  Robert 
Plnnoy,  W. 
Plunket,  Hon.  R. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Poyntu,  Wm.  Stephen 
Pnied,  WIntbrop  M. 
Price,  S.  0. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pryme.  Ueorge 
Reid.  Sir  J.  {lAe 
Rioe,  RlfhtHon.T.S. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
RobArtu,  AbrehAm  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rom,  (JhArlei 
Ruihbrooke,  R, 
Runfiell,  C. 
RuhkII,  I^rd  John 
RuiMoU,  Lord 
RuMell,  Lord  (^herlei 
Ryle,  John 
Sendenon,  R. 
Sandon,  I^rd 
Sf  Arlett,  Hon«  R. 
Stiott,  Sir  F<.  I). 
Sootl,  JiimeN  W, 
Soourfleld,  W.  IL 
Spymowr,  I^rd 
Shepperd,  ThomAN 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  Hon.  R. 
Somernel,  I^rd  0, 
Stuntey,  K.  J. 
Stanley,  l/)r<l 
Nteuert,  R. 
Htewuri,  P,  Maxwell 
Struti,  E. 
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would  not  say  in  favour  of  a  monofM^ty,  but  in 
■  which  they  had  a  direct  interest  in  keeping 
up  the  price  of  corn  ?  He  had  often  been 
applied  to  to  become  a  Director,  and  to  take 
shares  in  railways,  but  he  had  never  con- 
sented,  and,  therefore,  he  at  least  was  dis- 
interested in  the  view  he  took  of  this  ques- 
tion. At  the  same  time  be  did  not  find 
fault  with  those  who  had  acted  otherwise, 
because  he  considered  it  was  a  matter 
purely  of  personal  feeling. 

Sir  Samuel  WhaUey  begged  pardon  of 
the  House  for  intruding  on  its  notice  in  any 
reference  to  a  matter  that  was  ])ersonal  to 
himself,  and  he  could  assure  the  House  that 
he  adverted  to  it  with  a  great  deal  of  pain. 
He  begged  to  assure  the  House  that  he 
fully  recognised  the  principle  that  had  been 
laid  down,  and  was  most  anxious  to  implore 
his  Friends — for  Friends  he  trusted  he  had 
manv^n  that  House-^not  to  consider  it  as 
a  personal  attack.  Let  the  House  bear  in 
mind  what  were  the  general  principles  he 
had  maintained  in  that  House ;  he  trusted 
that  every  part  of  his  conduct  since  he  had 
been  a  Member  of  it,  had  been  upright  and 
hon  arable,  and  he  trusted  the  House 
Would  now  permit  him  to  withdraw. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  one  great  advantage 
arising  from  this  subject  having  been  men- 
tioned, was,  that  it  was  entirely  a  question 
distinct  from  personal  feeling,  because  the 
.  majority  on  the  occasion  was  so  large  that 
one  or  two  votes  made  no  difference  in  the 
decision  at  which  the  House  had  arrived. 
It  was  perfectly  clear,  that  the  conduct  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone  had  been 
open,. fair,  and  candid  on  this  transaction. 
He  was  applied  to  to  become  a  subscriber 
and  Director,  and  took  shares  to  the  amount 
nf  2,000/.,  and  upwards,  openly  and  above- 
board  ;  there  had  been  no  attempt  at  con- 
cealment, and  therefore  not  the  smallest 
imputation  could  rest  upon  him.  He 
(Lord  Stanley)  had  l(x>ked  for  precedents, 
and  he  had  found  one  in  the  vear  1 800,  in 
the  case  of  the  Albion  Flour  Mills  Company 
Bill.  Upon  that  Bill  the  House  divided, 
.  47  ayes,  and  l6  noes,  and  notice  being 
taken  that  the  name  of  William  De  Baines 
appeared  among  the  ayes,  his  name  appear* 
ing  as  a  subscriber  to  the  Company,  motion 
was  made  that  the  vote  of  Mr.  De  Baines 
should  be  struck  off  the  list  of  the  majority. 
Mr.  De  Baines  was  heard  in  his  place. 
He  said  he  had  not  paid  any  money  on  ac. 
count  of  the  undertaking.  He  then  with- 
drew, and  the  vote  was  disallowed.  After 
that  notice  was  taken  of  the  names  of  seve- 
ral other  Members  who  were  parties  inter- 


ested  in  the  measure  who  had  voted,  and 
they  one  and  all  immediately  stated,  that 
they  had  no  objection  to  their  names  being 
strnck  off.  They  leil  the  House,  and  their 
votes  were  struck  off  accordingly.  He  re- 
collected another  case  of  a  similar  descrip. 
tion  on  the  Ayr  and  Calder  Bill,  but  he 
had  not  the  precedent  before  him,  and 
therefore  would  not  refer  further  to  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cockermouth  (Mr.  Aglionby),  had 
said  that  as  far  as  feeling  went  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  practice  of  Parliament  being 
adhered  to,  and  he  alao  said,  that  on  no  oc- 
casion had  he  taken  part  in  these  specula- 
tions, because  his  conduct  might  be  open 
to  suspicion.  No  doubt  that  was  an 
honourable  feeling,  but  with  respect  to  tlie 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  (Gentle- 
man r^arding  the  Pension  List,  he  must 
say,  that  that  argument  afforded  the  stzongeat 
ground  in  fiavour  of  the  principle.  And 
why  ?  Because  it  did  so  happen  that  no 
person  who  was  in  the  receipt  of  a  pension 
from  that  pension  list  oould  vote  on  any 
question  in  that  House.  He  (  Lord  Stanley) 
thought  the  vote  must  be  disallowed,  and 
it  would  be  for  the  House  to  determine 
whether  it  would  take  the  law  of  Parlia- 
ment on  this  subject  into  its  consideration* 
In  the  reasons  he  had  stated,  although  he 
admitted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone might  be  hardly  dealt  with,  he  thought 
the  vote  must  be  disallowed ;  but  at  the 
same  time,  without  casting  the  slightest  r^ 
flection  or  imputation  on  the  hon.  Member 
in  question. 

The  Attomeif'General  thought,  that  it 
was  not  according  to  the  law  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  persons  having  a  personal  in- 
terest in  any  question  before  the  House 
could  not  vote  upon  that  question.  On 
the  530th  of  March,  1825,  a  motion  was 
submitted,  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  that 
House,  that  no  Member  should  vote  for  or 
against  any  measure  in  which  he  had  a 
direct  pecuniary  interest,  and  the  previous 
question  being  put,  the  motion  was  nega- 
tived. It,  therefore,  still  remained  a  vexata 
questio.  Full  time  ought  therefore  to  be 
taken,  and  the  subject  duly  considered  be* 
fore  the  House  proceeded  to  disallow  the 
vote  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone. 
The  House  would,  in  his  opinion,  find 
great  difficulty  in  applying  any  eeneral 
rule,  and  still  greater  difficulty  in  en- 
forcing it.  He  would  ask,  as  r^arded 
owners,  through  whose  grounds  these  rail- 
roads ran,  and  who  therefore  had  a  per- 
sonal interest,  whether  their  votes  ware  to 
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i^iut  Mr.  Hanrej's  motioa,  and  twenty- 
aeyen  in  favour  df  it.  He  (Mr.  Don- 
oombe)  voted  with  his  right  hoa.  Friends* 
the  Presidents  (^  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
the  Board  of  Control,  and  several  county 
Members,  on  that  (Mscasion,  because  they 
determined^  that  it  should  go  forth,  that 
the  Members  had  the  power  of  voting  on 
private  Bills  in  which  they  had  a  personal 
and  direct  interest. 

Mr.  BroiherUm  thought,  that  it  was 
very  important  that  this  question  should  be 
decided  upon  principle. 

Mr.  liters  would  suggest,  that  no 
witness  could  give  evidence  in  a  Court  of 
Justice,  who  had  a  direct  p^^sonal  interest 
to  the  amount  of  SO/. 

Sir  James  Graham:  the  case  <^  Mr. 
Harvey,  as  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  involved  a  motion  of  a 
general  nature.  In  that  case,  the  previous 
question  was  carried  in  consequence  of  the 
reasons  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Montgomeiyshire  (  Mr.  C.  Wjrnn),  who 
laid  down  the  law  of  Parliament  on  the 
subject,  and  who  voted  in  the  majority. 

Mr.  Groie  said,  that  there  appeared  to 
be  a  general  feeling  that  it  was  not  very 
desirable  for  Members  to  vote  on  questions 
in  which  they  had  a  direct  personal 
interest,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was 
admitted  to  be  impossible  to  draw  any 
definite  line  on  the  subject.  The  inference 
which  he  should  draw  from  these  circum- 
stances was,  that  Committees  of  that 
House  were  not  fit  tribunals  to  decide  upon 
these  subjects. 

Lord  Granville  Somerset  begged  to  re- 
mark that  he  did  not  act  upon  any  personal 
feeling,  but  purely  on  public  grounds.  He 
did  not  mean  to  impute  any  improper 
conduct  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone, 
for,  on  the  contrary,  he  would  freely  admit 
that  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  acted  in 
the  most  straightforward  and  honourable 
manner. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  always  under- 
stood the  practice  of  the  House  to  be 
that  which  had  been  laid  down  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
the  year  181 1,  and  which  had  been  quoted 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  quite 
agreed  in  the  general  view  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  London. 
He  thought  that  the  question,  whether  any 
hon.  Member,  having  a  direct  interest  in 
the  matter,  should  vote  upon  a  Committee 
sitting  with  reference  to  such  work  wherein 
such  Member  was  personally  interested, 
M'ait,  indeed,  a  question  which  should  be 


dealt  with,  and  decided  apon,  with  at  little 
delay  as  possible.  He  was  quite  awaie 
that  in  briogtnff  this  subject  befoe  the 
House,  the  noble  Lmd  had  acted  froni  a 
sense  of  public  duty,  and  upon  principle 
only.  The  precedents  which  tfaey  had 
aooeas  to  in  this  matter  were  not,  aahe 
oonadered,  satis&ctory,  and  the  whcde 
question  ought  to  be  eonadered  with  a  view 
to  put  an  end  to  the  doubt  which  existed. 
It  was  time  that  the  whcde  system  should 
be  revised. 

Mr.'  Bemal  agreed  in  what  had  fallea 
from  the  noble  Lord.  He  was  quite  sure 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  many  years 
longer  to  keep  up  the  present  system  of 
carrying  on  the  private  business  of  the 
Legislature ;  for  the  tribunals  to  which  the 
various  important  questions  were  referred 
in  the  case  of  private  Bills,  were  whoUj 
incompetent  to  deal  with  them*  When 
they  were  told  that  Gentlemen  were  to  he 
allowed  to  sit  upon  Committees  on  Billa 
in  which  those  same  Gentlemen  were 
directly  interested,  and  that  they  should 
give  a  decision  on  those  matters,  he  would 
ask  amply,  whether  any  principle  so  absurd 
would  be  admitted  and  allowed  to  be  acted 
upon  in  any  other  tribunal?  In  other 
instances,  he  would  ask,  did  they  permit 
any  men  to  sit  in  the  double  capacity  of 
Judges  and  Jurors  in  their  own  case? 
Sure  he  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  never  would 
countenance  the  assertion  of  any  such 
principle.  He  would  defy  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  pronounce  such  a  doctrine,  as 
that  any  gentlemen,  however  excellent  and 
upright  they  might  be,  should  be  entitled 
to  sit  as  the  Judges  and  Jurors  in  their 
own  case.  They  were  certainly  bound  to 
find  some  remedy  for  this  state  of  things. 
He  contended  that  nothing  would  tend 
more  to  depreciate  the  House  in  the  eyes 
of  the  country,  than  the  persisting  in  any 
system,  the  practical  efiect  of  which  was  to 
render  men  Judges  and  Jurors  in  their  own 
individual  cases. 

Mr.  Hawes  said,  that  this  motion  ought 
not  to  be  made  a  partial  one«  Let  the 
noble  Lord  speak  out  manfully,  and  move 
the  resolution  of  the  year  18S0.  [Cries  of 
"  You  move."]  He  would  then  move  the 
resolution  of  1830,  as  an  amendment  (to 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord),  which  was 
to  the  efiect,  that  it  was  incompatible  with 
the  ends  of  public  justice,  and  inconristent 
with  the  situation  of  boo.  Members  of  that 
House,  to  vote  on  any  private  Bill  in  which 
they  might  have  a  direct  personal  interest^ 
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in  any  Committee  od  sucb  Bill,  or  on  any 

Juesiion  in  any  Committee  of  the  whole 
louse^  where  they  were  personally  inter- 
ested. 

Mr.  Hume  begged  his  hon.  Friend  not 
to  attempt  to  press  his  amendment ;  let  the 
motion  he  carried,  and  the  principle  he 
properly  discussed  afterwards  and  set  at  rest. 

Mr.  Pouleit  Thomson  would  also  beg  his 
hon.  Friend  not  to  bring  forward  the 
general  question,  mixed  up  as  it  was  with 
the  merits  of  this  particular  case.  He 
thought  it  was  very  necessary  that  the 
House  should  lay  down  some  general  rule 
upon  the  broad  question,  whether  hon. 
Members  should  or  should  not  vote  on 
questions  immediately  affecting  their  per- 
sonal interests;  and  he  did  not  agree  in 
the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Cumberland,  that  the  present 
state  in  which  the  matter  lay  was  a  good 
one.  He  thought  that  the  vote  of  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  ought  to  be  dis- 
allowed. 

Mr.  Hawes  withdrew  his  amendment. 

Mr.  Wakley  as  his  hon.  Friend  had  with- 
drawn his  amendment,  must  propose,  that 
the  discussion  on  this  motion  be  adjourned 
till  Tuesday  next.  He  begged  to  confirm 
what  had  been  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tam worth,  that  the  conduct 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone  had 
been  throughout  most  manly  ; — ^there  had 
been  on  his  part  no  concealment  and  no 
hypocrisy.  He  had  stated  openly  to  the 
Committee  -— "  I  am  a  Director  of  this 
Company,  and  I  am  the  proprietor  of  many 
shares."  He  was  bound  to  state,  as  a  Mem. 
ber  of  the  Committee,  that  no  man  could 
have  detected  from  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Marylebone  that  he  had  any 
interest  in  this  undertaking. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  of 
adjournment— ^ Ayes  50;  Noes  90:  Ma- 
jority 40. 

The  original  motion  was  then  carried, 
and  the  vote  of  Sir  Samuel  Whalley  dis- 
allowed. 

Ambassador  to  Austria.]]  Mr.  Hume 
begged  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Fore^  AfBurs,  whether  our 
Ambaspador,  Sir  Frederick  L^mb,  who  had 
been  absent  from  Austria  for  a  period  of 
sixteen  months,  received  his  full  amount  of 
salary  and  allowance  during  that  period  } 
He  felt  the  more  anxious  to  haVe  the  ab- 
sence of  our  Ambassador  at  the  Court  of 
•Austria  satisfactorily  accounted  for,  as  he 
se^oUeeted  diat  he  had  had  occasion  two 


years  ago,  to  complain  of  the  absence  of 
our  Ambassador  from  Constantinople,  at  a 
time  when  serious  occurrences  took  place. 
If  our  diplomatic  establishment  were  kept 
up  at  all,  it  was  most  essential  to  have  a 
resident  Ambassador  at  the  Court  of  Austria, 
whose  interest  was  identical  with  that  of 
England  in  opposing  the  agressions  of 
Russia. 

Viscount  Palmerslon  stated,  that  it  was 
the  rule  for  Ambassadors  who  were  absent 
from  the  court  to  which  they  were  sent,  to 
forfeit  half  their  salary.  With  respect  to 
the  particular  case,  mentioned  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  could  inform  him,  that  Sir 
Frederick  Lamb  was  about  to  repair  to 
Austria  immediately,  and  that  be  had  been 
detained  in  this  countr}'  for  the  last  two  or 
three  months,  not  on  account  of  his  own 
convenience,  but  for  the  advantage  of  the 
public  service. 

Russia  and  Tubket.]]  Mr.  Groie  rose 
to  present  a  Petition  from  sixty  merchants 
of  the  city  of  London,  who  might  be  con- 
sidered as  fair  representatives  of  its  trade. 
The  petitioners  complained  that  a  system 
of  commercial  regulations,  eminently  favour- 
able to  the  intercourse  which  existed  be- 
tween this  country  and  Turkey,  had  been 
acted  upon  for  a  considerable  period  by  the 
latter;  but  that  this  wise  and  salutary 
policy  had  of  late  been  changed  by  the 
overbearing  interference  of  Russia  with 
Turkey.  The  petitioners  prayed  the  House 
to  extend  to  Turkey  that  moral  and  political 
support  of  the  House  and  the  Government 
which  would  enable  that  country  to  act  on 
its  own  views,  and  thereby  place  on  a  pro- 
per footing  the  trade  between  the  countries 
which,  if  just  facilities  were  afibrded,  it 
would,  in  the  belief  of  the  petitioners,  in- 
crease to  an  almost  illimitable  extent.  In 
presenting  this  petition,  he  should  only  ex- 
press an  anxious  hope,  that  while  every 
precaution  was  taken  by  the  Government 
for  that  protection  of  trade  to  which  this 
country  was  fully  entitled,  and  for  the  re- 
dress of  any  undue  encroachments  on  the 
part  of  Russia,  still  he  could  not  but  depre- 
cate any  course  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  involving  this  country  in  hostility  to 
Russia,  and  thereby  interrupting  the  peace 
and  tranquillity  which  now  happily  pre- 
vailed in  Europe.  He  said  this,  because  it 
had  of  late  become  the  custom  in  that 
House  to  use  very  unmeasured  language  as 
to  the  general  aggressions  of  Russia  ,*  lan- 
guage, reiq)ecting  which,  whatever  opinion 
he  might  entertain  as  a  private  individualj 
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he  considered  most  unwise  and  impolitic  to 
be  expressed  in  tbat  House. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table* 
^  Sir  Stratford  Canning  presented  a  Peti- 
tion from  Glasgow  on  the  same  subject  as 
that  which  had  just  been  presented  to  the 
House  bf  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London.  The  petition  was  signed  by  l60 
individuals,  comprising  many  of  the  most 
respectable  and  opulent  merchants  and 
manufacturers  of  the  important  seat  of 
commerce  from  which  it  came.  He  would 
state  the  principal  points  of  the  petition. 
Its  general  purport  was,  that  Russia  had 
adopted  a  restrictive  system  of  commerce 
particularly  prejudicial  to  the  trade  of 
Great  Britain,  and  that  in  the  same  spirit 
she  had  acquired,  and  now  exercised,  an 
undue  influence  over  Persia  and  Turkey; 
that  both  those  countries  were  capable  of 
affording  a  most  important  and  beneficial 
field  for  the^  extension  of  British  trade ; 
that  the  ancient  institutions  and  modem 
treaties  of  Turkey  were  highly  favourable 
to  our  commercial  interests,  and  therefore 
that  the  petitioners  looked  to  Parliament  for 
assistance  in  obtaining  the  removal  of  their 
grievances,  and  the  promotion  of  that  com- 
mercial intercourse  with  the  Levant,  in  which 
they  were  either  directly  or  indirectly  con- 
cerned. Having  thus  stated  the  general 
object  of  the  petition,  he  would,  not  detain 
the  House  from  hearing  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lancaster,  who  bad  already  risen  on  the 
motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  fur- 
fur than  to  express  his  earnest  hope  that 
all  dud  attention  would  be  given  to  the 
prayer  of  a  petition  so  numerously  and  re- 
spectably signed.  With  respect  to  the  griev- 
ances complained  of,  much  must,  of  course, 
depend  upon  the  nature  of  the  facts  remain- 
ing to  be  explained ;  but  he  would  declare 
his  conviction  that  the  resources  of  the 
Turkish  empire  and  of  the  Eastern  coun- 
tries in  general  were  such  as  to  justify  the 
petitioners  in  looking  for  a  oonsiderable  ex- 
tension of  trade  in  that  quarter;  and  he 
trusted  that,  with  all  due  regard  to  the 
rights  of  other  countries,  and  particularly 
to  the  great  interests  of  peace^  measures 
calculated  to  realise  a  just  and  reasonable 
expectation  would  be  adopted. 

The  petition  was  laid  on  the  Table. 
Mr.  Patrick  M.  Stewart  rose  to  bring 
forward  the  motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice.  That  motion,  he  observed, 
amounted  in  substance  to  the  prayer  of  the 
two  petitions  which  had  just  been  laid  on 
the  Table,  and  aware  as  he  was  of  the 
great  weight  and  obaraoWr  of  thcwe  whoie 


names  were  attached  to  those  petition*  and 
the  great  importance  of  the  interests  which 
they  represented,  he  conld  not  but  regret 
that  the  advocacy  of  those  interests  had  nopt 
fallen  into  abler  hands.  However,  he 
would  do  his  best,  and  in  going  into  the 
details  of  this  subject  he  ^ould  have  to 
trespass  on  the  indulgence  of  the  House  ; 
but  he  could  assure  the  House  that  he 
would  not  abuse  the  indulgence  they  might 
show  him.  He  had  often  been  a^ed/  as 
well  out  of  as  in  that  House,  why,  in  the 
name  of  common  sense,  after  this  subject 
had  been  so  recently  and  so  fully  discnned, 
he  felt  it  necessary  again  to  bring  it  for- 
ward ?  He  answered^  that  he  considered 
this  course  was  called  for  by  the  great  isn- 
portance  of  the  interests  which  were  placed 
in  jeopardy,  and  because  he  was  anxious  to 
rouse  the  attention  of  the  House  and  tihe 
Government  to  some  practical  result  as 
to  what  the  petitions  just  presented  had 
prayed  for.  For  it  should  not  be  forgotten, 
that  while  we  were  quietly  looking  on  and 
seeing  danger  as  at  an  immense  distance,  or 
regarding  it  only  with  the  eye  of  an 
auurmist,  Russia  was  steadily  pursuing  her 
aggressive  policy,  which  was  alike  dangei^* 
ous  to  the  peace  of  Europe,  and  greatly  in- 
jurious to  the  commercial  interests  of  this 
country.  What  had  happened  with  respect 
to  the  former  motions  on  this  subject }  On 
the  19th  of  February  in  this  year  the 
House,  on  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
(lx)rd  Dudley  Stuart),  discussed  the  policy 
of  Russia,  and  it  was  then  thought  that  all 
was  safe,  as  the  attention  of  Parliament 
and  of  the  country  had  been  caUed  to  the 
subject.  Three  days  after  that  discussion 
came  the  intelligence  of  the  attack  on 
Cracow,  which  by  the  IVeaty  between  the 
powers  at  Vienna  was  to  be  for  ever  free, 
and  its  neutrality  for  ever  respected,  and  to 
be  for  ever  protected  from  sdl  aggression. 
The  subject  of  Russian  policy  was  again 
brought  forward  by  an  hon.  Member  (Sir 
Stratford  Canning),  but  the  sound  of  the 
speeches  delivered  on  that  occasion  had 
scarcely  died  away  when  accounts  reached 
us  of  the  faithlessness  and  cruelties  of  Pod- 
gorae,  and  of  enactments  and  restrictions  in- 
tended to  interrupt  our  commeroe  on  the 
Danube.  It  was  on  these  grounds,  and  from 
the  utter  hopelessness  of  seeing  an  end  put  to 
this  aggreasive  policy,  unless  some  practical 
steps  were  adopted  by  the  Government, 
that  he  brought  this  important  question 
again  under  the  consideration  of  Patliaf 
ment.  If  he  faUed  in  showing  that  it  was 
our  dDt7  to  be  firm  in  xesistipg  tboie  a^ 
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fressioni^  he  would  admit,  that  he  was 
elaying  public  business  by  interposing  this 
question  when  the  order  of  the  day  was 
brioging  up  the  Report  of  the  Supply.  He 
was  aware,  that  this  was  an  unwelcome 
and  difficult  question  3  unwelcome,  because 
difficult — and  difficult,  because  it  involved 
mighty  and  momentous  considerations — the 
existence  of  some  nations,  the  honour  of 
others,  the  interests  of  alL  But  then  the 
Government  of  a  great  nation,  and  the 
Representatives  of  a  free  and  a  powerful 
people,  were  doomed  to  encounter  diffi- 
culties such  as  these ;  and  it  was  enough 
to  ensure  the  easy  conquest  of  them  all,  to 
remember  that  they  occurred  in  the  de- 
fence of  the  national  honour,  and  in  the 
protection  and  extension  of  our  national 
interests.  He  would  proceed  to  lay  before 
the  House  a  brief  history  of  the  events 
which  had  rendered  it  incumbent  upon  him 
to  place  before  the  House  the  subject  to 
which  his  motion  referred.  It  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  the 
Polish  question  had  formed  the  subject  of 
consideration  at  the  period  of  passing  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  and  by  loolcing  to  the 
details  of  the  proceeding,  by  which  a  settle- 
ment of  it  was  then  brought  about,  some 
idea  could  be  gained  as  to  how  far  Great 
Britain  and  the  other  European  powers 
were  guarantees  for  redress  to  that  unfor- 
tunate and  devoted  people.  In  a  note 
transmitted  by  Lord  Castlereagh  to  the 
plenipotentiaries  of  the  other  powers  he 
used  this  language : 

'*  That  it  was  England's  wish  to  see  some 
independent  power  established  in  Poland  under 
a  distinct  dynasty  of  its  own,  and  as  a  sepa^ 
ration  between  the  three  great  empires  of 
Europe. 

**  Experience  has  shown  that  the  happiness 
of  Poland  and  the  tranquillity  of  Europe  can- 
not be  secured  by  thwarting  the  national  cus- 
toms and  habits. 

"  An  attempt  of  this  kind  would  only  excite 
among  the  Poles  a  spirit  of  disaffection  and 
degradation,  it  would  occasion  revolts,  and 
awaken  the  remembrance  of  great  misfortunes. 
He  earnestly  requested  the  Sovereigns,  npon 
whom  the  fate  of  Poland  depended,  not  to  leave 
Vienna  till  they  bad  pledged  themselves  that 
ihe  Poles,  in  their  respective  dominions,  under 
whatever  fofm  of  Oovernment  they  miglit 
tliink  proper  to  place  them,  should  be  treated 
as  Poles.'' 

This  note  constituted  the  basis  upon  whidi, 
as  re^rded  Poland,  the  treaty  was  framed; 
and  m  reference  to  it  the  several  powers 
expressed   tbemselves  iu  nearly   sixnikr 


terms.  In  reply  to  the  note  of  Lord  Castle- 
reagh, Count  Rasoumoffsk,  the  Russian 
Plenipotentiary  said— 

«*  That  the  just  and  liberal  principles  which 
Lord  Castlereagh's  note  contained,  were  re- 
ceived by  his  Imperial  Majesty,  with  the  most 
cordial  approbation,  and  that  he  had  been  de- 
lighted to  recognize  the  generous  sentiments 
which  characterise  the  British  nation,  and  the 
enlarged  and  enlightened  views  of  its  Govern- 
ment.*' 

Prince  Hardenburgh,  for  Prussia,  declared 

"That  the  principles  laid  down  by  Lord 
Castlereagh,  as  to  the  method  of  governing 
the  Polish  provinces,  were  in  perfect  con- 
formity with  the  sentiments  of  his  Prussian 
Majesty  on  the  subject.'' 

Prince  Mettemich,  for  Austria,  said— 

*'  That  the  re-establishment  of  Poland  as  an 
independent  state,  with  a  national  administra- 
tion of  its  own,  would  have  fully  accomplished 
the  wishes  of  his  Imperial  Majesty ;  and  that 
he  even  would  have  been  willing  to  make  the 
greatest  sacrifice  to  promote  the  restoration  of 
that  ancient  and  beneficial  arrangement.  .  . 
He  entirely  agrees  with  the  sentiments  ex- 
pressed by  Lord  Castlereagh  in  his  memorial, 
of  the  wishes  of  his  Court,  as  to  the  future  lot 
of  the  Poles/' 

Prince  Talleyrand  in  writing  to  Prince 
Mettemich,  observed— 

"  Of  all  the  questions  to  bediscu.«sed  at  the 
Couk  ress,  the  King  would  undoubtedly  con- 
sider the  affair  of  Poland  as  incomparably  the 
most  important  to  the  interests  of  Europe,  if 
there  be  any  chance  that  this  nation,  so  worthy 
of  regard  by  its  antiquity,  its  valour,  its  mis- 
fortunes, and  the  services  it  has  formerly  ren- 
dered to  Europe,  might  be  restored  to  com- 
plete independence." 

Such  were  the  solemn  prelude  to  the  settle- 
ment which  was  subsequently  determined 
upon ;  but  if  any  thing  were  wanting  to 
make  the  treaty  more  solemn  than  it  was 
rendered  by  the  terms  in  which  it  was 
worded,  it  was  to  be  found  in  the  letter 
which  the  Emperor  Alexander  addressed  to 
Count  Otronksi,  the  President  of  the  Polish 
Diet  In  that  letter  the  £mperor  thus  ex- 
pressed himself:—' 

^  It  is  with  peculiar  satisfaction  that  I  an* 
nounce  to  you  tnat  the  destiny  of  your  country 
is  about  to  be  ilxed  by  the  concurrence  of  all 
the  powers  assembled  at  Vienna.  The  King- 
dom of  Poland  shall  be  united  to  the -empire  of 
Russia  by 'The  title  of  its  own  Constitution,' 
on  which  I  am  desirous  of  founding  the  hap- 
piness of  the  country.  If  the  great  interests 
involved  in  general  tranquillity  have  not  per- 
mitted all  the  Poles  to  be  united  under  one 
sceptre,  I  have  at  least  endeavoured,  to  the 
utmost  of  my  power,  to  soften  the  hardships 
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of  the  separation,  and  everywhere  to  obtain 
for  them,  as  far  as  practicable,  the  enjoyment 
of  their  nationality." 

JSucb  was  the  language  of  the  Emperor 
Alexander  in  1 815,  and  that  was  followed  by 
the  granting  of  the  constitution  of  Warsaw 
in  November  of  the  same  year.  He  referred 
to  these  points  in  order  to  show  that  the 
revolt  of  the  Poles  in  1830  was  a  lawful 
and  justifiable  revolt.  The  demand  made 
the  other  day  to  the  authorities  of  Cracow 
to  deliver  up  the  individuals  concerned  in 
that  revolt  five  years  before,  was  of  a  piece 
with  the  policy  under  which  that  devoted 
country  had  been  exposed  to  a  fate  so  unjust, 
unlawful,  and  unwarranted— -a  fate  un- 
warranted by  the  laws  of  nations  and  the 
terms  of  treaties.  The  Emperor  Alexander 
then  had  solemnly  confirmed  these  guaran- 
tees. He  knew  that  some  opinions  were 
muttered  acainst  the  Poles,  as  if  the  revolt 
of  1833  justified  all  the  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings. But  such  opinions  were  unwor. 
thy  of  every  freeman,  for  the  Poles  had  no 
less  than  the  guarantee  of  two  Emperors 
that  the  constitution  given  to  them  in  1815 
should  be  held  sacred  and  inviolable.  After 
the  treaty  of  Vienna,  and  in  the  year  1818, 
the  Emperor  Alexander,  in  his  address  to 
the  Diet,  was  found  expressing  himself  in 
these  terms.     He  said, 

"  Your  restoration  is  decreed  by  solemn 
treaties.  It  is  sanctioned  by  the  constitutional 
charter.  The  inviolability  of  these  exterior 
arrangements,  and  of  the  fundamental  law, 
secures  henceforth  in  Poland  an  honourable 
rank  among  the  nations  of  Europe — a  privilege 
the  more  precious,  as  she  has  long  sought  it  in 
vain,  in  the  midst  of  the  most  severe  trials.^' 

In  18S5,  his  successor,  Nicholas,  was  found 
dealing  forth  promises  not  only  as  strong 
and  explicit,  but  binding  himself  by  the 
most  solemn  and  unqualified  vows  to  their 
performance.  The  following  were  his 
words:— 

"  Poles  I  we  have  already  declared  that  ou^ 
unchangeable  desire  is,  that  our  Government 
should  be  but  the  continuation  of  that  of  the 
Emperor  Alexander,  of  glorious  memory ;  and 
we  consequently  declare  to  you  that  the  insti- 
tutions which  he  gave  shall  remain  unaltered. 
I  therefore  promise,  and  swear  before  God, 
that  I  will  observe  the  constitution,  and  that  I 
will  use  all  my  efforts  to  maintain  the  same." 

This  was  in  1825,  and  in  1832  they 
found  the  same  hand  substituting  an  orga- 
nic state  in  lieu  of  that  constitution  which 
it  had  so  solemnly  sworn  to  maintain ;  or, 
in  plainer  language,  every  liberal  provision 
y9M  torn  up  and  destroyedi  and  a  standard 


of  despotism  raised  on  its  ruins.     The  con- 
stitution granted  by  Alexander  was  grossly 
infringed  by  him  and  his  successor,  though 
it  was  not  till  after  freedom  of  speech^ 
freedom  of  the  press,  and  freedom  of  the 
person,  had  all  been  grossly  violated.     It 
was  not  until  a  prince  was  sent  to  govern 
Poland,  whose  brutal  conduct  had  made 
him  unfit  to  govern  Russia,  that  the  Poles 
revolted,  and  they  would  have  been  unwor- 
thy of  all  regard  had  they  submitted  to 
such  tyranny.    It  was  his  opinion  that  that 
he  regarded  as  a  lawful  and  constitutioDal 
one;   and  he  did  not  think  that  it  was 
necessary  for  him,  before  a  British  House 
of  Commons,  to  go  into  any  proof  to  show 
that  such  opinion  was  well  founded.     In 
order  to  give  the  practical  result  of  the 
question  as  it,  at  the  period  to  which  he 
referred,  stood,  he  would  take  the  liberty 
of  quoting  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
present  Lord  Ashburton,  then  Mr.  Baring, 
in  his  place  in  that  House : 

"  It  roust  be  admitted,  that  a  more  righteous 
rebellion  never  manifested  itself  in  any  coun- 
try, or  that  this  unhappy  people  were,  if  any 
ever  were,  justified  in  opposing  the  Govera* 
ment  which  was  established  in  them.  For 
what  was  that  Government  P  The  empire  bad 
rejected  Constantine,  the  legitimate  heir  to 
the  Throne  of  Russia,  from  his  unfitness  to 
reign  over  any  body  of  men ;  and  yet  this  mi- 
serable and  incapable  being  was  sent  to  reign 
over  the  unfortunate  Poles.  I  most  firmly  be- 
lieve that  if  ever  there  was  in  the  whole  history 
of  mankind  a  justification  for  raising  the 
standard  of  rebellion,  it  was  in  this  case." 

On  this  point  he  would  take  the  liberty 
of  quoting  short  extracts  from  the  works 
of  two  sound  constitutional  writers.  Vatel 
observed— 

''  [f  the  prince,  attacking  the  fundamental 
laws,  gives  his  subjects  a  legal  right  to  resist 
him — if  tyranny,  becoming  insupportable,  ob« 
liges  the  nation  to  rise  in  their  defence,  every 
foreign  power  has  a  right  to  succour  an  op- 
pressed people  who  implore  their  assistance.'' 

De  Lolme,  on  the  right  of  resistance^  also 
observed — 

^*  But  all  those  privileges  in  themselves  are 
but  feeble  defences  against  the  real  strength  of 
those  that  govern.  What  would  be  the  re- 
source of  the  people  if  the  prince,  suddenly 
freeing  himself,  as  it  were,  out  of  the  constitu- 
tion, should  make  no  account  of  his  convention, 
or  attempt  to  force  it  to  his  will  ?  It  would  be 
resistance." 

Upon  this  authority  alone  he  held,  thai 
the  revolt  of  Poland — if  revolt  it  could  be 
called— was  a  lawful  andconstitu  tional  revolt, 
and  conBec|[uentl7  that  the  f^ttack  made  th^ 
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other  day  on  Cracow  was  a  flagrant  viola* 
tion  of  every  thing  which  ought  to  be  held 
solemn  among  nations.  It  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  go  in  detail  through  the  acts  which 
preceded  and  followed  that  attack.  They 
were  too  well  known  to  require  comment. 
Need  he  go  beyond  that  act  of  treachery 
by  which  some  hundreds  of  captives,  in- 
stead of  being  sent  to  the  destination  men- 
tioned in  the  proclamation  calling  for  their 
surrender^  were  dispatched  into  those  scenes 
of  hopeless  misery  and  languishing  death, 
which  they  found  already  crowded  with 
the  victims  of  a  feeble  policy.  England 
was  much  to  blame  in  regard  to  Poland, 
but  he  nevertheless  believed  that  she  would 
yet,  in  some  degree,  prove  the  deliverer  of 
the  unhappy  Pmes,  and  that  ere  long  some 
of  those  hopes  they  had  so  near  their  hearts 
would  be  realized.  It  had  been  said  of 
the  Poles,  that  they  were  an  ungrateful 
people,  and  they  were  taunted  with  not 
being  sufficiently  sensible  of  the  advantages 
and  privileges  they  enjoyed  under  the  Rus- 
sian  Government.  What  a  cruel  mockery 
was  this.  It  was  but  to  be  equalled  by 
the  language  used  by  Nicholas,  in  his 
speech  of  the  other  day  at  Warsaw,  when 
he  said— 

*'  Among  all  the  disturbances  nvbich  agitate 
Europe,  and  all  those  doctrines  which  shake 
the  social  edifice,  Russia  alone  has  remained 
strong  and  intact.  Believe  me,  gentlemen, 
that  it  is  a  real  blessing  to  belong  to  this  conn- 
txy,  and  enjoy  its  protection." 

This  was  bold  language.  He  believed  that 
its  imperial  author  was  a  great  man,  and  a 
brave  man,  and  he  believed  that  he  had 
more  than  once  stood  within  the  reach  of  a 
cannon  shot ;  but  when  he  thus  stood  for- 
ward in  opposition  to  those  liberal  opinions 
which  were  so  rapidly  diffusing  themselves 
through  every  European  state,  and  by  the 
current  they  created,  did  so  much  towards 
clearing  the  political  horizon  of  the  pesti- 
lential mist  which,  for  so  many  centuries, 
obscured  it,  he  showed  himself  in  a  charac- 
ter alike  remarkable  for  its  bold  daring, 
and  reckless  oouraoe.  It  would,  however, 
ere  long,  be  proved  a  vain  effort.  The  words 
of  one  of  the  most  popular  of  the  British 
poets  might  be  applied  to  him — 

'*  Tyrants,  in  vain  ye  trace  the  irizzard  ring. 
In  vain  ye  limit  mind's  unwearied  spring. 
What!  can  ye  lull  the  winged  winds  asleep, 
Arrest  the  rolling  world  or  chain  the  deep  ? 
No:  —  the  wild  wave  contemns  your  sceptered 

band; — 
1 1  R^rd  not  back  when  Canute  gave  command !'' 

The  question  was,  the  maintenance  of 
treaties  to  which  England  was  a  party,  and 


on  which  the  peace  of  Europe  was  founded. 
He  contended,  that  the  treaty  of  Vienna 
gave  to  Poland  a  constitution,  in  the  fullest 
sense,  free  and  independent.  The  distinct 
existence  of  the  kingdom  of  Poland  with 
its  constitution  were  guaranteed ;  in  short, 
the  ancient  kingdom  of  Poland,  with  the 
same  constitution  it  possessed  in  1722,  was, 
by  the  treaty  of  Vienna,  to  be  restored. 
This,  at  all  events,  was  the  plain  English 
of  the  treaty,  and  unless  there  was  trutn  in 
the  celebrated  remark  of  Prince  Eugene, 
''that  100,000  men  constituted  a  better 
guarantee  than  100,000  treaties,"  he  hesi- 
tated not  to  say,  that  countersigned  as  it 
was  by  aU  the  assembled  powers  of  Europe, 
there  never  was  a  better  guarantee  than 
that  given  by  it  to  the  people  of  Poland. 
In  leaving  Poland,  and  adverting  to  Turkey 
and  the  country  round  the  Euxine,  but  still 
keeping  in  view  the  offensive  policy  of  Russia 
to  the  civilized  world,  he  thousht  he  could 
show,  that  the  conduct  of  Russia,  territori* 
ally,  politically,  and  commercially,  had  no 
parallel  in  the  history  of  the  world.  She 
had  not  taken  the  manly  means  of  invasion 
and  conquest,  she  had  proceeded  with  her 
aggressions  stealthily  and  secretly,  and  had 
exhibited  the  spectacle  of  the  dissembling 
strong  seizing  every  opportunity  of  obtain- 
ing unjust  advantage  over  the  helpless 
weak.  It  was  true  that  Russia  had  ex- 
pressly declared,  that  she  entertained  no 
ulterior  intentions  with  respect  to  Constan- 
tinople  and  Turkey,  but  who  believed  her  } 
For  his  part  he  preferred  an  adherence  to 
the  terms  of  treaties  to  all  the  hollow  de« 
darations  that  could  be  made  by  any  power 
interested  in  their  violation.  He  would  re- 
fer to  the  terms  of  treaties,  and  the  manner 
in  which  Russia  had  conducted  herself  with 
respect  to  them,  in  order  to  show,  not 
merely  the  ulterior  but  the  immediate 
views  of  the  Cabinet  of  St.  Petersburgh. 
It  was  to  prevent  the  accomplishment  of 
those  views  that  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his 
bounden  duty  to  bring  the  subject  under 
the  consideration  of  the  British  Parliament, 
and  to  ask,  in  as  emphatic  a  manner  as  he 
was  able,  the  attention  and  the  action  of 
his  Majesty's  Government  with  reference 
to  it.  He  was  apprehensive  that  the  fatal 
disbelief  which  hsid  unfortunately  existed 
in  some  quarter  as  to  the  conduct  which  it 
had  been  in  the  contemplation  of  Rusraa  to 
pursue  with  respect  to  Poland  was  calcu- 
lated to  lead  to  most  disastrous  consequences. 
There  were  sometimes  questions  which 
divided  Cabinets.  If  this  was  one  of  them, 
he  implored   his   Majesty's  Government 
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carefully  to  re-consider  all  the  circumstances 
of  tbe  case,  in  order  to  tal^e  advantage  of 
the  existing  state  of  tranquillity  and  pro- 
sperity at  home,  to  give  to  this  country  that 
power  abroad,  in  which  alone  could  be 
found  any  security  for  our  commercial  and 
other  rights  and  privileges.  Did  they  sup- 
pose that,  without  some  vigorous  measures, 
they  could  stop  Russia  in  Vie  course  which 
she  had  adopted.  How  erroneous  had  the 
opinions  entertained  on  that  subject  been 
proved  by  circumstances.  In  June,  1832, 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AiSairs,  said, 

'^  As  to  the  idea  which  seems  to  be  enter- 
taioed  by  several  gentlemen  of  its  being  in- 
tended to  exterminate  a  large  kingdong,  either 
morally  or  politically,  if  it  be  seriously  enter- 
tained anywhere,  it  is  so  perfectly  impractic- 
able, that  I  think  there  need  be  no  appre- 
hension of  its  being  attempted.'' 

Everybody  knew  what  had  since  occurred 
with  respect  to  Poland.  Now  with  reference 
to  Constantinople.  The  conduct  of  Russia 
with  reference  to  Constantinople,  had  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  in  1833,  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tipperary.  At  that  time  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afiairs,  observed — 

"  The  hon.  Member  complains  that  Russia 
IS  about  to  play  the  same  game  at  Constanti- 
nople as  she  did  in  Poland ;  but  I  am  con- 
vinced, tfiat  the  Russian  troops  will  shortly 
evacuate  Turkey,  if  they  have  not  already  done 
so,  and  that  she  will  fulfil  the  pledge  she  has 
given  on  this  subject,  not  only  to  England,  but 
to  the  whole  of  Europe.  I  do  not  think  that 
it  enters  into  the  policy  of  Russia  to  make  an 
attempt  at  a  partition  of  Turkey ;  but  if  she 
should  make  the  attempt,  it  is  impossible  she 
could  be  successful."  , 

That  was  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  time  to  which  he  had  alluded;  and 
that  was,  no  doubt,  the  opinion,  at  that 
same  time,  of  the  Cabinet  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  was  a  Member.  But  what  had  since 
occurred  with  reference  to  the  evacuation 
of  Turkey  by  the  Russian  army^  and  with 
reference  to  the  designs  of  Russia  upon  tlie 
Turkish  territory  ?  That  the  Russian  troops 
were  still  in  possession  of  some  of  the  prin- 
cipal^ Turkidi  provinces;  and  that  the 
Russian  afl^ssions  had  confirmed  the  sus- 
picion of  her  ulterior  designs  on  the  in« 
tegrity  of  the  Turkish  empire.  He  knew 
that  he  had  two  classes  of  opponents  to  deal 
with  on  the  present  occasion.  The  one 
consisted  of  those  who  thought  that  the 
connection  with  Turkey  was  of  no  value  to 
U8^  either  commercially  or  politically,  and. 


therefore,  that  we  were  not  called  upon  hj 
any  considerations  of  interest  to  make  anj 
stir  in  the  matter:  the  adherence  to  the 
old  doctrine,  of  the  policy  of  an  inwilar 
state  abstaining  from  all  interference  with 
continental  disputes,  and  trusting  entirely 
to  its  wooden  walls  for  security.  That  vwbb 
the  opinion  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  had  maintained  in  the  last  debate  on 
the  question.     He  would  not  argue  with 
those  who  thought  that  the  connection  with 
Turkey  was  of  no  value  to  this  country. 
But  there  were  those  who,  while  they  ad- 
mitted the  great  value  of  a  connection  with 
Turkey,  and  with  the  countries  adjacent  to 
Turkey,  to  England,   and   the    civilized 
world,  seemed  wilfully  to  shut  their  eyes 
to  the  danger  with  which  that  connectioo 
was  threatened  by  the  conduct  of  Russia. 
He  would  assume,  as  an  indisputable  fact, 
that  a  connection  with  Constantinople  and 
Persia,  and  the  countries  between  Persia 
and  our  East- India   possessions   was   in^ 
estimable,  both  in  a  commercial  and  in  a 
political  point  of  view.     The  best  way  in 
which  he  could  make  this  appear,  was  by 
giving  a  slight  sketch  of  the  value  of  the 
trade  which  was  endangered  by  the  cir« 
cumstances  to  which  he  had  alluded.     He 
would,  however,  first  say  something  of  the 
spirit  on  which  the  Turkish  commercial 
code  was  formed.     This  he  would  do  from 
authentic  sources.     The  free  and  liberal 
spirit  of  the  Turkish  commercial  code  had 
long  been  famed,  and  we  have  found  greats 
advantage  from  it  in  the  hour  of  need.     It 
well  deserved  the  study  and  support  of  hia 
right  hon*  Friend,  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.     A  notice  of  it,  lately  published 
under  authority,  at  Constantinople,  stated — 
''  Good  sense,  tolerance,  and  hospitality, 
have  long  ago  done  for  the  Ottoman  Empire^ 
what  the  other  states  of  Europe  are  endeavour- 
ing to  effect^  by  more  or  less  happy  political 
combinations.  Since  the  throne  of  the  Sultans 
has  been  elevated  at  Constantinople,  commer- 
cial prohibitions  have  been  unknown.    They 
opened  all  the  ports  of  their  empire  to  the 
commerce,  to  the  manuftietores,  to  tbe  teni* 
torial  produce  of  the  whole  world.    Liberty  of 
commerce  has  reigned  here  without  limits^  as 
large,  as  extended  as  it  is  possible  to  be.  llms 
the  markets  of  Turkey,  supplied  from  all  coun- 
tries, refusing  no  objects   which  mercantile 
spirit  puts  in  circulation,  and  imposing  no 
charge  on  the  vessels  that  transport  them,  are 
seldom  or  never  the  scenes  of  those  disordered 
movements  which,  occasioned  by  the  sudden 
deficienc^r  of  such  merchandize  with  exorbit- 
antly rismg  prices,  are  the  tcoarges  of  die 
lower  ordeis,  by  unsettling  their  habits,  and* 
by  intiictlDg  privations.    From  the  system  of, 
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restrictions  and  prohibitions,  arise  those  de» 
Youring  tides  and  ebbs  which  sweep  away  in  a 
day  the  labour  of  years,  and  convert  commerce 
into  a  career  of  alarms  and  perpetual  dangers. 
In  Turkey,  where  this  system  does  not  exist, 
these  disastrous  effects  are  unknown/' 


He  would  now  proceed  to  describe  the 
exfeeot  of  the  trade  enjoyed  by  this  country 
with  Turkey.     It  was  distinguished  by  this 
characteristic,  that  while  the  other  outlets 
of  our  ffureign  trade  were  declining,  incliid- 
ing  our  trade  with  Russia,  our  trade  with 
Turkey    was   perpetually  and  amaaingly 
increasing,  and  appeared  to  have  no  limit. 
In  proof  of  this  statement,  he  would  show, 
from  official  documents,  the  increase  which 
had  taken  place  in  two  great  articles  of  our 
trade  with  Turkeys  from  the  year  1827  to 
the  year  1834.     In  1827  we  exported  to 
Turkey  11,560,172  yards  of  cotton  cloth, 
and  647,094  pounds  of  cotton  twist.     In 
1828,  when  Turkey  was.  engaged  in  war, 
we  exported  to  that  country   4,719i4Sl 
yards  of  cotton  doth,  and  156,860  pounds 
of  cotton  twist.      In  1829,  when  Turkey 
had    concluded    peace,     we    exported    to 
Turkey  15,566,350  yards  of  cotton  cloth, 
and  662,538  pounds  of  cotton  twist.     In 
1834  we  exported  to  Turkey  28,621,490 
yards  of  cotton  cloth,  and  1,989*851  pounds 
of  cotton  twist     Such  was  the  state  of  the 
trade  which  the  petitioners  to  that  House 
declared  was  placed  in  imminent  jeopardy 
by  the  conduct  daily  pursued  by  Russia; 
such  was  the  state  of  the  trade  which  those 
petitioners  prayed  the  House  to  take  some 
measures  to  protect.    He  would  now  advert 
to  the  value  of  the  manufactures  of  this 
country  exported  to  Turkey.      In   1827 
that  value  was  531,704^     In  1828  (when, 
as  he  had  already  observed,  Turkey  was 
engaged  in  war),  it  was  only  185,84^^. 
In  1829  it  rose  to  568,684/. ;  and  in  1834 
it  amounted  to   1,207,941/.      The  chief 
imports  from  Turkey  were  ilk  and  wool 
In  1827  the  import  of  silk  from  Turkey 
was  358,757  pounds ;  that  of  wool,  315,807 
poonds.    In  1834  the  import  of  silk  from 
Turkey  was  419*368  pounds;  that  of  wool, 
1,474,322  pounds.    The  total  of  the  cotton 
manufactures   exported  from  the  United 
Kingdom  in  1834,  was  355,793,809  yards, 
valued  at  14,157,352/.;  of  which  Turkey 
took  28,621,490  yards,  and  paid  828,245/. ; 
takins  one  out  of  fifteen  of  the  goods  of 
that  description  which  we  exported.    He 
would  next  allude,  for  a  moment,  to  the 
tariff  of  Rusna,  in  ord^  to  aasertt  that  it 
was  as  manifestly  hostile  and  restrictive 
towards  England,  as  the  cooonercial  code 
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tariff  of  Russia  had  been  olosing  gradually 
upon  us,  just  as  she  became  independent  of 
our  supplies,  and  now  it  amounted  to  one 
almost  unbroken  enumeration  of  articles 
prohibited.  The  value  of  our  manufactures 
sent  to  Russia  and  to  Turkey  was,  in  1827» 
to  Russia  1,408,970/.,  Turkey  531,704/.; 
of  which  cotton  twist  amounted  to  Russia 
933,204/.,  Turkey  89,694/. ;  in  1884,  to 
Russia  1,882,309/.,  Turkey  lfi07,9i>lL; 
of  which  cotton  twist  amounted  to  Russiil 
1,037,533/.,  to  Turkey  109,728/.;  thus 
the  export  trade  to  Russia  bad  declined, 
whilst  that  to  Turkey  had  increased  100 
per  cent ;  and  the  exports  to  Russia  must 
still  greatly  diminish,  of  which  this  yearns 
Returns  would  ftftmisfa  a  melanchdy  proof. 
Itwouldbeobserved,  that  cotton  twist  form^ 

ed  almost  the  sde  export  to  Russia.  This,  in 
fact,  was  but  a  sort  of  half-manufactured 
article,  and  was  admitted  by  Russia  solely 
to  enable  her  to  complete  the  manufacture, 
and  to  compete  with  us  in  the  markets  of 
Turkey  and    Persia.      Already   she  had 
become  independent  of  certain  qualities  of 
twist,  which  accordingly  were  prohibited* 
The  consequence  was,  that  many  of  ouc 
merchants  wero  closing  their  transactions 
in  that  quarter  as  fast  as  they  could.     He 
would  tell  the  right  hon.  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  if  he  did  not  know  it, 
that  a  merchant  of  great  eminence,  well 
known  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
had  once  been  in  the  habit  of  exporting 
between  three  and  four  millions  of  pounds 
of  cotton  twist  to  Russia,  had  gradually 
drawn  in  his  concerns,  and  that  in  the 
present  year,  in  consequence  of  the  state  of 
Russia,    and    of   the    policy   which  that 
country  appeared  to  be  pursuing,  he  had 
entirely  given  up  his  Russian  trade,  and 
had    not    sent    a  single  pound  of  twist 
thither.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might, 
perhaps,  say,  that  the  respectable  individual 
in  question  had  been  ''frightened  from  his 
propriety  "  by  circumstances  which  would 
not  affect  others.     But  such  was  not  tha 
case.     For  not  only  that  individual,  but 
others  had  gradually  reduced  their  trade  by 
two-thirds,  on  finding  the  hostile  disposition 
of  Russia,  and  had  ultimately  determined 
not  to  risk  any  of  their  property  by  sending 
it  to  that  country.      The  trade  to  Turkey 
was    exclusively    carried   on    in    British 
shipping.    The  trade  to  Russia  was  also  so 
carried  on  in  a  great  measure.      But  there 
was  this  great  dififeronce  between  the  two 
branches  of  commerce— that  to  Ruasia  one 
own  ships  went  empty,  and  rotnmed  full 
ai  Russian  pooduoe,  while  to  Turkey  they^ 
wept  fixU  of  British  fxa3m»t  and  letaaad^ 
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unfoFtonately  as  he  thought,  empty,  in 
oonsequence  of  our  bad  policy.     What  was 
the    amount    of  the    tonni^  of  British 
shipping  employed  in  the  Turkey  trade  ? 
In  1831,  28,249 'tons;    in  1832,  28,882 
tons;  in  1885,  24,831  tons;  and  in  1834, 
20,789    tons.      In    plain    language,    our 
tonnage  in  the  Turkey  trade  was  equal  to 
our  tonnage  in  the  China  trade.     The 
Turkish    manufactures    had    given    way 
before  the  abundance  and  cheapness  of  our 
own.     Of  600  looms  for  muslins  busily 
employed  at  Scutari  in  1812,  only  forty 
remained  in  1831 ;  and  of  2,000  weaving 
establishments  at  Tournovo  in  1812,  only 
200  remained  in  1831.     Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  worse  than  blindness- 
it  was  madness— to  shut  our  eyes  to  the 
advanta^s  resulting  from  the  trade  which 
the  petitioners  to  that  House  declared  was 
in  the  most  imminent  danger  of  destruction. 
Now,  with  reference  to  our  trade  with 
Persia.    In  1830,  the  transit  trade  through 
Trebisond  consisted  of  about  5,000  bales, 
valued  at  250,000/.;  in  1834  it  had  in- 
creased  to  12,000  bales,  valued  at  600,000/.; 
and  in   1835  to  19,300  bales,-  valued  at 
965,000/.,  notwithstanding  the  cholera  and 
plague  both  ra^  at  Trebisond,  and  in  the 
ports    of  Persia,  commercially   connected 
with  it  during  18S5.     Thus  in  five  years 
(from  1830  to  1835)  trade  increased  140 
per  cent. ;  in  the  sixth  year,  as  compared 
with   the  first,   300  per  cent.;    and,   as 
compared  with  the  preceding  year,  60  per 
cent. ;  consisting  of  European  manufactures, 
nine-tenths  of  which  were  British.     The 
individuals  who  carried  on  that  trade,  came 
to-night  before  the  House  by  petition,  and 
declared,^  that  this  trade  was  in  danger  from 
the  amtdtious  views  of  Russia,  and  that 
it  must  follow  the  fate  of  the  trade  to 
Turkey  should  Russia  prevail,  who  was 
resolved  to  destroy  both.      The  trade  to 
the  Danube  was  another  point  to  which 
he  was  desirous  of  directing  the  attention 
of  the  House.      By  one  of  the  articles 
of  the  treaty  of  Vienna,  the  trade  to  the 
Danube    was    to    be    entirely    free    and 
unrestricted,  and  o^n  to  all  descriptions  of 
commercial  enterprise.    The  Danube  was 
the  inlet  to  Wallachia  and  Moldavia ;  our 
intercourse  with  which  principalities  was  a 
subject  of  jealousy  to  Russia,  both  in  a  po- 
litical and  in  a  commercial  point  of  view. 
In  spite  of  that  jealousy  however,  our  trade 
in  that  quarter  had  increased ;  and  last  year 
amounted  to  nearly  6,000  tons.    If  the 
Russians  allowed  that  trade  to  be  carried 
on  without  impediment,  it  would  soon  be. 
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of  our  trade  with  Turkey,  and  with  the  ad- 
jacent countries.    When  the  extent  of  that 
trade,  and  when  its  constant  increase,  were 
considered,  none  but  a  Russian  in  iDtereit 
and  principle  coold  deny,  that  it  was  a  sab- 
ject  well  worthy  the  attention  of  the  Britidi 
Legislature  and  Government.     That  such 
was  the  opinion  of  every  British  merchant 
who  traded  with  that  quarter  of  the  worki, 
was  equally  undeniable.     But  it  must  not 
be  supposed  that  when  he  talked  of  Irtish 
interest,  he  talked  of  something  solitaiy^  of 
something  far  removed  from  the  interests  of 
other  European    communities.      On    the 
contrary,  every  natbn  and  people  of  Europe 
was  earnestly  beckoning  to  us  to  interfere  to 
prevent  the  destruction  of  the  trade  with 
Turkey ;  and  by  Turkey  herself  that  wiA 
was  strongly  felt  and  expressed.     Our  in- 
terests were  identified  with  those  of  other 
countries,  particularly  with  the  countries 
on  the  Euxine,  whose  fate  might  depend 
on  us.     Persia  and  Circassia  were  interested 
too  and  the  struggle  they  had  already  made 
against  the  deadly  designs  of  Russia  shewed 
that  we  should  not  be  without  allies  in  that 
quarter.     With  respect  to  treaties,  we  hod 
exhibited  as  to  Turkey  a  blindness  that 
seemed  perfectly  unaccountable.     No  treaty 
had  been  dictated  by  Russia  from  the  tieaty 
of  Bucharest  in  1812,  down  to  the  myste. 
rious  treaty  of  St.   Petersburgh  in   1834, 
which  did  not  bear  him  out  in  saying  that 
the  Czar's  progress  had  been  a  continued 
series  of  agressions,  not  only  territorial, 
but  commercial.     He  would  firat  take  his 
stand  on  the  fatal  treaty  of  Adrianople. 
Why  had  not  this  country  exercised  the 
power  which  it  possessed  to  prevent  the 
conclusion  of  that  treaty  i^  It  had  been  the 
source  of  all  the  embarrassments  and  all  the 
evils  which  Turkey  had  since  undergone. 
We  had  had  the  power,  by  the  exercise  of  a 
moral  interference,  to  prevent  the  conclo. 
sion  of  that  treaty,  but   we    had    neg- 
lected to  do  sa    He  spoke  in  the  presence 
of  a  right  hon.  Baronet  and  a  noble  Lord 
who  were  Members  of  his  Majesty's  Go* 
vemment  at  the  period  in  question,  and  he 
repeated  that  the  treaty  of  Adrianople  had 
been  the  destruction  of  the  best  interests  of 
Turitey.    It  gave  to  Russia  privileges,  and 
power,  and  a  footing,  of  which  she  ought 
never  to    have   been   put  in    poaiesnott. 
Having  saddled  Turkey  with  a  debt  of  foar 
millions,  Russia  took  as  a  security  the  for- 
tress of  SiUstria.    The  treaty  obtained  pri- 
vileges  for  Russian  merchants,  superior  even 
to  those  enjoyed  by  Turkish  merchants,  and 
vastly  sup^or  to  those  enjoyed  hf  the  meiu 

chants  of  other  coaotrios.    It  Mguced  tot^ 
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the  Ruflrfati  meichaiits  in  Turkey  the  pri- 
yilege  of  paying  only  half  the  rate  of  duty 
paid  by  others ;  and  it  also  secured  for  them 
the  privilege  of  living  under  their  own  laws, 
and  not  under  the  laws  of  Turkey.  It  gave 
to  Russia  200  miles  of  the  Circassian  coast, 
and  it  most  fatally  gave  to  Russia  the 
Ddta  of  the  Danube,  with  the  alarming 
provision  annexed,  that  six  miles  of  the  op- 

Saite  coast  should  remain  uninhabited, 
e  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  upon  the 
best  authority,  that  it  had  been  in  the 
power  of  the  English  Government  to  pre- 
vent the  treaty  of  Adrianople  from  being 
concluded  merely  by  an  expression  of  her 
wish  that  it  should  not  be  so.  The  military 
power  of  Russia  at  that  time  was  small. 
She  had  only  15,000  men  at  Adrianople, 
12,000  more  had  been  landed  on  the  shores 
of  the  Bosphorus ;  and  there  was  another 
small  force,  making  in  the  whole  only 
3S,000  men  beyond  the  Balkan.  The 
Turkish  Albanian  army  was  of  much  supe- 
rior force ;  and  the  day  before  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  treaty,  had  cut  off  a  Russian  de- 
tachment :  General  Diebitsh  had  been  re. 
connoitering,  in  order  to  endeavour  to  make 
cood  his  retreat  under  the  guns  of  Sir 
rulteney  Malcolm.  But  for  the  fatal  policy 
which  England  pursued  on  that  occasion 
every  Russian  soldier  beyond  the  Balkan 
would  have  been  compromised,  and  his 
retieat  cut  off.  To  effect  this,  no  warlike 
demonstrations  would  have  been  necessary ; 
all  that  was  required  was  merely  diplomatic 
interference.  What  was  the  state  of 
Austria  at  the  time  in  question  ?  She  was 
armed  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  Russia 
from  carrying  her  ambitious  designs  into 
effect.  Yet  England  had  allowed  a  treaty 
to  be  completed,  which  had  proved  the 
source  of  numerous,  deep,  and  lasting  evils 
to  the  whole  world.  So  delighted  was  the 
old  Dutch  Admiral  Heyden,  employed  in 
the  service  of  Russia,  when  he  heard  of  the 
oondusioa  of  the  treaty  of  Adrianople,  that 
he  jumped  out  of  hia  cot,  and  embraced  the 
officer  who  brought  him  the  intelligence. 
The  terms  of  the  treaty  of  Hoonkiar  Skelessi 
were  so  injurious  to  England,  so  insulting 
to  civilised  Europe  generally,  and  especially 
to  the'commerdal  interests  of  Europe,  that 
it  became  a  dead  letter.  The  treaty  of  St. 
Petersburgh,  of  1 8S4,  the  contents  of  which 
were*not  publicly  known  until  it  was  four 
months  old,  was  a  kind  of  peace  offering  to 
Europe,  disgusted  as  she  had  been  by  the 
treaty  of  Hoonkiar  Skelessi.  What  were  the 
enactments  of  the  treaty  of  St.  Petersburg  ? 
First,  Russia  was  to  remit  the  Turkish 


debt.  Next,  the  was  to  evaeuate  the 
Turkish  provinces.  She  was  to  retain 
Silistria,  and  so  to  touch  the  treaty  of 
Adrianople  that  she  consented  to  abandim 
the  nomination  of  hospodars  during  the 
lives  of  those  at  present  in  office.  Sudi 
were  the  strides  made  by  Russia  against 
the  existence  of  Turkey;  hut  she  had 
attempted  others,  some  of  which  must 
inevitably  involve  us,  as  a  party  affix^ted 
by  her  proceedings.  He  had  endeavoured 
to  state  to  the  House  the  value  of  our 
mat  and  rapidly-increasing  trade  with 
Turkey,  and  the  adjacent  countries,  all  of 
which  depended  upon  the  communication 
enjoyed  through  the  Black  Sea  and  the 
Danube.  At  Trehizond  we  had  a  great 
and  most  Valuable  trade,  and  those  who 
ought  to  know  best,  asserted  that  it  wbb 
in  danger,  whibt  the  Circassian  coast 
beyond  it  was  sternly  blockaded  by  Russia, 
and  we  had  no  means  of  watching  or 
resisting  her  encroachments.  The  Peti-* 
tions  presented  this  evening  asserted  that 
this  great  and  important  trade  was  in 
imminent  danger,  notwithstanding  its  in- 
crease might  lead  to  a  contrary  conclusion ; 
and  who  could  he  such  good  authority 
as  those  individuals  engaged  in  the  trade, 
and  who  unanimously  asked  protection  for 
the  future,  and  for  redress  for  injuries 
already  inflicted.  Trebiaond  was  an  ob« 
ject  of  painful  jealousy  to  Russia.  Through 
it  we  were  enabled  to  compete  with  her 
successfully  in  the  Persian  market.  But 
Trebixond  had  been  threatened  with  the 
presence  of  a  Russian  army.  When 
Ibrahim  Pacha's  army  was  in  Asia  Minor, 
a  Russian  officer  was  despatched  to  the 
Pachas  of  Erzeroum  and  Trebizond,  to 
inform  them  that  in  the  event  of  Ibrahim's 
army  marching  towards  Erseroum,  both 
that  place  and  Trebixond  should  be  imme- 
diately protected  by  the  presence  of  a 
Russian  army — another  stroke  in  the 
cunning  game  of  protection  Russia  had 
been  playing.  The  secret  and  stealthy 
policy  of  Russia  ought  to  be  watched  and 
guarded  against.  Her  open  and  declared 
attempts  at  aggrandisement  were  not  to 
be  dreaded.  Already  she  had  laid  a  train 
for  the  destruction  of  our  Trebixond  and 
Perman  trade.  At  the  foot  of  Mount 
Ararat  her  frontier  comes  within  nine 
miles  of  the  line  of  Persian  traffic.  By 
the  treaty  of  Turkoman  Chai,  in  I8£9, 
the  river  Aras  was  fixed  as  the  boundary 
between  Persia  and  Georgia,  yet  Russia 
retained  lands  on  the  right  or  Peraian 
bank — in  themselves  of  little   value,    as 
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bebiff  unpro(ioGii769  but  in  oAer  respects 
Hivabiable  in  the  views  of  Russia^  as  form- 
ing an  easy  stepping-stone  to  the  province 
of  Gheelan,  or  the  Caspian,  the  chief 
sUk-growing  district  of  Persia,  which  has 
always  been  an  object  of  keen  desire  to 
Russia,  who  once  forcibly  took  possession 
of  it,  but  without  the  power  of  retaining 
it.  Russia  had  sent  a  eonsul  to  Eraeroum, 
the  capital  o£  Armenia,  but  our  interests 
were  not  represented  in  that  place  of  trade. 
The  consequence  was,  that  therej,  as  else- 
where  throughout  these  countries,  the 
views  of  Russia  were  promoted  at  our 
cost  and  degradation.  The  Pacha's  name 
was  made  use  of  for  the  purposes  of  Russia, 
in  proscribing  British  goods.  Russia  in- 
terfered in  local  affairs,  and  dictated  to 
the  local  authorities.  At  Eraeroum,  the 
Pacha  was  a  mere  puppet  in  the  hands  of 
the  consul,  supported  by  the  commander 
of  the  Caucasus ;  and  there  could  be  no 
doubt,  whenever  Erseroum  fell  under  Rus- 
fian  protection,  Trebif ond  would  be  entirely 
^t  her  mercy*  He  was  aware  that  the 
professions  of  Russia  were  full  of  peace 
9nd  good-will,  but  how  did  she  suit  her 
actions  to  her  words  ?  Cross  the  Euxine, 
^nd  review  her  position  and  preparations 
therei,  and  then  listen,  if  possible,  with 
eredulityi  to  her  peaceable  professions.  At 
Sevastopol  the  fortifications  have  been 
oompleted,  and  a  garrison  of  5,000  men 
established*  There  are  at  this  moment 
ten  line-of-battle  ships  fit  for  sea;  eight 
frigates,  twenty  corvettes  and  brifls,  and 
ei^^t  large  steamers,  British  builtt  At 
Kiev,  b^ond  Odessa,  there  was  an  army 
of  50,000  men,  and  in  Bessarabia  another 
of  40,000  was  very  recently  reinforced  by 
an  increase  of  25,000.  The  last  news 
ttota  these  scenes  of  gathering  strength 
was,  that  Paskevitoh,  the  clever,  the  able, 
and  the  most  unscrupulous  of  all  Russia's 
generals,  had  been  appointed  to  the  com- 
mand. He  commanded  in  Persia  s  he 
governed  at  Warsaw;  he  it  was  who 
Issued  the  proclamation  for  the  forcible 
and  horrible  banishment  of  the  children  of 
Poland.  His  presence  in  Bessarabia,  with 
an  army  of  100,000  men  under  his  com- 
mand, was  ^  startling  commentary  on  his 
emperor's  professions  of  peace  and  good 
fellowship  towards  the  Principalities  and 
Turkey  1  Silistria,  a  solitary  fortress,  and 
the  key  to  the  Provinces  on  the  Danube, 
was  garrisoned  with  700  men,  and  governed 
by  Mouravicffi  who  commanded  the  expedi- 
tion to  the  Bosphorus,  and  who  entertained, 
aswasweU  known,  the  opinion  thatConstan- 


tinople  and  the  Bosphoms  were  the 
tural  boundaries  of  Russia.  The  garriaon 
of  Silistria  was  joined  to  Bessarabia  by 
etapes,  or  relays,  amounting  to  4^000 
men.  Silistria  was  beyond  the  Provinott, 
and  this  line  of  communication  ran  through 
their  greatest  length.  But  they  wore 
tdd  that  Silistria  was  to  be  evacuated,  uA 
restored  to  Turkey,  whenever  the  re* 
mainder  of  the  debt,  extorted  by  Russia, 
was  paid.  But  there  was  danger  beneath 
this  smooth  and  specious  profession  of 
Russia.  Let  the  noble  Lord  see  that  the 
money  received  by  Russis^  for  the  ransom 
of  Silistria,  was  not  expended  in  theforti* 
fication  of  the  Dardanelles ;  for  the  latest 
reports  amounted  to  this,  that  the  fortifi- 
cations of  the  Dardanelles  were  imme- 
diately to  be  repaired,  whilst  those  of  the 
Bosphorus  were  not  to  be  restored.  The 
Principalities  of  Moldavia  and  Wallachia 
were  objects  of  deadly  jealousy  to  Russitt. 
They  vie  with  her  in  her  staple  produce 
tions,  and  their  princes  were  liberal  and 
enlightened  men,  anxious  to  draw  doae 
their  connexion  with  England,  through 
her  merchants  and  their  ships,  ^'Mj 
country,  m]^se]f,  and  all  my  reacttroee!," 
said  the  Prince  of  Moldavia  to  an  enter- 
priung  English  traveller,  ''are at  Eoglancfa 
service;"  while  the  Prince  of  Wallachia 
had  been  heard  to  assert,  that  if  the  flag 
of  England  was  to  be  seen  at  the  mouth  of 
the  Danube,  he  could  then  speak  out«  The 
speech  of  Prince  Milosch,  made  last  year 
to  the  Servians,  had  been  applauded  by 
every  free  people ;  and  it  was  such  spirits 
as  these  governing  the  Principalities  and  Uie 
people  that  have  fallen  to  their  lot,  with  a 
determination  to  render  diem  wise  and 
industrious,  and  independent,  thathas  roused 
the  jealousy  and  destructive  designs  of 
Russia  against  them.  Thus  relying  on 
positions  bristled  with  fortiBcations,  Russia 
ventured  to  lay  hands  on  British  shippings 
and  to  arrest  it,  in  spite  of  the  ^eaties  of 
Europe,  and  in  spite  of  that  indignation 
which  was  naturally  expressed  by  the  suh* 
jects  of  the  British  nation.  Many  ship* 
had  sailed,  and  others  wore  going  out»  to 
whose  captains  strict  orders  had  been  given 
not  to  submit  to  the  right  of  boarding  and 
search,  which  Russia  had  lately  claimed. 
Of  course  the  fate  of  those  ships  must  be 
inevitable,  unless  some  expression  of  opinion 
were  made  on  the  part  of  that  Houac. 
He  hoped  that  a  strong  expression  of 
opinion  would  be  made  that  nignt.  Unless 
that  were  done,  Britisli  shipping,  to  the 
amount  of  not  less  thtui  5,000  tons*  wouldj 
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ef  oonrsd^  hB  seived^  and  marelied  off  to 
Odessa,  until  the  insolent  commands  of 
Bussia  were  complied  with.  His  noble 
Friend,  the  Foreign  Secretary,  would  tell 
him  that  remonstrances  had  been  made 
upon  the  subject.  He  was  fully  aware 
of  that  fact.  But  what  was  the  cha- 
vacter  of  the  reply  ?  Worse  than  the  in- 
sult itself.  Lord  Durham,  acting  upon 
instructions  received  fr6m  England,  re. 
monstrated  with  the  Russian  Govern, 
ment  for  the  hindrance  which  had  been 
given  to  British  trade.  He  had  been 
referred  to  Count  Nesselrode,  Count 
Nesselrode  referred  to  the  Governor  of 
South  Russia,  and  the  Governor  of  South 
Russia  again  referred  to  the  Consul  at 
Gulatz,  who  communicated  with  the 
British  Consul  at  Ibraille,  who  was  in. 
vtructed  to  send  down  the  captains  from 
whom  toll  had  been  exacted,  to  the 
mouth  of  the  Danube,  the  scene  of  their 
injuries,  in  order  that  inquiry  might  be 
made  into  the  subject,  it  being  well  known 
that  the  captains  thus  refemd  to,  were 
then  in  England.  This  was  what  Eng- 
land had  brought  herself  to,  by  her  slack 
and  blind  policy  towards  a  foe  who  never 
would  have  dared  thus  to  insult  her  if,  in 
the  first  place,  she  had  assumed  a  proper 
tone,  and  made  a  demonstration  by  her 
•natural  means  of  defence,  her  powerful 
fleet  He  was  afraid  he  had  trespassed  too 
much  upon  the  patience  of  the  House. 
His  cause  must  plead  his  excuse.  He  had 
•carefblly  refrained  from  introdacin'g  any 
topics,  or  discussing  any  matters  except 
those  which  had  a  direct  bearing  upon 
the  points  he  wished  to  bring  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  He  had 
•refrained  from  alluding  to  the  universal 
•aggresBi«jn  and  interference  of  Russia  in 
E^pt,  in  Syria,  in  Greece,  and  even  in 
Sweden,  in  which  latter  country  she  had 
the  insolence,  uselessly,  except  for  some 
sinister  purpose,  which  yet  remained  Un.- 
-explained,  to  fortify  a  strong  position,  by 
which  she  would  obtain  the  complete  com- 
mand of  the  Baltic.  In  this  new  work, 
•too,  she  had  the  further  insolence  to  em- 
ploy the  captive  Poles,  whom  she  had 
decoyed,  under  fale  pretences,  from  War. 
-saw.  He,  in  consequence  of  the  anxiety 
he  had  manifested  on  the  subject  of  Rus- 
'sian  aggression,  had  been  accused  of  wish- 
'ing  for  war.  If  the  protection  of  our 
•ri^ts  and  privileges,  as  citiaens  of  an  in- 
dependent country— if  a  wish  and  a  deter- 
mination to  protect  those  rights  and  privi- 

a  wish  for  war,  then  he 


I  must  plead  guilty  to  the  charge.  But  he 
would  answer  the  accusation  in  the  words 
of  Mr.  Canning,  and  would  sayj  as  that 
enlightened  statesmen  had  said  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  *'  I  am  anxious  to  nip  grow- 
ing hostilities  in  the  ear,  and  not  to  allow 
foreign  aggressions  to  ripeti  into  maturity, 
in  or^er  that  they  may  be  swept  down  by 
the  scythe  of  a  magnificent  war."  That 
was  his  object;  and  in  mentioning  Mr. 
Canning's  name  in  conjunction  with  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  country,  it  was  im- 
possible to  forget  another  remark  which 
feU  from  those  eloquent  ]ips,  that  "  where 
the  British  flag  was  unfurled,  there  foreign 
aggression  must  not  come."  He  was 
afraid  he  had  not  made  this  lengthened 
statement  without  trespassing  unduly  on 
the  patience  of  the  House;  he  trusted, 
however,  he  had  done  so  without  tres- 
passing on  those  grounds  of  discretion 
which  ought  to  be  observed  in  a  question 
of  this  important  and  difficult  description. 
He  was  fully  aware  of  the  difficulties  by 
which  the  question  was  surrounded,  and  he 
was  not  less  aware  of  the  fact,  that  those 
difficulties  affected,  in  a  ten-fold  degree, 
those  who  had  to  deal  practically  with  them. 
He  hoped  the  debate  he  provoked  would  not 
lead  to  an  increase  of  those  difficulties  as 
regarded  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  his  colleagues  in 
office.  He  should  be  sorry  that  such 
should  be  the  result  of  the  course  he  had 
taken ;  but  he  must  plainly  say,  that  his 
object  was,  to  show  how,  in  a  commercial 
country  like  this,  with  its  immense  com- 
mercial interests  spread  around,  some  secure, 
and  some,  as  they  saw,  in  jeopardy,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  extend  an 
adequate  protection  to  all.  He  again  warned 
the  Grovemment,  that  a  vast  quantity  of 
shipping  recently  sailing  from  England, 
had  received  instructions  not  to  submit  to 
the  search  of  the  Russian  authorities,  and 
he  claimed,  in  the  name  of  a  large  body  of 
intelligent  and  enterprising  men,  that  pro- 
tection, which  from  England  was  a  blessing 
and  a  security,  but  which  from  Russia  was 
a  curse.  He  claimed  that  protection,  which 
he  thought  the  British  merchant  had  at  all 
times  a  right  to  expect,  but  especially  now, 
when  Parliament  had  so  recently  voted  an 
increase  of  one  third  of  our  naval  force, 
for  the  express  purpose  of  protecting  the 
trade  of  England.  In  conclusion,  he  had 
only  to  thank  the  House  cordially  for  the 
kind  manner  in  which  it  had  listened  to 
him,  and  to  repeat,  that  he  should  deeply 
regret  if  the  difficulties  of  the  Government 
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fthould  b  any  degree  be  increaied  by  the 
debate  to  which  his  motion  would  lead. 
He  thought,  however,  that  that  could  not 
be ;  because,  if,  as  he  hoped  and  expected, 
thore  should  be  an  unanimous  declaration 
of  opinion  upon  the  subject  by  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  very  prosperous  and  power* 
ful  people  of  these  British  islands.,  not  all  the 
vain  bluster  of  Russian  power,  as  at  Kalisch 
— ^nor  the  doublings  of  a  deep  and  designing 
policy,  as  at  Adrianople,  would  be  enough 
to  prevent  them  in  their  determination  to 
uphold  the  honour  and  sustain  the  interests 
of  their  native  country.  Such  a  determin- 
ation, which  he  hoped  the  House  would 
come  to,  instead  of  increasing  difficulties 
could  only  give  additional  power  and 
strength  to  the  Sovereign  and  his  ad. 
visers;  and  to  their  instant  vigilance  he 
commended  the  great  interests  he  had  had 
the  honour  of  bringing  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House.  With  these  observa- 
tions he  begged  to  move — ^^  That  a  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  he  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
Older  a  diplomatic  agent  to  be  forthwith 
sent  to  the  free  and  independent  State  of 
Cracow  ;  and  that  his  Majesty  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  take  such  steps  as  to 
his  Majesty  may  seem  best  adapted  to 
protect  and  extend  the  commercial  in- 
terests of  Great  Britain  in  Turkey  and  the 
Euxine." 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  said,  that  in 
rising  to  second  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  should  as  much  as  possible  con- 
fine himself  to  the  topics  which  his  own 
professional  experience  gave  him  a  claim  to 
speak ;  and,  in  the  first  place,  he  hoped  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words  to 
remove  a  misrepresentation  which  theFrench 
papers  had  given  circulation  to,  directed 
against  himself.  It  was  there  said,  that  he 
had  spoken  disrespectfully  of  the  Russian 
people.  This,  he  could  assure  the  House, 
he  had  never  done ;  and  from  his  expe- 
rience of  Russian  soldiers  and  sailors,  was 
not  at  all  inclined  to  do  so.  Numbers  had 
served  under  bis  command  In  the  Mediter- 
ranean,  and  he  felt  on  the  contrary  dis- 
posed to  give  them  every  credit  as  a  brave 
and  well-conducted  force.  He  was  confi. 
dent,  that  the  Russian  people  encouraged 
the  most  friendly  feelings  towards  this 
cc^untry,  and  it  became  us  to  meet  their 
goodwill  in  the  spirit  of  honourable  reci- 
procity. He  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  position  which  Russia 
was  at  this  moment  assuming  as  a  mari- 
time Power,  and  they  would  see  the  ne- 


cessity of  meeting  the  fads  of  the  case  by 
more  active  proceedings  than  appeared  at 
present  to  be  in  the  contemplation  of  the 
Executive.  Russia  had  twenty-five  sail  of 
the  line  in  the  Baltic  and  ten  in  the  BInck 
Sea,  and  appeared  to  be  ready  for  deuMm* 
strations  in  either  the  north  or  sonth  of 
Europe.  The  British  maritime  force,  on 
the  contrary,  was  neither  concentrated  nor 
available.  All  the  ships  in  commissimi 
were  liable  to  be  sent  to  the  Mediterra- 
nean or  elsewhere,  and,  without  some 
degree  of  forethought  was  exercised,  the 
consequences  might  be  serious  to  the  peace 
of  Europe.  His  profession  was  war;  and 
it  therefore  might  be  said,  that,  in  thus 
supporting  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
he  was  urging  on  a  topic  in  which  he  had 
a  personal  interest;  but  he  assured  the 
House,  that  this  was  far  from  being  the 
case.  He  had  seen  too  much  of  the  evils, 
and  cruelties,  and  sufferings  induced  by 
warfare  to  wish  to  enter  on  it  lightly. 
His  present  statement  was  meant  to  pre- 
vent it  if  possible.  He  was  convinced  that 
if  we  were  to  put  forth  our  maritime  force 
as  we  had  done  on  former  occasions, 
Russia  would  not  have  dared  to  have  acted 
as  she  had  done.  It  had  been  said,  that 
the  battle  in  which  he  had  been  engaged 
on  the  shores  of  Greece  had  led  to  the 
present  alarming  position  of  Russia,  and 
prostrate  condition  of  Turkey;  but  that 
was  not  the  case.  A  proper  provision  for 
the  peace  of  Europe  had  been  previously 
made  by  the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  and  if  Mr. 
Canning  had  maintained  and  executed  that 
Treaty,  as  he  ought  to  have  done,  no  such 
disastrous  result  would  have  accrued  to 
Turkey  as  had  in  consequence  taken 
place — results  which  some  people  had  sup* 
posed  had  been  occasioned  by  his  inter- 
ference, whereas  he  had  confined  himsdf 
to  the  strict  performance  of  his  orders.  He 
believed  the  Emperor  of  Russia  had  really 
not  been  guilty  of  such  evil  designs  as 
had  been  ascribed  to  him  in  his  proceed- 
ings against  Turkey,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  hear  him  spoken  so  badly  of  as  he  had 
been  in  that  affidr.  He  would  ask  any  hon. 
Member,  who  had  any  doubt  on  this  sub- 
ject, to  refer  to  the  Greek  papers,  and  he 
would  find  that,  if  the  Emperor's  proposi- 
tions had  been  acceded  tq^  we  should  never 
have  heard  of  those  troubles.  Before  the 
battle  of  Navarino,  Nicholas  had  asked  the 
Sultan  to  agree  to  the  treaty  of  London. 
This,  however,  was  refused  by  Turkey, 
and  then  Nicholas  had  declared  that,  if 
they  persisted  in  their  refusal,  war  should 
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be  declared.  If  he  had  been  supported  as 
he  ought  in  this  demand  by  the  three 
Powers  concerned^  Turkey  would  have 
acceded  to  it.  At  that  period  Russia  had 
agreed  that  the  allied  fleets  should  retire^ 
and  that  none  should  profit  by  their  previ- 
ous successes,  and  had  Turkey  had  the 
wisdom  to  accede  to  the  treaty,  Russia 
would  have  had  no  pretence  to  get  her 
into  her  power.  At  that  period  some  un. 
fortunate  change  (he  must  call  it)  took 
place  in  this  country  which  introduced 
measures  which  led  to  a  breach  in  the  al- 
liance, and  to  the  offer  of  an  insult  to 
Russia,  who  thereupon  declared  war  against 
Turkey.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  Greek 
papers  proving  these  facts,  and  would  read 
them  to  the  House  if  they  wished.  He 
had  been  taunted  by  vulgar  and  ill-informed 
men  with  originating  this  unfortunate  posi- 
tion of  affairs,  as  if  he  had  anything  to  do 
with  it  beyond  the  strict  line  of  his  duty, 
which  led  to  an  event  of  si^al  importance, 
as  laying  the  foundation  of  the  liberties  of 
a  country  in  whose  behalf  all  Europe  felt 
deeply  interested.  With  respect  to  the 
aggressions  now  feared  on  the  part  of  Rus- 
sia, we  had  the  means  in  our  power  t^ 
stop  them  completely,  by  arming  and  fit- 
ting out  a  fleet,  and  holding  it  in  readiness 
to  act  at  the  moment  we  might  need  it 
If  we  stiU  remained  unprepared,  advantage 
would  be  taken  of  our  incapable  position  ; 
we  might  expect  insults  if  we  intermeddled, 
and  so  be  led  on  by  insult  and  injury  to 
commit  ourselves  in  a  war  that  we  might 
avoid  by  being  prepared  to  meet  it.  At 
present  we  were  in  danger  of  seeing  our 
commerce  with  the  East  destroyed,  our  allies 
lost,  and  our  honour,  as  a  powerful  and 
leading  nation  of  Europe,  compromised  and 
degraded.  It  was  an  old  and  a  good  maxim 
of  British  policy  that  where  our  trade  was 
there  should  be  our  ships.  The  trade  we 
carried  on  in  the  Baltic  was  hardly  worth 
our  protection,  while  that  in  the  Black  Sea 
was  hourly  increasing  with  Turkey  and 
the  provinces  bordering  on  Persia.  The 
House  should  recollect,  that  in  all  our  deal- 
ings with  Turkey  and  Persia  everything 
was  carried  thither  in  British  bottoms. 
Our  ships  went  loaded  with  our  most  pro. 
fitable  manufactures  instead  of  money,  in 
exchange  for  the  richest  fabrics  of  the 
East.  There  were  no  difliculties  thrown  in 
the  way  of  our  commerce  with  the  East  by 
Turkey — ^no  Custom  House  interposed  its 
duties  and  regulations  to  retard  the  intro- 
duction of  British  goods  —  no  Prussian 
League  existed  to  maintain  a  systematic 
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monopoly  and  an  exclusion  of  foreign  ma- 
nufactures— no  Autocrat  like  the  Emperor 
of  Russia  to  send  them  back  again,  or  con- 
fiscate them  at  his  pleasure.  Turkey  was, 
of  all  countries,  that  with  which  we  could 
most  advantageously  carry  on  a  commercial 
intercourse.  The  great  difficulty  which 
existed  in  the  way  of  our  intercourse  with 
that  country  arose  from  the  conduct  of  the 
Viceroy  of  Egypt.  He  was,  however,  en- 
tirely at  our  mercy.  With  our  powerful 
fleet  contiguous  to  his  arsenal,  if  we  said 
that  he  must  cease  hostilities  with  the 
Porte,  that  moment  he  must  stop.  The 
Viceroy  had  of  old  felt  the  strength  of  our 
representations  on  the  subject  of  the  evacu- 
ation of  the  Morea,  where  he  had  the  honour 
of  becoming  acquainted  with  him.  The 
Viceroy  at  that  period  had  received  orders 
to  resist  all  applications  to  induce  him  to 
evacuate  it  at  the  risk  of  his  head^  and  he 
did  resist  accordingly;  but  he  was  as  pressing 
on  the  other  side,  so  the  Viceroy  was  sadly 
puzzled  ;  but  at  last  prudently  yielded  to 
necessity,  and  evacuated  the  Morea.  He 
had  no  doubt,  that  the  same  means  employed 
with  this  Potentate  would  again  produce 
similar  effects;  and  if  we  prevented  him 
from  disturbing  Turkey,  he  was  confident 
she  would  be  able  to  defend  herself  against 
Russia.  But  it  might  be  asked,  how  could 
England  inte^ere  effectually  without  en- 
tering into  hostilities  ?  Very  easily.  Rus« 
sia  had  a  fleet  in  the  Black  Sea,  and  it 
might  easily  be  arranged,  that  at  the  in- 
stance of  Turkey,  England  also  should  send 
a  fleet  there,  and  thus  put  an  end  to  all 
opportunity  of  Russia  carrying  on  a  war  in 
that  quarter.  With  respect  to  operations 
in  the  Baltic,  he  looked  on  the  fortifications 
which  Russia  was  erecting  in  the  island  of 
Aland,  close  to  the  coast  of  Sweden — as 
evidences  of  a  similar  intention  on  the  part 
of  Russia  to  aggrandize  herself  at  the  ex- 
pense of  her  neighbours  in  the  north  as  she 
had  already  done  in  the  south.  She  had 
a  numerous  flotilla  anchored  beside  the 
island,  and  every  thing  prepared  to  enable 
her  to  awe  Sweden  into  submission  when- 
ever she  might  think  proper.  He  did  not 
propose  to  meet  this  danger  by  sending  a 
fleet  into  the  Baltic,  as  he  knew  the  dan- 
gers of  that  sea,  but  it  would  be  highly 
desirable  to  form  an  alliance  with  Sweden, 
and  put  an  end  to  the  projects  which 
threatened  the  repose  of  Europe  in  that 
quarter.  He  was  not  anxious,  at  his  time 
of  life,  to  go  to  war ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
should  lament  it  exceedingly;  but  if  we 
were  not  to  have  a  war  with  all  the  ex« 
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pense  and  misery  it  entailed  it  would  be 
by  a  maritime  exertion  sufficient  to  render 
it  superfluous.  With  this  view  he  had 
taken  the  liberty  to  second  the  motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  and  hoped  it  would  meet  with 
the  full  approbation  of  the  House. 

Viscount  P aimer ston :  in  rising  to  an- 
swer what  I  must  now  call  the  very  able 
and  eloquent  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Lancaster,  I  select,  in  pre- 
ference to  other  topics  to  which  he  adverted 
one  which  he  introduced  only  incidentally, 
but  which  I  feel  anxious  to  reply  to  before 
I  proceed  to  other  parts  of  his  speech.    My 
hon.  Friend  seems  to  entertain  an  opinion 
that  upon  these  great  questions  to  which  he 
has  directed   the   attention  of  the  House, 
the  Cabinet  was  divided  in  opinion.     Now 
I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  beg 
also  to  assure  the  House,  that  neither  up(m 
these  questions,  nor  upon  any  others  dos 
there   exist   any   division  or  difference  of 
opinion   amongst  his  Majesty's   Ministers. 
I  can  assure  the  House  that  we  all  of  us 
entertain  the  same  view  of  these  questions 
— that  we  are  desirous,  in  the  first  place,  to 
maintain  peace  as  long  as  peace  can   be 
maintained  consistently  with  the  honour 
and  interests  of  the  country — that  we  are 
deeply  sensible  of  the  great  importance  of 
those  interests  which  are  involved  in  the 
questions  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
referred ;  but  we  believe  that  if  Parliament 
will  place  their  confidence  in  us — if  they 
will  leave  it  to  us  to  manage  the  foreign 
relations  of  the  country,  assured  that  we 
shall  not  neglect  our  duty — if  Parliament 
will  give  us  this  confidence,  we  fancy,  and 
I  believe  we  do  not  deceive  ourselves  there- 
in, that  we  shall  be  able  to  protect  the  in- 
terests, and  to  uphold  the  honour  of  the 
country,  without  being  obliged  to  have  re- 
course to  war.     I  have  thought  it  neces^ 
sary  to  advert  to  that  fact — first,  because  I 
now  see  there  could  be  nothing  which  would 
tend  more  to  defeat  the  objects  which  my 
hon.  Friend  has  in  view — that  there  could 
be  nothing  which  would   tend   more    to 
paralyse   the   efforts  of   the   British   Go- 
vernment in  their    negotiations  with  fo- 
reign nations,  than  the  notion  that  there 
existed  a  division  of  sentiment  in  the  Bri- 
tish  Cabinet,  and  that  all  the  Members  of 
the  Administration  did  not  entertain  the 
same  opinions  upon  these  great  and  im- 
portant questions.    My  hon.  Friend  began 
the  review  which  he  has  taken  of  these 
questions,  by  starting  at  a  very  remote  pe- 
riod.    His  motion  divides  itself  into  two 
general  topics— the  question  of  Poland^  and 


the  question  of  Turkey  and  Greece.     With 

regard  to  Poland,  my  hon.  Friend  began 
his  review  by  adverting  to  the  transactions 
which  took  place  at  the  Congress  of  Vienna, 
and  brought  his  review  down  to  the  recent 
events  which  have  occurred  in  that  country. 
I  do  not  feel  that  I  am  called  upon  to  follow 
my  hon.  Friend  into  the  detailed  review 
which  he  felt  it  expedient  to  take.     It  is 
not  necessary  upon  this  occasion  to  inquire 
what  were   the  views  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment with   regard  to   Poland  at  the 
Congress  of  Vienna.     It  is  well  known  that 
the  British  Government  did  take  a  lively 
interest  in  the   negociations  which   were 
then  pending  with  respect  to  the  Polish 
nation.     It  is  not  necessary  for  me  now  to 
repeat  opinions  which  it  has  been  my  duty 
to  express  on  former  occasions  with  respect 
to  the  manner  in  which  Russia  has  treated 
the  Constitution  which  the  Emperor  Alex« 
ander  gave  to  the  kingdom  of  Poland.     It 
is  not  necessary  for  me  now  to  inquire  how 
far  the  revolt  of  the  Poles  was  justified  by 
the  violation  of  their  Constitution,  nor  in 
what  degree  the  organic  statute,  which  was 
substituted   for  it,  has  been  observed  by 
Russia.     I  have  stated  on  a  former  occa* 
sion,  that  I  did  not  think  the  revolt  of  the 
Poles  justified  the  abrogation  of  their  Con- 
stitution.    That  opinion  I  still  maintain^ 
and  that  opinion  the  Britbh  Government* 
has  expressed  to  the  Government  of  Russia. 
With  regard  to  that  part  of  the  motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend  which  applies   to  other 
matters — that  part  of  it  in  which  he  pro- 
poses to  request  the  Crown  to  send  an  agent 
to  the  state  of  Cracow — upon  that  part  of 
his  motion,  I  am  prepared  to  state  to  my 
hon.  Friend  that  Government  do  intend  to 
send  a  consular  agent  to  Cracow.     I  should* 
trust,  therefore,  that  my  hon.  Friend  will 
consent  to  withdraw  that  part  of  his  mo- 
tion.    My  hon.  Friend  may  naturally  feel 
gratified  that  the  substance  of  his  motion  is 
about  to  be  carried  into  effect,  but  I  am  sure 
he  will  also  feel,  that  it  would  he  an  un- 
usual interference  with  the  exercise  of  the 
discretion  of  the  Crown  to  point  out  to 
the  Crown  the  propriety  of  appointing  di* 
plomatic  or  consular  agents  in  this  or  that 
particular  place.    With  regard  to  the  other» 
and  more  material  part  of  the  address  which 
my  hon.  Friend  proposes  to  move,  I  confess 
it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  he  has  laid 
any  sufficient  Parliamentary  grounds  to  in- 
duce the  House  to  accede  to  his  proposition; 
and  I  am  not  without  hope  that  i  may  per* 
suade  my  hon.  Friend  to  desist  at  all  events 
fircHQ  pressing  his  motion  to  a  divisioD. 
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Possibly  I  may  call  upon  him  to  withdraw 
it,  instead  of  formally  taking  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  it.  I  think  if  there  were 
any  one  thing  upon  which  this  House 
would  have  more  reluctance  than  another^ 
to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of  the  exe- 
cutive branch  of  the  Govemment,  it  would 
be  a  matter  relating  to  our  foreign  policy — 
connected  with  a  question  involving  the  al- 
ternatives of  peace  and  war.  The  prero. 
ffative  of  peace  and  war,  and  the  discretion 
in  conducting  the  communications  upon 
which  the  issues  of  peace  and  war  depend, 
have  wisely,  I  think,  been  left,  by  the  Con- 
stitution of  this  country,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Crown,  and  to  the  Crown's  responsible  ad- 
visers. And  it  appears  to  me,  that  unless 
there  shall  arise  some  great  and  flagrant  case 
in  which  the  Parliament  shall  suppose  that 
the  responsible  advisers  of  the  Crown  have 
either  done  an  act  which  was  improper  to 
be  done,  or  Jiave  neglected  doing  that 
which  it  was  their  obvious  duty  to  do, 
it  would  be  more  ^  consistent  with  the 
practice  of  Parliament,  and  with  the 
true  principle  of  the  Constitution,  that 
Parliament  should  not  unnecessarily,  or 
irregularly,  attempt  to  interfere  in  matters 
that  do  not  pointedly  require  that  they 
should  express  their  opinion  for  the  guid. 
ance  of  the  Crown  and  its  responsible 
advisers.  Now  the  question  is,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  whether  my  hon.  Friend  has 
shown,  that  circumstances  have  arisen  which 
require  the  interposition  of  Parliament  in 
order  to  point  out  to  the  Government  a 
course  which  the  Government  do  not  seem 
of  their  own  accord  disposed  to  follow.  For 
my  part,  I  do  not  think  that  my  hon.  Friend 
has  established  such  a  case.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  stated  the  great  importance, 
politically  and  commercially,  of  our  rela- 
tions with  Turkey,  and  with  other  countries 
lying  beyond  the  Black  Sea.  The  Govern- 
ment entirely  concur  with  my  hen.  Friend 
as  to  the  extreme  importance  in  both  those 
points  of  view — both  politically  and  com- 
mercially— of  our  relations  with  those 
countries.  We  feel  as  strongly  as  my  hon. 
Friend  the  extreme  importance,  with  a 
view  to  the  preservation  of  the  balance  of 
power  in  Europe,  that  Turkey  should  be 
maintained  in  a  state  of  independence ;  and 
we  also  feel,  as  strongly  as  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  great  advantages  to  the  commercial 
resources  of  this  country,  which  may  be 
derived  from  an  extension  of  our  intercourse 
with  Turkey  and  Persia,  and  with  any  other 
country  in  that  part  of  the  world.  The 
question  Aen,  is  not  whether  the  Govern- 


ment  are  aUve  to  those  considerations  to 
which  the  n)eech  of  my  hon.  Friend  points 
—but  whether  circumstances  have  occurred 
which  show  the  existence  of  danger  to 
which  the  Government  are  blin^  and 
against  which  they  are  not  likely  to  guard, 
unless  driven  thereto  by  the  direct  interfer. 
ence  of  this  House.  Now  I  own,  that  amply 
as  my  hon.  Friend  has  established  the  first 
part  of  his  case,  I  think  he  has  entirely 
failed  in  establishing  the  second.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  shown,  beyond  the  possibility 
of  question,  the  great  importance  of  Turkey, 
as  an  independent  State,  to  this  country, 
and  I  will  say,  to  all  the  Powers  of 
Western  Europe.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
shown,  by  reference  to  former  events,  that 
it  is  necessary  for  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  keep  a  watchful  eye  upon  the 
political  condition  of  Turkey,  in  order  to 
be  ready,  in  case  hostilities  should  arise, 
to  extend  to  Turkey  such  assistance  as 
circumstances  may  render  necessary*  My 
hon.  Friend  has  shown,  with  reeard  to 
the  commerce  of  this  country  with  Turkey 
and  Persia,  not  only  enough  for  the  purpose 
he  had  in  view,  but  I  tSke  leave  to  say, 
more  even  than  would  suit  the  object  of  his 
argument.  He  has  shown  that  this  trade  is 
a  trade  of  yearly  increasing  importance.  He 
has  shown  that  it  is  a  trade  of  great  import- 
ance, and  of  great  promise  to  this  country, 
whidi  it  is,  therefore,  highly  necessary  for 
the  Government  of  this  country  to  watch 
over,  and  that  any  interruption  to  which 
should  be  prevented  by  all  possible  means. 
But  what  are  the  facts  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  stated  in  support  of  that  part  of 
his  argument?  Why  he  has  shown  that 
during  the  last  few  years,  that  trade  has 
risen  from  next  to  nothing  to  a  very  con- 
siderable amount.  And  what  are  the  years 
during  which  this  change  has  taken  place. 
Have  they  been  years  when  Turkey  was 
in  a  state  of  profound  peace  and  complete 
independence? — were  they  years  in  which 
there  was  no  war  going  on  to  interrupt  the 
tranquil  pursuits  of  commerce,  and  in  which 
the  independence  and  authority  of  the 
Sultan  was  so  firmly  established  throughout 
all  his  dominions  as  to  enable  him  to  afford 
ample  protection  to  merchants  and  to  the 
introduction  of  foreign  commodities  ?  Quite 
the  reverse.  This  trade  has  increased  dur- 
ing the  years  when  Turkey  was  involved 
in  intestine  war,  when  every  circumstance 
connected  with  the  internal  and  political 
condition  of  Turkey  was  unfavourable,  if  I 
may  so  express  it,  to  the  development  of 
commerce.  During  that  period,  and  not- 
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ttdthstanding  those  circumstances,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  my  hoa.  Friend  has  proved, 
by  the  documents  to  which  he  has  referred, 
that  our  trade  with  Turkey  has  increased 
in  a  most  rapid  and  unexampled  manner. 
T^en   with   regard   to    Persia,    the  same 
observation  applies.     My  hon.  Friend  has 
proved  the  fact,  which  I  also  have  heard, 
that  the  amount  of  the  imports  at  Trebizond 
during  the  last  three  or  four   years    has 
increased  from  450,000/.  to  800,000/.     But 
what  was  the  state  of  Persia  at  the  time  ? 
It  has  been  but  recently  involved  in  a  ques- 
tion of  a  disputed  succession^  and  in  a  state 
of    civil   war,    not    long    in   continuance 
certainly,  but  involving  all  that  derange, 
ment  of  the  internal  administration  of  the 
country  which  is  peculiarly  unfavourable  to 
the  development  of  commerce  with  other 
countries.    If  my  hon.  Friend  had  been  able 
to  show,  that  whereas  some  years  ago  we 
had  had  a  large  and  important  commerce 
with  Turkey  and  with  Persia,  and  that  that 
commerce  had,  by  the  aggressions  of  other 
countries,  or  by  the  neglect  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this,  dwindled  down  to  an  incon- 
siderable trade,  then  there  might  have  been 
ground  to  call  upon  Parliament  to  stimulate 
the  dormant  energies  of  the  Government, 
to  awaken  them  to  a  sense  of  the  national 
interests,  and  to  call  upon  them  better  to 
perform  their  duties.     But  when  he  has 
shown  that,  under  circumstances  naturally 
unfavourable,    the  trade  of   the   country 
has  increased  to  a  great    amount,    that, 
I   think,  is    a  proof    that    the    Govern- 
ment   of    the    country    is    not   dead    to 
this  important  matter ;  and   I   believe  it 
does  afford  a  strong  ground  entitling  me 
to  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  to  forbear, 
on  the  present  occasion,  from  interposing 
his  motion  with  the  authority  of  the  Go- 
vernment, by  calling  on  the  Government 
to  do  that  which,  by  his  own  showing, 
they  are  in  the  progress  of  accomplishing. 
As  far  as  the  conduct  of    the   Govern, 
ment,  therefore,  is  concerned,   I   contend 
that  we  do  not  require,  in  the  present  state 
of  things,  that  degree  of  admonition — I  do 
tiot  say  censure— which  a  vote  of  the  House 
on  this  occasion  might  be  supposed  to  imply. 
My  hon.  Friend  next  pointed  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  aggressions  which  he 
conceives  Russia  meditates  against  us.     I 
do  not  stand  here  to  expound  or  explain  the 
intentions  of   Russia.     It  is  enough  for 
us  to  look  at  facts,  and  deal  with  events 
that   have  actually    taken  place.     I   can 
assure  the  House  there  is  no  digposition  on 
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submit  to  a^|;res8ioiis  on  the  part  of  any 
power^  be  that  power  what  it  may,  and  le 
it  more  or  less  strong.  We  are  omviDced 
if  any  power  should  be  disposed  to  commit 
aggressions  against  the  subjects  of  England, 
that  if  we  came  to  this  House  and  stated 
that  such  facts  had  come  to  pass,  and  tbat 
our  remonstrances  had  been  vain,  aad  that 
we  were  not  able  to  obtain  redre8»---we  are 
perfectly  confident,  I  saj,  if  we  did  this, 
that  such  an  appeal  nev^  would  be  made 
in  vain  to  a  British  House  of  Commons. 


But  though  I  followed  the  sjjeech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  with  all  the  attention  which  I 
could  command.     I  confess  that  I  waa  not 
able  to  make  out  from  his  statement  any 
specific  fact  which  he  alleged  to  have  taken 
place.     It  appeared  to  me  that  the  senti- 
ments   of  those    whom  he  represents,  as 
well  as  the  opinions   he  himself  has  ex- 
pressed,  consist   rather    of   apprehension^ 
with  regard  to  the  future,  than  of  actual 
facts  with  regard  to  the  past    Now,  Sir, 
in  dealing  with  the  relations  of  this  country 
with  foreign  Powers,  it  is  not  prudent  or 
wise,  I  think,  to  anticipate  wrongs,    it " 
sufficient  to  deal  with  wrongs  when  they 
have  occurred  5    and  it  is   wiser,  at  all 
events,  for  Parliament  not  unnecesaanly  to 
announce  apprehensions  of  injuries  wmcn 
have  not  actually  taken  place.     Sir,  we 
have  had  an  instance  not  long  ago  of  the 
inconvenience  of  popular  assemblies  dealing 
prematurely  with  questions  between  differ- 
ent countries.     I  think  it  is  very  evident  it 
popular    assemblies    in     France    and   m 
America  had  left  it  for  their  respective  O^ 
vemments  to4eal  with  the  question  of  dit- 
ference  that  lately  arose  between  those  two 
countries,  the  difficulties  which  attended  its 
arrangement  would  not  have  been  so  grea 
as  they  ultimately  proved  to  be.    My  ho^* 
Friend  alluded  in  the  first  place  to  the 
danger  of  interruption   to  our   trade Jf 
Russia  up  the  Danube.     He  mentionfid  a 
case  in  which  remonstrance  had  been  mw« 
by  Lord  Durham  to  the  Court  of  fiu^*» 
which  was  referred  to  Count  Nesadrode, 
who  referred  it  to  tlie  Governor  of  Souw 
Russia,  and  by  whom  it  was  referred  to  tnc 
Consul  at  Gulatz.     Now,    Sir,  I  ^^^ 
nothing  of  those  circumstances ;  but  1  ^^ 
quite  sure,    that    whatever   remonstrance 
may  be  made  by   Lord  Durham  ^  ^"^ 
Russian  Government,  with  respect  to  any 
thing  that  may  have  been  wrong  in.*."® 
intercourse  between  the  Russian  authont»<^ 
and  our  merchants,  that  attention  will  w 
paid  to  them.     But  certainly  it  wft»  natural 
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reference  should  be  made  to  the  Russian 
authorities  on  the  spot  where  the  wrong 
had  been  done.  There  can  be  no  doubt,  1 
apprehend,  that  by  the  treaty  of  Vienna, 
the  navigation  of  the  Danube  is  free  to  the 
commerce  of  all  nations.  The  108th  article 
says,  "  That  all  navigable  rivers,  which  in 
their  course  either  traverse  or  separate  the 
different  States  shall  be  free  to  the  com- 
merce of  all  nations."  Another  article 
goes  on  to  say,  that  those  powers,  through 
whose  territories  such  rivers  pass«  shall  ap* 
point  commissioners  to  regulate  all  matters 
concerning  the  details  of  the  navigation  of 
those  rivers ;  and  it  empowers  them  to  fix 
the  tolls  which  may  be  levied,  provided 
always  that  the  tolls  so  fixed,  shall  not  exceed 
the  amount  of  the  tolls  existing  at  the  time 
when  the  treaty  of  Vienna  was  signed. 
Now,  at  the  period  of  the  treaty  of  Vienna, 
the  Danube  was  a  river  falling  within  this 
description ;  for  although  Turkey  was  not 
a  party  to  that  treaty,  yet,  as  the  Danube 
traverses  Austria  and  Bavaria,  that  river 
would  certainly  come  under  the  provisions 
of  the  treaty.  But,  undoubtedly,  when 
Russia  acquired  a  portion  of  the  Danube 
by  the  treaty  of  Adrianople,  that  part 
of  the  river  fell  within  the  scope  of  the 
treaty  of  Vienna,  as  being  a  part  of 
Russia.  I  am  not  aware  that  my  bon. 
Friend  has  alleged  any  actual  violation  of 
that  treaty.  If  I  rightly  understood  bim, 
he  rested  his  argument  chiefly  upon  what 
was  expected  as  likely  to  occur  with  regard 
to  ships  now  about  to  leave  this  country 
with  a  vieiv  to  proceed  to  the  Danube. 

Mr.  P.  Stewart  was  understood  to  say, 
that  a  case  of  interruption  had  actually  oc* 
curred  with  respect  to  some  ships  returning 
home. 

Viscount  Palmerston  :  I  have  received  on 
official  information  that  anything  has  oc- 
curred which  is  not  warranted  by  the  treaty: 
and  I  can  only  say,  that  when  such  a  stat^ 
ment  shaU  be  made  to  me  by  the  parties 
concerned,  it  shall  be  brought  under  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  shall  be 
dealt  with  by  them  in  such  manner  as  the 
law^visers  of  the  Crown  shall  deem  oon- 
aistent  with  the  rights  of  the  subjects  of 
this  country.  But  to  refer  again  to  the 
navigation  of  the  Danube :  I  submit,  that 
in  the  present  state  of  things,  no  ground 
has  been  shown  upon  which  this  House 
could  be  called  upon  to  take  any  step  with 
regard  to  that  part  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
case,  and  that  that  question,  like  the  former, 
may  fairly  be  left  for  the  present  in  the 
liands  of  the  Gorenuncati  proYided  ^ 


House  has  equal  confidence  in  us  with 
regard  to  our  foreign  relations,  as  it  has 
hitherto  shown  itself  disposed  to  entertain 
with  reference  to  the  internal  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  trade  by  Trebizond,  we  showed 
the  attention  which  we  pay  to  these  sub- 
jectsi,  by  appointing  a  consul  at  Tre- 
bizond between  three  or  four  years 
ago.  I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend,  that  I 
am  very  much  disposed  to  agree  with  him, 
that  it  would  be  expedient  to  appoint  a 
consular  agent  to  the  very  important 
quarter  which  he  has  suggested.  My 
hon.  Friend  is  aware  that  we  have,  at  pre. 
sent,  no  commercial  treaty  with  Persia. 
Our  commerce  with  that  country,  at  pre- 
sent, rests  upon  an  ancient  usage.  We  are 
now  endeavouring  to  negociate  a  treaty  of 
commerce  with  Persia ;  and  although  we 
have  not  yet  succeeded  in  our  object,  yet  I 
am  not  without  hopes  and  expectation 
that  we  shall  accomplish  that  purpose.  My 
hon.  Friend  is  aware  that  until  last  year 
the  diplomatic  relations  between  this 
country  and  Persia  were  carried  on  by  an 
envoy,  sent  by  the  Governor-General  of 
India,  having  no  direct  communication 
with  this  country.  That  has  been  altered. 
Our  diplomatic  agent  in  Persia  is  now  a 
servant  of  the  Crown,  receiving  his  in- 
structions from  the  Government  at  Home, 
and,  therefore,  by  means  of  that  direct 
communication  with  this  country,  he  is 
calculated  to  be  a  much  more  efiectual 
agent  than  a  servant  of  the  East-India 
Company  could  possibly  be.  I  mention 
this  merely  as  a  proof  that  we  are  not  at  all 
insensible  to  the  great  importance  of  the 
subject  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  has 
directed  our  attention,  and  that  we  are 
constantly  taking  measures  that  appear  to 
us  best  calculated  to  promote  the  national 
interest  in  those  quarters.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  stated  that,  on  former  occasions,  I  had 
held  out  reasons  inducing  the  country  to 
entertain  expectations  as  to  the  course  the 
Grovemment  would  pursue,  but  which  ex- 
pectations had  not  afterwards  been  realised. 
He  stated,  in  the  first  place,  that  I  had 
said,  that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of 
Russia  to  exterminate  a  kingdom,  alluding 
to  Poland.  As  that  expression,  attributed 
to  me,  has  been  quoted  before  in  this 
House,  I  take  the  opportunity  to  correct  a 
mistake  in  the  report  of  what  I  really  said. 
What  I,  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  said 
was  this — that  it  was  impossible  for  Russia 
to  exterminate,  nominally  or  physically,  a 
national  did  not  wj  khigdom.  A  king. 
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dam  is  a  political  bodf  »  and  may  be  de- 
stroyed ;  but  a  nation  is  an  aggregate  body 
of  men ;  and  what  I  stated  was,  that  If 
Russia  did  entertain  the  project,  which 
many  thinking  people  believed  she  did,  of 
exterminating  the  Polish  nation,  she  enter- 
tained what  it  was  hopeless  to  accomplish, 
because  it  was  impossible  to  exterminate  a 
nation,  especially  a  nation  consisting  of  so 
many  milHons  of  men  as  the  Polish  king- 
dom in  its  divided  state  contained.     My 
hon.  Friend  also  stated,  that  I  had  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  that  the  Russian  troops 
would  evacuate  Turkey,  but  that  the  Rus- 
sian troops  were,  nevertheless,  in  Turkey 
still.     Now,   upon  the  occasion  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  alludes,  the  question  was 
with  regard  to  the  Russian  army  that  had 
come  along  the  Black  Sea,  to  occupy  the 
neighbourhood  of  Constantinople,     It  was 
to  that  army,  and  that  army  alone,  that 
my  observation  applied ;  and  the  expecta- 
tion  I  then  entertained  has  since  been 
fully  realijsed,  because  a  short  period  after 
I  expressed  it,   that  army  did  return  to 
Russia.     It  is  perfectly  truOj  that  up  to 
this  period  Russia  has  continued  to  occupy 
Stlistria,   and  a  portion  of  the  principali- 
ties of  Wallachia  and   Moldavia;   but  I 
may  state,  pretty  confidently,  to  the  House, 
that   an    arran^ment  is    likely   to   take 
place  between  Turkey  and  Russia,  by  the 
payment  of  the  money  due  from  the  former 
to  the  latter,  that  Silistria  and  the  principali- 
ties will  be  really  and  bond  Jide  evacuated. 
I  do  not  state  that    as    being  actually 
certain ;  but  I  have  good  reason  to  believe 
it  will  happen.     I  am  sure,  therefore,  that 
my  hon.   Friend  will  now  feel  that,  at 
least,  some  of  the  apprehensions  he  has 
expressed  may  for  a  moment  be  suspended. 
Then  I  say,  that  the  grounds  upon  which 
I  should  wish  my  hon.  Friend  to  recon- 
sider his  intention  on  the  present  occasion^ 
and  not  to  press  his  motion  on  the  House 
are  these— that  an  address  is  that  sort  of 
interference   with  the   discretion    of  the 
Government,  which  seems  to  imply  an  ex- 
pression of  dissent  from,  or  distrust  on, 
the  part  of  the  House,  in  the  policy  of 
the  Government,   which  I   do  not  think 
we  deserve.      Either  he   means  that,  or 
he  means  more;    and  if  he  intends    to 
point  to  measures  more  nearly  approach- 
ing to  that  hostility  which  was  shadowed 
out   in    his   speech,    and    a    little   more 
plainly    allud^    to    by    his     hon.    and 
gallant  Friend,  the  Admiral,  who  followed 
him ;  if  the  object  of  his  motion  is  not 
merelyi  that   uuveroment   should   keep 


a  watchful  eye  upon  these  important 
interests  of  the  country,  and  take  csre 
to  protect  them  against  any  aggressioQ 
or  wrong,  but  that  we  should  go  fur« 
ther,  and  take  atepa  which  may  bear 
the  appearance  of  an  intention  to  pro. 
voke  Russia  to  war,  I  should  say,  that 
such  a  course  would  neither  be  politie 
nor  consistent  with  the  feelings  of  this 
House,  nor  the  interests  of  this  country. 
I  conceive  the  feelinga  of  Parliament 
and  the  interests  of  the  country  to  be, 
that  we  should  submit  to  wrong  from 
no  Power  whatever;  that  we  should 
not  permit  any  Power  to  provoke  us 
with  impunity ;  but  that  we  should  also 
cautiously  abstain  from  any  thing  which 
might  be  construed  by  other  Powen, 
and  reasonably  so,  as  being  a  provoca^ 
tion  on  our  part ;  that  we  should  stand 
upon  our  rights,  and  defend  our  own, 
but  wait  till  we  are  really  attacked, 
and  pause  till  we  have  really  good  and 
just  ground  of  quarrel,  before  we  dis« 
turb  that  state  of  peace  so  essential  to 
the  interests  of  civDixation,  and  which 
it  is  the  peculiar  boast  of  these  hitter 
years,  that  all  the  nations  of  Europe 
have  learned  the  value  of;  and  which, 
I  trust,  if  it  is  to  be  disturbed,  as  I 
hope  it  will  not,  will  be  disturbed,  not 
by  any  rash  or  imprudent  act  on  the 
part  of  England,  but  rather  by  the 
aggression  of  other  powers,  in  resisting 
which  England  may  carry  with  her 
into  such  contest  the  opinions  and  judg* 
ment  of  all  mankind;  and  rally  about 
her,  as  I  am  sure  she  would,  if  ^ny 
wanton  attack  were  made  upon  her,  all 
the  other  nations  of  Europe,  whose  interests 
in  these  matters  are,  as  my  hon.  Friend 
has  justly  stated,  identical  with  those 
of  this  country. 

Lord  Malum:  if  even  I  had  not  wished 
to  take  any  part  in  this  debate,  I  should 
still  have  been  induced  to  rise  by  the  re* 
marks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Stewart)  on  the  peace  of  Adrianool^ 
and  on  the  line  of  conduct  pursued  at  tnat 
time  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington;  vA 
though  the  hon.  Member  is  mistaken  in 
supposing  that  I  was  in  any  way  connected 
with  the  Foreign  Department  at  that 
period,  yet  undoubtedly,  when  much  laten 
m  December,  1834, 1  was  appwnted  to  ao 
office  in  that  Department,  I  considered  it 
one  of  my  earliest  duties  to  make  myself  at 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  all  the  detaili 
of  those  negotiations,  as  the  records  within 
my  reach  would  allow  mei  I  think  I  ehall  bi 
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Me  to  convince  the  House  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  LencRSter  is  in  error — that  the 
inte^ritj  and  independence  of  the  Turkish 
empire  have  always  been  amongst  the 
fbremostobjectsof  the  Duke  of  Wellington's 
foreign  policy^  and  that  neither  at  the  peace 
of  Adrianople  nor  at  any  other  period, 
has  he  ever  lost  sight  of  them.  But  I 
shall  ffo  yet  further.  I  think  I  can 
shew  that  the  painful  and  perplexing  state 
of  Eastern  affairs  is  mainly  owingi  not  to 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  but  to  the 
policy,  or  rather  let  me  say,  the  want  of 
policy  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affifiirs.  At  the  same 
time^  I  beg  to  assure  that  noble  Lord 
that  I  shall  most  carefully  avoid  saying  a 
single  word  that  can  by  possibility  throw 
any  embarrassment  in  the  way  of  any  ex- 
isting negotiation,  or  create  even  the 
slightest  difficulty  to  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir,  in  the  first  place,  in  justice  both  to 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  and  to  the  noble 
Lord,  I  must  say,  that  I  think  there  is  one 
fiillacy  running  through  the  whole  speech, 
not  only  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster, 
but  also,  in  a  former  evening,  of  that  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Arundel 
(Lord  Dudley  Stuart).  Both  these  Mem. 
bers  seem  to  assume,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
that  whatever  changes  have  taken  place  of 
late  years,  to  the  disadvantage  of  Turkey 
and  to  the  lowering  of  her  rank  among 
nations,  must  have  proceeded  either  from 
ambition  in  Russia  or  neglect  in  England. 
Now  I  do  not  deny  the  operation  of  either 
of  these  causes,  though  at  different 
periods,  but  I  do  say,  that  before  investi- 
gating them  it  is  not  just  to  overlook  other 
internal  causes  of  decline  which  in  them* 
selves  go  a  great  way  in  accounting  for  the 
helpless  and  degraded  state  to  which 
Turkey  has  fallen.  Why  what  is  the 
internal  state  of  Turkey  ?  Had  we  to  deal 
with  the  same  mighty  nation  M'hich^  no 
further  ago  than  1683,  could  plant  its 
standards  under  the  walls  of  Vienna,  and 
pour  hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  into 
the  plains  of  Germany  ?  Or  had  we  to 
deal  with  a  nation  broken  in  spirit  and 
diminishing  in  numbers,  and  looking  to 
foreign  states  no  longer  as  objects  of 
conquests,  but  for  the  succour  of  alliance  ? 
Despotism  in  Turkey  had  produced  its 
never-failing  effects.  Those  effects  are 
often  not  perceptible  at  first,  on  the  con- 
trary it  often  imprints  a  momentary  vigour, 
but  it  never  fiuls  to  be  followed  by  perma- 


nent decline.  To  those  who  consider  the 
decreased  population  of  Turkey^  the  conse- 
quently heavier  burden  of  its  invariable 
Land-tax^  the  distress  and  discontent  of 
its  people,  and  the  decline  of  the  Mahometan 
fanaticism,  it  will  be  apparent  that  there 
were  many  internal  causes  of  national 
degradation,  besides  those  which  Russia 
may  have  produced,  or  which  England 
might  have  prevented.  Well,  Sir,  it  was 
in  this  enfeebled  condition  of  Turkey  that 
war  broke  out  between  it  and  Russia,  in 
the  years  1 828  and  1829.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lancaster  speaks  as  if  the  British 
Government  of  that  day  had  remained  a 
passive  and  indifferent  spectator  of  that 
contest,  making  no  exertions  to  obtain  a 
speedy  peace  on  favourable  terms  for 
Turkey.  So  far  from  this  being  the  fact, 
I  can  assure  the  hon. Member  that  the  official 
correspondence  of  that  period  displays  the 
most  eager  anxiety,  and  the  most  incessant 
exertions  for  the  preservation  and  inde- 
pendence of  the  Turkish  empire.  At 
Constantinople  every  endeavour  was  used 
to  induce  the  Turkish  Government  to  recede 
from  their  dogged  obstinacy,  and  by  granting 
the  moderate  concessions  required  of  them 
with  respect  to  the  Greeks,  to  avert  those 
extensive  concessions  which  were  afterwards 
wrung  from  them  at  the  peace  of  Adrianople. 
With  the  Russian  Government  a  most 
energetic  tone  was  assumed ;  the  importance 
of  this  question  was  never  for  a  moment 
forgotten ;  and  in  the  instructions  to  Lord 
Heytesbury  of  June  I3th,  1828,  he  is 
directed — 

"  In  the  event  of  any  territorial  aggrandise- 
ment being  contemplated,  to  adopt  the  gravest 
tone  of  remonstrance,  consistently  with  ab- 
staining from  all  language  of  menace/' 

I  have  the  bss  hesitation  in  speaking  of 
our  diplomatic  correspondence  of  that 
period,  because  it  has  already  been  noticed 
by  Lord  Grey  in  another  place,  at  the 
opening  of  the  Session  of  18S4.  There  was 
also  full  communication  on  the  subject 
with  other  European  Courts,  until  the 
manifold  disasters  of  the  Turkish  arms 
left  them  no  resource  but  the  quick  con- 
clusion and  humiliating  terms  of  the  Peace 
of  Adrianople.  Lord  Aberdeen,  in  a  des- 
patch to  Lord  Heytesbury  of  the  31st  of 
October,  comments  with  no  small  dissatis. 
faction  on  many  parts  of  that  Treaty,  and 
especially  notices  what  the  hon.  Memtier 
for  Lancaster  has  dwelt  upon  to> night — 
the  stipulations  respecting  the  Islands  in 
the  Danube.    He  denies  that  that  peace 
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lias  "respected   tlie  territorial   rights  of  j     "  He  was  prepared  also  to  contend  that  ibe 


sovereignty  of  the  Porte,  and  the  condition 
and  the  interests  of  all  maritime  States 
in  the  Mediterranean,"  and  I  am  sure 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster 
Lad  read  that  despatch  he  would  cer- 
tainly not  complain  of  any  want  of  fore- 
sight in  the  views,  or  of  vigour  in  the  tone, 
in  the  Duke  of  Wellington's  Administra- 
tion. 

But    perhaps  the   hon.    Member    for 
Lancaster  may  say  that  vigour  in  nego- 
tiation and  remonstance  was  not  sufficient, 
and  that  the  Duke  of  Wellington  should 
have  made  an  appeal  to  arms.     If  that  be 
the  opinion,  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  must 
altogether  dissent  from  him.  The  conduct 
previously  pursued  by  the  Porte  towards 
this  country  had  certainly  given   her  no 
claim  to  our  protection  on  the  ground  of 
justice ;  and  as  to  the  ground  of  expediency, 
let  me  ask  the  House,   when   the  Turkish 
arms  were  so  covered  with  loss,  and  broken 
by  disaster,  was  this  just  the  most  favour- 
able moment  for  stepping  forward  as  their 
ally?     Let   the  House   also  look  to  the 
state  of  the  other  Powers  of  Europe — to 
France,  for  example,  under  the  Adminis- 
tration of  Prince  Polignac — and  let  them 
see  whether  they  will  not  discover  other 
grounds  for  recommending   peace.     But 
supposing  that  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
had  taken  an  opposite  view  of  that  question, 
and  had  considered  a  war  either  just  or 
advisable,  I  should  be  glad  to  know  how 
far  he  would  have  had  the  support  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  are  now  so 
forward  in  arraigning  his  policy  as  too 
pacific     Why,  Sir,  the  cry  of  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  was  then,    that  the  Duke   of 
Wellington  was  far  too  friendly  to  Turkey 
—that  the   Tories  were  attached  to  it, 
because  it  was  a  barbarous  State  ;    that 
its  alliance  and  position  were  of  no  advan- 
tage to  us,  and  that  Russia  was  acting 
with  singular  moderation  and  total  absence 
of  ambitious  views.     In  proof  that  such 
were  then  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  I  will  take  the  liberty  of 
giving  some  extracts  from  the  speeches  of 
their  most  eminent   leaders,   and   I  will 
begin  with  quoting  from  one  now  unhappily 
no  more,  whom  I  had  the  honour  of  know- 
ing well  in  private  life,   and  of  whom  I 
have  the  satisfaction  of  remembering  that 
our  political  differences  did  not  prevent 
our  personal  friendship  ;  I  mean  Sir  James 
Mackintosh  y^ho,  on  tlie  14th  of  February, 


Government  of  the  Ottoman  Porte  had  been 
treated  with  extraordinary  long  saffering,  witk 
most  exemplary  patience,  and  with  most  un. 
expected  forbearance.  It  was  bare  justice 
to  Russia  to  say,  that  her  dealings  with  the 
Ottoman  Power  for  the  last  seven  years  had 
been  marked  with  as  great  forbearance  as  the 
conduct  of  that  Power  had  been  distingubhed 
by  continued  insolence  and  incorrigible  contu- 
macy;" 

Again,  another  very  distinguished  man, 
Lord  Holland,  on  the  l6th  of  July,  1828, 
said — 

"  Turkey  has  been  called  our  ancient  ally, 
words  which,  when  examined,  will  be  found 
to  be  a  modern  blunder.  No,  my  Lords,  I 
hope  I  never  shall  see,  God  forbid  I  ever  should 
see,  for  the  proposition  would  be  scouted  from 
one  end  of  England  to  another,  any  prepa- 
rations or  any  propositions,  or  any  attempt  to 
defend  this,  our  ancient  ally  from  the  attacks  of 
its  enemies.'* 

Such  were  the  sentiments  of  the 
Whig  party  at  that  period.  To  these 
sentiments  I  admit  that  there  was 
one  great  and  eminent  exception.  There 
was  one  statesman  of  that  party  who,  on 
Turkish  affairs,  entirely  agreed  with  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  and  dissented  from 
the  great  Ijody  of  the  Whigs.  That 
exception  was  Earl  Grey.  Speaking  on 
the  29th  of  January,  1828,  Earl  Grey 
said, — 

«  That  with  respect  to  the  transaction  itself, 
of  the  battle  of  Navarino,  he  concurred  with 
the  learned  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Eldon)  in  think- 
ing it  most  unfortunate ;  and  that  the  effect 
which  was  naturally  to  be  expected  from  such  an 
event  (meaning  the  further  defeat  of  Turkey) 
might  be  averted,  he  sincerely  trusted." 

Thus,  then,  it  appears  that,  with  this 
single,*— though  I  admit  eminent  excep- 
tion of  Earl  Grey,— the  party  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  was  decidedly  adverse 
to  any  interference  in  Eastern  affairs ;  or, 
if  they  had  interfered,  were  disposed  to 
take  the  part  of  Russia  rather  than  the  part 
of  Turkey.  1  do  think  that  it  is  notquite  fair 
toshiftsocompletely  their  ground  of  attack ; 
and  I  cannot  but  consider  it  rather  hard 
that  a  Government  should  be  blamed  for 
not  stepping  more  boldly  forward,  when 
those  Gentlemen,  who  are  now  blaming  ^^ 
for  non-interference,  would  have  been  the 
first  to  refuse  their  support  to  direct  inter- 
ference, or  have  proposed  interference  of  an 
exactly  opposite  kind. 

Well,  then,  after  the  peace  of  Adrianoplc, 
the  next  event  which  disturbed  the  ttdXk* 
quillity  of  the  east,  waa  the  war  undertdl^ 
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by  Mehemet  Ali^  against  bis  sovereign  lord  * 
the  Sultan,  in  the  spring  of  1831.  A  ^ 
change  had  meanwhile  taken  place  in  our 
Government  at  home^  and  the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen  was  succeeded  as  Foreign  Secre- 
tary by  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  Now^ 
Sir,  I  must  say^  thit  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site was  by  no  means  sufficiently  alive  to 
the  importance  of  the  new  contest  in  which 
Turkey  was  engaged.  I  believe, — and  I 
state  this  on  the  authority  of  persons  the 
best  acquainted  with  the  practical  state  of 
the  east^-r-that  if  the  noble  Lord  had  taken 
at  first  a  firm  and  decided  tone — if  he  had 
sent  only  two  men-of-war  to  Alexandria— 
if  he  had  even  signified  his  disapprobation 
to  the  Pacha  of  Egypt,  that  aggression 
might  have  been,  and  would  have  been, 
arrested  at  its  outset  I  do  not«  of  course, 
blame  the  noble  Lord  for  not  guessing  pre- 
cisely what  would  occur,  and  I  admit  that 
it  is  much  easier  to  criticise  events,  when 
we  look  upon  them  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  rdsult,  as  well  as  of  the  cause ;  but 
still  I  do  say,  that  if  the  probable  event  had 
been  earlier  foreseen,  it  might  have  been 
entirely  averted.  Nor  was  it  one  of  those 
sudden  or  violent  inroads  defying,  by  its 
rapidity,  all  reasonable  calculation ;  Syria 
was  invaded  in  the  spring ;  in  July  was 
fought  the  battle  of  Homs,  deciding  the 
fate  of  that  province,  and  it  was  not  till 
the  21st  of  December  afterwards,  that  the 
whole  Turkish  army  was  annihilated  at 
the  decisive  battle  of  Coniah.  That  battle 
laid  the  Sultan  prostrate  at  the  feet,  or 
within  the  grasp,  of  the  Pacha.  It  was 
then  that  the  Sultan,  utterly  stripped  of 
his  own  resources,  was  compelled  for  pre- 
servation to  apply  to  the  succour  of  some 
other  power.  But  to  whom  did  he  apply  ? 
Did  he  apply  to  Russia  ?  No,  Sir,  he  im- 
plored the  aid  of  England.  He  sent  over 
to  this  country  first,  M.  Maurqjeni,  and 
then  Namik  Pacha,  to  entreat  the  assist- 
ance of  a  naval  squadron,  undertaking  to 
defray  all  the  expenses  of  that  squa£on, 
and  promising  in  further  requital  of  that 
succour,  the  grant  of  new  commercial  pri* 
vileges  and  advantages  to  British  subjects 
in  Turkey.  Such  was  the  earnest  applica- 
tion of  Turkey ;  but  what  was  the  answer 
of  the  noble  Lord  >  He  refused  that  appli- 
cation. Then,  and  not  till  then,  it  was 
that  the  Sultan,  in  his  utmost  need,  dis- 
appointed of  aid  from  England,  and  com- 
Selled  to  seek  for  aid  ^ewhere,  threw 
imself  into  the  arms  of  Russia ;  then,  and 
not  till  then,  was  a  Rusnan  army  assem- 
\ki  on  the  borders  of  the  priadpaUtieG^ 


and  a  Russian  fleet  seen  to  anchor  in  the 
Bosphorus.  Then,  and  not  till  then, 
began  that  Russian  influence  which  was  so 
shortly  afterwards  displayed  in  the  famous 
Treaty  of  the  8th  of  July,  1833.  That 
decision  of  the  noUe  Lord  I  cannot  con- 
sider otherwise  than  as  most  unfortunate. 
I  do  not  urge  it  against  him  in  any  hostile 
spirit,  for  it  would  be  uncandid  in  me  were 
I  to  deny,  that  the  practical  question  then 
before  him  was  by  no  means  of  so  plain, 
dear,  and  evident  a  character  as,  I  think, 
when  separately  considered,  it  appears.  I 
admit  that  our  domestic  afiairs  were  then 
in  a  most  difficult  position ;  I  admit  that 
our  fordgn  rdations  also  gave  no  small 
ground  for  hesitation ;  I  admit  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  to  look  to  other  considera^ 
tions  besides  those  connected  only  with 
Russia  and  with  Turkey.  Nothing  is  more 
unfair,  in  looking  back  upon  a  question, 
than  to  bestow  no  thought  upon  the  diffi- 
culties with  which  it  was  perplexed  and 
entangled  at  the  time.  But  while  I  allow 
this  to  the  noble  Lord — while  I  am  ready 
to  make  a  fair  and  full  allowance  for  the 
obstacles  which  he  might  have  had  to  sur- 
mount in  that  question,  yet,  on  the  other 
hand,  I  doubt  very  much  whether  the 
noble  Lord  himself  will  deny,  on  cool  con- 
sideration and  on  fair  avowal,  that  the 
decision  to  which  he  then  arrived  was 
otherwise  than  most  unfortunate.  All  the 
powers  of  Europe  were  then  friendly  to 
our  granting  the  application  of  Turkey  and 
even  Russia,  much  to  her  honour  at  that 
time,  consented  to  that  course,  and  was 
willing  to  forego  any  interference  or  influ- 
ence in  Turkish  afiairs.  Russia  was  will- 
ing that  the  arbitration  of  eastern  policy 
should  be  wielded,  not  by  the  Court  df 
Petersburgh,  but  by  the  Court  of  London. 
See  to  what  results  our  opposite  policy  has 
tended.  To  the  refusal  of  the  noble  Lord 
may  be  mainly  ascribed  the  Treaty  of  the 
8th  of  July,  and  to  that  Treaty  no  small 
degree  of  the  present  irritation  and  em- 
barrassment. But  even  admitting  that  the 
noble  Lord,  in  the  trying  situation  in  which 
he  was  placed,  was  compelled  to  reject  the 
solidtations  of  Turkey,  I  should  at  least 
have  expected  that  he  would  have  taken 
most  anxious  precautions  to  guard  against 
excessive  influence  on  the  part  of  Russia, 
and  to  keep  her  interference  confined  to 
narrow  bounds.  I  should  have  expected 
that  the  noble  Jxird  would  have  provided, 
with  peculiar  vigilance,  for  the  diplomatic 
duty  to  be  performed  at  Constantino^e. 
Sir  Stratford  Caniung  had  quitted  Cou^ 
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sftantinople  an  the  9th  of  Auguit,  1882*  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  then  appointed  Lord 
Pontonby^  who  received  his  credentials  at 
Naples  on  the  29th  of  November.  This 
was  the  crisis  of  the  Turkish  empire— ji^st 
on  the  verge  of  the  decisive  battle  of 
Goniah.  I  ^,  where  was  Lord  Ponsonby 
in  the  month  of  December  ?-— where  was 
he  in  January,  February^  and  March  ?  It 
was  not  till  the  6th  of  April  that  Lord 
Ponsonby  embarked  at  Naples->-it  was  not 
till  the  Ist  of  May  that  he  anchored  at 
Constantinople.  Now^  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  anything  harsh  of  any  one  who  is  not 
here  present  to  defend  himself,  and  there- 
fore I  admit  that  Lord  Ponsonby's  absence 
may  possibly  have  been  unavoidable,— ill- 
ness, of  course,  would  supply  a  sufficient 
cause,  or  there  might  be  others  ;  but  I  do 
assert,  that,  if  this  absence  was  not  una^- 
voidable,  or  if  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
could  have  foreseen  and  guatded  against  it, 
it  deserves  the  severest  censure,  and  was 
the  second  great  cause  of  the  growth  of 
Runias  influence  at  Constantinople.  It 
was  during  this  absence  that  the  negotiation 
was  begun,  which  was  completed  by  Count 
Orloff,  and  brought  to  a  conclusion  on  the 
fith  of  July.  It  is  my  belief  that  if  an  ac- 
tive and  able  Ambassador  had  been  present 
at  Constantinople  through  that  whole  period, 
the  ascendancy  of  Russia  might  have  been 
successfully  stemmed.  On  a  former  ooca- 
tton,  when  this  subject  was  mentioned,  the 
aoble  Lord  observed,  that  though  we  had 
no  Ambassador  present,  we  had  a  very  able 
and  experienced  Secretary.  No  man  can 
be  more  wiUine  than  I  am  to  do  justice  to 
the  talents  of  Mr.  Mandeville,  the  gentle- 
man alluded  to,  and  I  can  bear  personal 
testimony  to  his  merit ;  but  still  does  the 
noble  Lord  mean  to  contend  that  even  the 
ablest  Secretary  can  at  all  possess  the  weight 
or  speak  with  the  tone  of  an  Ambassador  ? 
Why,  if  so,  how  will  the  noble  Lord 
answer  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Mr.  Hume),  who  this  very  evening,  be- 
before  this  debate  began,  rose  to  complain 
of  the  absence  of  another  Ambassador  from 
his  post  ? — and  who,  I  dare  say,  when  we 
come  to  vote  the  diplomatic  estimates,  will 
i^ipeal  to  the  noble  Lord  to  assist  him  in 
abolishing  all  Ambassadors,  and  substituting 
Secretaries,  with  one  tenth  of  the  salary. 
I  do  say,  that,  if  ever  there  was  a  country 
in  which  the  weight  and  station  of  an  Am- 
bassador were  useful— or  a  period  in  whic^ 
that  weight  and  station  might  be  advan- 
tageously exerted— that  country  was  Turkey, 
doling  tbe  six  months  befiire  the  8th  of  July. 


Now,  Sir,  I  have  gone    tiirough,  in 
much    detail,    ,the   transactions  previous 
to   the    Treaty   of   the    8th     of    July. 
Of  the    subsequent    tranaactions    I    am 
unwilling    to   speak    as    minutely,   not 
from    any    personal    embarrassment,    iot 
there  is  no  part  of  those  transactions  in 
which  I,  or  any  political  friends  of  min^ 
were  engaged;  but  I  do  feel  a  ooosdentious 
desire  not  to  say  a  single  word  that  can  by 
possibility  throw  the  slightest  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  any  pending  negotiations.    I 
will,  therefore,  only  say«  in  general,  that 
I  feel  the  utmost  anxiety  for  the  integrity 
of  the  Turkish  provinces,  for  the  indeppn- 
denoe  of  the  Turkish  power,  that  I  think 
it  most  desirable  to  other  powers,  and  to 
the  due  balance  between   them,  that  the 
Turkish  empire  may  be   secure  and  un- 
disturbed  in  its  possessions.     I  trust  that 
neither  the  present  Government,  nor  any 
Government  in  this  country,  will  ever  lose 
sight  of  this  important  object.  With  respect 
to  the  complaints  of  the  iBritish  merchant^ 
I  have  no  positive  or  certain  information,' 
but  I  do  say,  that  looking  to  the  number 
and  respectability   of  the  petitioners,  tbe 
noble  Lord  is  bound  not  to  lose  a  moment 
in  ascertaining  whether  their  claims  are 
well  founded,  and  if  so,  in  obtaining  for 
them  every  satisfaction  to  which  they  may 
be  fairly  entitled.  The  Treaty  of  Adrian- 
ople  is  silent  respecting  the  navigation  of 
the  Danube  for  other  nations.     It  speab 
only  of  its  navigation  by  Russians,  Turk^ 
and  the  inhabitants  of  the  principalities; 
but  if  it  confers  no  privil^es,  it  at  least 
takes  away  none,  and  the  question  of  the 
free  navigation  of  the  Danube,  under  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  may  become  a  matter  oi 
negotiation,  as  the  free  navigation  of  the 
Rhine    was   formerly    with  the  King  of 
the  Netherlands, 

With  respect  to  Cracow,  I  need  scarcely 
say  more  than  a  very  few  words,  since  the 
noble  Lord  has  consented  to  the  object  of 
the  motion  in  sending  a  diplomatic  agent  to 
Cracow.  If,  however,  the  noble  Lori 
had  not  taken  that  course,  I  should  <^ 
have  had  very  strong  objections  to  the 
motion  in  point  of  form.  I  doubt  whe- 
ther there  is  a  single  instance  of  Parlia- 
ment addressing  the  Crown  as  to  the  plsoe 
where  the  Crown  should  send  its  diplomatic 
servants,  and  I  certainly  will  not  l«w 
myself,  as  far  as  my  vote  is  coneemedi  t^ 
what  I  fear  is  too  much  the  tendency  <» 
the  present  period--«n  attempt  to  eserdie 
by  this  House  the  power  of  the  executive 
Oovemment    I  feel  most  anxious  thai  t¥ 
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independence  of  Cracow  should  be  pre* 
lerved,  it  is  •  remnant  of  tbe  independence 
of  Poland^  it  is  most  distinctly  acknow- 
ledged  and  secured  by  the  Treaty  of  Vienna. 
I  think  that,  as  parties  to  that  Treaty,  we 
were  entitled  to  receive  a  communica- 
tion as  to  the  occupation  of  Cracow.  1  was 
disappointed  at  hearing  the  noble  Lord 
state  the  other  evening,  that  none  such 
had  come  to  his  hands;  and  I  certainly 
cannot  agree  with  him  in  the  opinion 
which  he  th«i  expressed,  that  such  an 
omission  was,  in  fact,  ''  a  compliment  " 
from  the  Three  Powers*  I  certainly  con- 
sider it  anything  but  a  compliment,  either 
to  this  oountryj  or  to  the  noble  Lord. 

But,  Sir,  in  saying  this,  I,  at  the  same 
time>  feel  it  no  less  my  duty  to  protest 
and  warn  the  noble  Loid  against  a  party 
who,  as  far  as  we  may  judge  from  their 
speeches  on  this  and  on  other  occasions, 
evidently  design  to  embroil  this  country  in 
a  war  with  Russia.  I  know  they  do  not 
use  the  name  of  war— there  is  no  circum- 
locution to  which  they  do  not  have  re- 
course to  avoid  that  name-^'^  vigorous  mea^ 
sures*'— ''  active  interposition*'  --«- "  manly 
attitude" — anything  rather  than  avow  what 
is  the  object,  or,  at  least,  the  tendency  of 
all  their  proceedings — a  war  with  Russia. 
Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  afraid  of  war — I  have 
the  fullest  confidence  in  the  resources  of  this 
country — I  have  the  fullest  oonfidenoe  in 
the  spirit  of  this  people — and  relying 
upon  both,  I  am  convinced  that  we  shall 
come  out  triumphant  from  any  conflict  in 
which  we  may  be  engaged.  But  I  have 
no  less,  like  the  gallant  Admiral  (Codriog* 
ton)  who  seconded  this  motion,  the  deepest 
sense  of  the  privations  and  calamities  which 
war  draws  down  in  its  train,  not  only  on 
the  vanquished,  but  too  frequently  even  on 
the  victors ;  and  I  will  never  consent  to 
see  my  country  involved  in  these  calamities, 
without  requiring  the  fullest  proof  of  its 
indispensable  necessity — of  its  being  abso- 
lutely required  for  the  interests  or  the 
honour  of  England.  I  warn  the  noble 
Lord,  that  he  will  incur  a  fearful  re- 
sponsibility if,  listening  to  exaggerated 
dbimours,  or  to  personal  resentment^,  he 
should  involve  the  country  in  war  rashly, 
lightly,  without  full  cause,  and  without 
iiaving  first  exhausted  all  the  means  of 
peaceml  negotiation.  I  also  warn  the 
noble  Lord,  that  many  of  those  so  forward 
in  hallooing  him  on  to  hostilities,  have  not 
always  shewn  themselves  as  ready  to  vote 
suiq^lies  as  to  utter  complaints ;  and  when 
Ibey  had  once  fiurly  entangled  him  in  a 
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quarrel,  might,  perhaps,  leave  him  to  pn>> 
secute  it,  or  extricate  himself  as  best  he 
might,  without  any  further  assistance  of 
theirs. 

On  these  grounds,  then^  I  ol^ect  to  the 
motion,  and  I  advise  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lancaster  to  withdiaw  it.  I  am  bound 
to  look,  not  merely  to  the  moderate  terms 
of  his  Resolution,  but  to  the  vehement 
language  of  his  speech.  I  object  to  the 
present  motion-~not  because  I  am  insen* 
sible  to  the  imnortanoe  of  the  subject— not 
because  I  am  favourable  to  the  aggressions 
of  Russia—- not  because  I  approve  of  the 
past  policy  of  the  noble  Lord— but  I  object 
to  it,  because  I  will  not  consent  to  divest 
his  Majesty's  Governcaent  of  the  responsi*. 
bility  that  properly  belongs  to  them-^be^ 
cause  I  will  not  pledge  myself  or  this  House 
further  than  we.  know  or  intend*-*and  b^ 
cause  I  will  not  authorise  the  noble  Lord 
to  think  that  by  doing  too  much  afterwards, 
he  can  repair  his  great ''error  of  having 
done  too  little  at  first. 

Mr.  Warhurton  deprecated  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  brought  the  sub- 
ject forward,  and  the  principle  of  such  a 
motion  as  he  had  made— a  kind  of  motion, 
which  was  renewed  from  time  to  time, 
without  any  other  practical  effect  than 
interrupting  the  course  of  the  national 
prosperity.  He  confessed,  that  his  hopes 
of  any  long-lived  independence  for  Poland, 
lookinff  to  the  abject  state  of  dependence 
in  which  she  had  been  kept  by  Russia 
before,  and  since  the  Treaty  of  Vienna, 
were  very  slight  indeed.  If,  instead  of 
recognising,  we  had  protested  against  the 
partition  of  Poland,  he  mi^ht,  indeed,  have 
entertained  some  expectations  of  establish- 
ing that  kingdom  ;  but  when  he  considered, 
that  the  only  parties  to  whom  they  could 
look  for  the  restoration  of  her  indepen- 
dence, were  the  two  countries  who  had 
been  her  greatest  aggressors,  any  high 
prospects  he  might  otherwise  have  enter* 
tained,  faded  speedily  away.  Had  Napoi- 
leon,  with  the  confederated  armies  of  Ger. 
many  and  Italy,  been  able  to  restore  inde» 
pendenoe  to  Poland  ?  No  ;  was  it  then  to 
be  expected,  that  we,  by  our  own  unaided 
exertional  and  the  parchment  Treaty  of 
Vienna,  could  accomplish  the  object?  As 
long  as  we  could  assist  Poland  in  her 
efforts,  by  sending  a  representative  to 
Cracow,  well  and  good;  but  it  was  hopeu 
less  to  expect,  that  the  end  could  be 
obtained  by  an  appeal  to  war;  it  was  only 
by  encouraging  and  fostering  the  mond. 
feelings  to  wUch  a  state  of  peace  gavt 
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xtse,  that  the  small  remnant  of  indepen. 
dence  which  remained  to  her  could  he 
secured.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  talked 
of  the  conduct  of  Russia  towards  Turkey. 
Now,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to 
increase  the  exports  of  this  country  to 
Turkey,  he  (Mr.  Warhurton)  had  a  recipe 
for  the  purpose  which  would  he  effectual^ 
without  entailing  any  expenditure  upon 
England,  and  yet  increasing  her  comforts. 
His  recipe  was  this.  If  you  would  increase 
the  exports  from  this  country  to  Turkey, 
favour  the  imports  from  Turkey  to  this 
country.  With  regard  to  Sweden,  there 
could,  he  apprehended,  he  no  douht  that 
the  approximation  of  the  frontiers  of  Russia 
to  within  one  day's  parch  of  Stockholm, 
had  endangered  the  independence  of  Swe. 
den.  The  proceedings  at  the  end  of  the 
.war  had  tended  to  loosen  the  connection 
between  Sweden  and  this  country.  The 
only  mode  of  placing  them  on  their  old 
footing,  was  to  increase  our  commercial 
and  friendly  intercourse  with  her,  and  thus 
re-establish  the  harmony  and  friendly  feel- 
ing which  formerly  subsisted.  That  the 
commerce  between  the  two  countries  had 
decreased  to  an  enormous  extent  could  not 
be  doubted.  Formerly  three-fourths  of 
the  commerce  of  Norway  was  with  this 
country,  whereas,  at  the  present  moment. 
it  was  reduced  to  one-thinL  He  was  de- 
cidedly opposed  to  putting  a  violent  end  to 
the  existence  of  peace,  with  all  its  blessings 
and  advantages,  by  any  rash  and  hasty 
proceedings;  and  for  the  reasons  he  had 
assigned,  ne  should  certainly  divide  with 
his  Majesty's  Government,  in  opposition  to 
the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Barlow  Hoy  said,  that  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  in  the  habit  of  indulging 
in  general  statements  respecting  the  ag- 
gressions of  Russia,  but  they  ought  to 
remember  what  the  conduct  of  this  coun- 
try had  been  towards  that  power,  even 
during  the  last  twenty  years.  The  parti- 
tion of  the  Turkish  empire  had  been  talked 
of,  but  it  was  effected — not  by  Russia 
alone,  but  by  England,  Russia,  and  the 
Pacha  of  Egypt  Did  the  House  recol- 
lect, that  when  the  present  King  of  the 
Belgians  was  offered  the  sovereignty  of 
Greece,  he  refused  it,  because  he  could  not 
obtain  the  island  of  Candia?  Nothing 
was  thought,  then,  of  the  sovereignty  of 
Turkey.  The  Treaty  with  the  present 
Xing  of  the  Belgians  was  broken  off  be* 
cause  he  could  not  have  Candia  in  addition 
to  the  dominion  of  Greece  at  that  time 
vS^^  to  bim«    This  tbeu  was  an  instance 


of  a  most  wanton  aggresncm,  to  which 
England  was  a  party*  He  must  say,  that 
the  conduct  of  this  country,  where  the  in- 
dependence of  others  was  concerned,  had 
not  been  such  as  to  entitle  her  to  interfere: 
What  was  the  conduct  of  Great  Britain, 
when  she  was  about  to  take  possession  of 
Ceylon?  The  Government  entered  into 
a  contract  with  the  King  of  that  island,  by 
whose  assistance  the  Dutch  -were  driven 
out  We  entered  into  a  contract,  that  the 
integrity  and  sovereignty  of  the  smaller 
power  should  be  respected*  The  English 
Government,  however^  took  advantage  of 
the  dissensions  which  followed,  and  the 
King  was  declared  to  have  forfeited  his 
throne.  That  declaration  was  pronounced 
by  England.  He  was  sent  into  a  linger- 
ing imprisonment  out  of  Ceylon.  Thus 
had  England  acted  the  part  of  the  strong 
against  the  weak.  When  the  people  there 
found,  that  they  were  not  to  be  permitted 
to  have  a  king  of  their  own,  they  broke 
out  into  a  war,  quite  as  patriotic  as  that  of 
Poland  against  Russia.  What  did  Eng- 
land do  upon  that  occasion  ?  England  sent 
out  an  army — they  burned  the  houses— 
th^y  destroyed  the  crops — they  shot  the 
natives — treated  them  as  rebels — they  were 
hunff,  or  executed  by  other  means.  The 
chief  of  that  country,  who  was  only  sus- 
pected of  communicating  with  rebels — 
how  was  he  treated?  There  was  no 
Siberia  in  question;  but  he  was  sent  to 
the  Isle  of  France,  where  he  terminated 
his  days.  That  was  the  conduct  of  this 
country,  in  which  there  was  now  so  much 
talk  of  the  conduct  of  Russia  towards 
Poland.  What  had  been  our  conduct  in 
India.  [Question,  question!']  His  observa- 
tions  were  to  the  question.  He  wanted  to 
shew,  that  there  were  cases  of  aggression 
on  the  part  of  this  country,  as  flagrant  as 
ever  were  any  on  the  part  of  Russia. 
[Question y  question .']  If  there  was  no  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  House  to  enter 
into  this  very  important  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject, he  would  not  press  it.  It  was  to  he 
remembered,  that  when  a  question  was 
brought  forward  for  imposing  a  duty  upon 
Russian  tallow,  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try made  it  immediately  be  seen,  that  such 
an  impost  would  be  unwise  and  impolitic. 
He  very  much  doubted,  whether  any  bene- 
fit could  arise  from  voting  for  the  motion. 
One  of  the  accusations  made  against 
Russia  was,  that  she  had  established  a 
quarantine  at  the  mouths  of  the  Danube. 
No  doubt  the  quarantine  laws  are  used  by 
Russia  for  political  purposes,    He  b«4  no 
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doubt,  that  tbe  quarantine  estaUished  by 
Russia,  at  tbe  mouth  of  the  Danube,  was 
for  a  political  purpose ;  and  it  was  a  just 
ground  for  remonstrance  on  the  part  of  this 
country.  Quarantine  was  now  very  sel- 
dom used  for  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  originally  instituted.  It  had  been 
one  means  of  impeding  the  civilization  of 
Turkey,  and  the  sooner  it  was  abolished 
the  better  for  all  parties.  One  word,  as 
to  the  Treaty  of  Hoonkiar  Skelessi,  and 
by  which  Russia  had  obtained  from  Turkey 

f'eat  advantages.  Suppose  the  people  of 
ngland,  however,  were  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  Russians  were,  when  that 
Treaty  was  made:  if  the  Minister  did  not 
obtain  for  England  such  advantages  as 
Russia  then  gained,  he  would  be  im- 
peached. 

Mr.  Roebuck :  Sir,  when  we  know  the 
serious  difficulties  in  which  this  country 
was  involved  by  the  last  war,  and  the  ad- 
vantages  which  have  resulted  from  the  pro- 
found peace  which  it  has  so  happily  of  late 
years  enjoyed,  we  ought  to  consider  gravely 
before  we  again  embroil  ourselves  in  hos- 
tilities. Why  should  we  connect  ourselves 
with  the  political  quarrels  on  the  Continent 
of  Europe  ?  I  am  never,  for  my  part,  con- 
tented with  carrying  out  a  principle  half 
way.  I  lay  down  this  proposition,  that  we 
ought  never  to  mingle  in  European  quarrels, 
or  European  politics.  Ours  is  a  single  and 
insulated  position,  we  have  peculiar  and 
insulated  interests ;  and  we  ought  never  for 
any  idle  notion  of  maintaining  "  the  balance 
of  power,"  to  embroil  ourselves  in  disputes 
that  do  not  belong  to  us.  Our  insu- 
lated condition,  and  insulated  interests, 
point  out  to  us  that  we  ought  never  until 
we  are  attacked,  to  attack  any  other  Power, 
and  that  never,  unless  for  the  purpose  of 
avenging  a  wrong  inflicted  upon  us,  ought 
we  to  go  to  war.  That  is  the  broad  pro- 
position  which  I  lay  down.  People  may 
quarrel  with  that  proposition,  but  it  is  in- 
cumbent upon  them  to  show  that  it  is 
erroneous,  we  must  always  assume  the 
advantage  to  be  on  the  side  of  peace  ;  and 
the  onus  lies  on  those  who  wish  us  to  depart 
from  it  to  prove  that  we  are  bound  by  our 
condition  to  go  to  war.  Sir,-  in  support  of 
the  proposition  which  I  have  just  laid  down, 
I  will  cite  the  conduct  of  a  nation  much 
like  ourselves;  like  us  addicted  to  commerce, 
whose  prosperity  like  ours  is  drawn  from 
commerce,  and  who,  in  every  political  con- 
nexion, is  based  upon  commercial  advantages. 
I  mean  the  United  States  of  America,  Bke 
ourselves  separated  from  European  quarrels 
imd  European  politics.   Note,  1  ask^  in  what 


do  they  differ  from  ourselves?  "Why, 
they  differ,"  says  some  one  **  in  the  distance 
which  they  lie  from  the  Continent  of 
Europe."  I  have  a  very  short  answer  to 
that.  The  distance  of  America  from  Europe 
did  not  preserve  her  from  England ;  while 
England,  only  twenty  miles  distant  from 
France,  has  defended  herself  against  any 
foreign  aggression.  In  what,  then,  is  the 
reason  of  this  difference  to  be  found  ?  In 
this ;  that  England  is  mistress  of  the  seas, 
and  that  America  is  not.  It  is  not  approxi- 
mation, or  distance,  therefore,  that  makes 
the  peculiarity  of  our  situation.  Now  what 
part  of  our  interests  demands  that  we  should 
go  to  war?  There  is  no  danger  of  aggres- 
sion, therefore,  it  is  not  self-defence.  But,  it 
is  said,  there  is  danger  of  aggression  on  our 
external  relations,  and  we  ought  to  have 
recourse  to  war  to  prevent  that  occurrence. 
I  am  willing  to  aUow,  that  if  it  can  be 
shown  that  a  distinct  attack  has  been  made 
upon  our  commerce,  no  matter  whether 
that  particular  branch  of  our  commerce 
which  is  attacked  be  of  great  importance  or 
not ;  if  we  are  hindered  in  that  course  of 
honest,  industrious,  commerce,  which  we  as 
a  nation  ought  to  pursue,  and  if  all  attempts 
to  obtain  redress  by  peaceful  remonstrances 
have  failed ;  then  I  admit,  and  not  till  then, 
should  we  go  to  war.  But  then  first  of  all 
you  must  prove  the  aggression.  Now  what 
does  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  do? 
What  has  he  alleged  in  his  speech }  He 
has  divided  his  speech  into  two  parts,  one 
part  relating  to  Poland,  and  another  to 
Turkey.  Has  the  first  anything  to  do 
with  British  commerce,  or  British  interests? 
No  certainly  not.  But  it  is  said,  we  are 
bound  by  treaties  to  ^assert  the  rights  of 
Poland,  and  the  very  person  who  makes 
that  assertion  (the  hon.  Member  for  Lan- 
caster) says,  that  now.a-days  sureties  are  of 
no  use.  Sir,  I  knew  they  are  not,  and  for 
that  reason,  would  not  have  this  country 
enter  into  any  treaties.  We  know  full  well 
that  Russia,  Austria,  Prussia,  and  France, 
will  break  a  treaty  the  moment  it  suits 
their  purpose.  And  why  are  we  then  to 
maintain  it  ?  Are  we  to  assemble  an  army, 
and  to  land  it  on  the  shores  of  the  Baltic, 
or  march  it  into  Poland  to  assert  the  rights 
of  Poland.  My  opinion,  is,  that  humanity, 
like  charity,  begins  at  home.  There  was  a 
great  talk  about  maintaining  the  **  balance 
of  power,"  many  years  ago.  And  what  has 
been  the  consequence  ?  Why  we  have  got 
800,000,000/.of  National  Debt— and  I  have 
no  desire  that  this  country  should  go  through 
another  such  terrible  ordeal.  Are  we  to  oe 
utterly  forgetful  of  all  our  own  interests? 


1307 


{COMMONS} 


and  J^urietf. 


1308 


1 


Are  our  manufactares  notUiig?  la  our 
agriculture  notbing?  Are  our  labourers 
nothing }  A  war  would  be  a  stoppage  to 
all  our  great  political^  social^  and  national 
improvements  of  every  descriptioD^  and 
would  add  immensely  to  our  already  over- 
grown National  Debt.  And  is  tbere  any 
advantage  to  be  derived  commensurate  witb 
all  these  ;  for  remember  I  am  now  speaking 
not  of  a  war  to  protect  our  commerce^  but 
of  a  war  of  humanity  only?  War  with 
England^  means  a  war  with  the  whole 
world ;  it  would  be  impossible  for  two  such 
Powers  as  Russia  and  England  to  go  to 
war  without  extending  the  contest  over  the 
whole  civilized  world  >  and  for  what  ? 
Because  the  Polish  people  have  made  an 
unsuccessful  revolt.  If  they  had  succeeded^ 
well  and  good.  They  have  failed,  and  they 
must  take  the  consequences.  That  is  the 
understanding  with  which  any  people  com- 
mences a  revolt)  viz.,  that  they  greatly 
ain  if  they  succeed ;  they  suffer  if  they 
ail ;  and  that  is  the  implied  compact  under 
which  the  Polish  people,  like  any  other 
country  raised  the  standard  of  rebellion. 
Now  a  great  deal  is  said  about  the  original 
partition  of  Poland.  What  was  that  par- 
tition }  It  was  the  displacing  a  mischievous, 
aristocratic,  tiresome,  ever-agitated,  oli- 
garchical Government,  and  converting  it 
into  a  despotism.  That  I  consider  a  bene- 
ficial chanse.  I  believe  the  people  of  Poland 
were  not  then  worse  off  than  they  were  before 
the  partition.  I  am  not  defending  Russia ;  I 
am  not  attempting  to  deny  that  the  course 
she  took  was  that  which  a  wise,  an  honest, 
or  a  benevolent  nation  would  have  pursued. 
But  I  say  we  should  look  closely  at  circum- 
stances, before  we  are  led  for  humanity's 
sake,  to  go  to  war.  I  am  at  a  loss  to  under, 
stand  wnat  it  is  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  gain  by  his  motion,  now  that  the 
Xioble  Viscount  (the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs)  has  declared  the  intention  of  Go- 
vernment to  send  a  diplomatic  agent  to 
Cracow.  He  does  not  say  distinctly,  we 
should  go  to  war;  and  yet  what  is  the 
good  of  sending  a  diplomatic  agent  to 
Cracow,  unless  perhaps  the  hon.  Mem. 
ber  anticipates  he  will  only  be  insulted, 
and  that  thus  we  shall  be  driven  to  war. 
I  am  sorry  to  hear  the  intention  of  his 
Majesty's  Govemxnent  on  this  point.  Had 
we  any  commercial  interests  to  protect, 
then  he  should  have  been  sent  before. 
It  is  idle  to  think  that  Russia  would 
be  awed  by  the  imposing  demonstration 
afforded  by  one  solitary  man ;  ^  it  will 
only  irritate  her  without  doing  any 
good.      You  send  a  diplomatic  agent  to 


Cracow;  what  will  he  do?  He  sends 
remonstrances-— and  the  Rusaan  Gorem- 
ment  very  justly,  (and  as  I  am  sure  we 
should  do  in  similar  circumstances),  ask  him 
what  business  he  has  to  interfere  with  them  ? 
Suppose  that  the  Russian  Government  were 
to  send  an  envoy  over  into  our  Eastern 
possessions  (many  of  which  are  in  much  the 
same  situation  with  regard  to  us  as  Poland 
is  with  regard  to  Russia),  and  we  were  to 
endeavour  to  persuade  the  people  of  thoee 
dependencies^  that  they  were  very  ill 
treated,  and  write  remonstrances  to  our 
Government  on  the  subject.  Why  what 
should  we  do  ?  Send  him  abou  t  his  business 
to  be  sure! — and  very  properly.  And  I 
say  that  Cracow  is  similarly  attuated  with 
regard  to  Russia,  and  that  it  would  be 
absurd  to  irritate  Russia  by  such  an  attempt 
at  a  demonstration  as  that  wbidi  is  recom- 
mended by  the  present  motion — why  I 
should  not  wonder  if  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment were  to  order  our  envoy  to  march  off 
to  Siberia!  You  ought  first  to  make  out 
proof  that  there  has  been  an  aggression 
upon  England  which  will  justify  war  before 
you  result  to  any  such  measure.  Now, 
then,  comes  the  other  portion  of  aggressions 
alleged  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member— 
the  aggressions  in  the  Black  Sea )  and  the 
first  proof  of  these  aggressions  on  our  com* 
merce  is  drawn  from  a  statement  of  the 
yearly  increase  of  our  trade  with  Turkey. 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  that  is 
made  out.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
know  why  that  commerce  is  not  greater,  I 
say, from  various  reasons,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bridpor t  has  pointed  out  some.  At 
all  events  it  is  quite  certain  that  there  hss 
been  no  aggression  on  the  part  of  Russia  upon 
our  commerce,  justifying  a  menacing  reso- 
lution of  the  House  against  that  power. 
"Oh,  but  (says  the  hon.  Gentleman),  I 
shall  go  across  the  Black  Sea  to  the  mouth 
of  the  Danube,  and  there  show  you  that 
tolls  are  exacted,  to  the  great  injury  of  our 
commerce."  The  assertion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  the  only  evidence  we  have  of 
the  fact  which  he  states;  but  even  ad- 
mitting it  to  be  true,  how  are  we  to  deter- 
mine the  intention  with  which  that  of 
which  he  complains  has  been  imposed? 
Surely  that  is  not  to  be  done  by  a  mere  re- 
solution of  the  House  of  Commons,  and, 
therefore,  I  think  that  the  Kin^*8  Ministers 
should  be  lef^  to  prosecute  their  inquiries, 
and  ascertain  whether  it  is  necessary^  to 
take  any  steps  or  not,  without  coming 
down  three  several  times  to  thrust  into  this 
Hou^  a  violent  declamation  against  Russis ; 
and  upon  what  ?    Why,  upon  the  meie  9S« 
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sertions  of  two  hon*  Members  relative  to 
matters  whicli^  up  to  the  present  tiroe>  have 
not  been  mentioned  to  any  one  Minister 
of  the  Crown.  I  do  not  think  those  whom 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  represents, 
have  taken  a  proper  course  upon  this  oc- 
casion. He  comes  down  on  their  part  to  a 
popular  assembly,  like  this  House,  and  com- 
plains for  the  first  time,  of  grievances  upon 
which  the  King's  Government,  the  recog- 
nized medium  of  communication  between 
one  kingdom  and  another,  have  not  been 
applied  to.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  course 
which  the  House  will  sanction.  I  think  it 
is  casting  a  slur  upon  a  popular  assembly  ; 
I  have  a  great  respect  for  popular  assemblies 
and  I  don't  like  that  way  of  using  them. 
I  think  they  ought  to  be  kept  for  their 
proper  uses.  When  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  are  not  doing  their  duty,  when 
they  will  not  redress  the  grievances  of  those 
who  have  applied  to  them  for  redress,  then, 
and  not  before  is  it  time  to  appeal  to  this 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster 
is  endeavouring  to  thrust  upon  this  House 
a  premature  ckdaration  against  a  system 
which  prevails  in  Europe,  as  the  consequence 
of  which  he  contemplates,  or  ought  to  con- 
template the  chance  of  a  war.  I  think  such 
a  declaration  ought  not  to  be  made,  but 
upon  careful  inquiry  by  the  proper  au* 
thorities,  and  that  we  ought  not  carelessly 
to  threaten  the  destruction  of  the  peace, 
not  of  Europe  only,  but  of  the  civilized 
world. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  brought  forward  this  motion 
must  be  not  a  little  surprised  to  witness  the 
concurrence  of  persons  of  different  political 
sentiments  in  opposition  to  his  motion* 
The  noble  Lord,  tne  Secretary  of  State,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southampton,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  differing  in  their 
sentiments  on  other  topics,  agreed  in  oppos- 
ing this  motion ;  and  he  must  state,  for  his 
own  part,  that  he  gave  his  unqualified  con- 
currence to  that  opposition ;  though  he  did 
not  subscribe  to  all  the  arguments  which  had 
been  brought  forward,  ne  agreed  in  the 
conclusion  at  which  they  amved;  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  pressed  his  motion  to  a 
division,  he  should  record  his  unqualified 
dissent  from  it.  He  concurred  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  in  the  propriety  of 
acting  with  care  and  caution  in  such  matters, 
and  in  the  inconvenience  of  discussing  this 
question  in  a  popular  assembly ;  but  he  did 
not  concur  with  him  in  other  parts  of  his 
meech,  in  particular  when  he  maintained 
(Mt  this  oountiy  ought  to  withdraw  from 


aIl<x)nneadon  and  interference  with  conti« 
nental  affairs.  If  a  country  were  deteiv 
mined  to  do  justice  and  observe  forbearance, 
and  if  it  were  sure  that  every  other  country 
would  show  the  same  spirit,  then,  being 
determined  to  offer  no  provocation,  and  do 
no  injustice,  it  might  justly  refuse  to  in- 
volve itself  in  treaties,  and  be  an  indifferent 
spectator  of  the  fate  of  other  nations.  But 
if,  after  sustaining  a  grievous  injury,  there 
was  no  course  but  to  resort  to  arms — if  there 
was  no  other  resource  open  for  obtaining 
redress  but  to  make  that  last  and  calamitous 
appeal,  he  could  not  think  that  it  was 
inconsistent  with  the  duty  or  the  policy  of 
a  country  to  prepare  itself  for  such  an  event. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  who  thought  there 
was  no  use  in  making  treaties,  who  had  no 
confidence  in  the  good  faith  of  Austria, 
Russia,  Prussia,  or  France,  ought  surely,  if 
he  regarded  those  states  with  distrust,  to  be 
prepared  for  the  calamity  which,  without 
any  fault  of  our  own,  might  involve  us  in  a 
contest  with  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said,that  a  war  with  England  was  tantamount 
to  a  war  with  the  whole  world.  If  that 
were  the  case,  if  such  important  interests 
were  involved— if  the  spark  thus  lighted  up 
might  involve  all  the  civilized  world  in 
conflagration-^surely  it  was  not  proper  in 
us  to  have  no  allies,  and  to  make  no  prepa- 
rations for  such  a  contingency.  The  hon* 
Gentleman  had  quoted  the  example  of 
America.  Now,  the  policy  of  that  country 
formed  no  necessary  rule  for  us,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  in  which  it  was 
placed,  and  its  position  with  reference  to 
other  powers — on  account  of  the  absence  of 
those  national  associations  which  involved 
us  in  the  politics  of  the  world,  and  still 
more  on  account  of  the  distance  which  did, 
in  point  of  fact,  remove  it  from  the  theatre 
of  European  politics,  and  sever  it  from  those 
bonds  from  which  we  could  not  emancipate 
ourselves.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  al- 
luded to  the  advice  of  Washington  to  his 
countrymen.  In  the  then  state  of  American 
politics,  there  beine  no  power  in  actual 
collision  with  the  united  States  at  that 
period,  he  could  readily  believe  that  it  might 
be  good  policy  to  follow  that  advice^  though 
it  might  not  constitute  a  good  rule  for  that 
country  at  other  periods,  and  still  less  a 
good  rule  for  a  country  so  differently  situated 
as  England.  But,  whatever  the  abstract 
opinion  of  Washington  might  be, .  when 
hostile  measures  came  into  operation,  and 
America  was  involved  in  a  war  with  Eng- 
land, it  did  not  disregard  foreign  alliances. 
When  the  time  of  danger  came,  it  found 
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the  expediency  of  uniting  itself  mtb  i 
France.  If  it  was  necessary  that  we  should 
be  prepared  for  war  when  it  came^  and  that 
we  should  be  fortified  by  alliances  with 
other  states,  surely  we  ought  not  to  neglect 
to  provide  against  it  by  timely  measures  of 
precaution.  While>  then,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  on  some  points,  he  must 
express  his  total  dissent  from  him  on  this. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  had  ex- 
pressed great  alarm  at  the  hostile  manifesto 
contained  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Now,  a  more  peaceable  and  harmless 
motion,  following  so  warlike  a  speech,  he 
had  never  heard.  The  object  of  it  was  to 
advise  the  Crown  to  send  a  diplomatic  agent 
to  the  state  of  Cracow.  He  should  de- 
cidedly object  to  the  House  of  Commons 
giving  advice  with  respect  to  the  mission  of 
a  diplomatic  agent.  Should  the  motion  be 
carried,  this  would  be  the  first  instance  of 
such  an  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
House  with  the  exercise  of  diplomatic 
functions.  He  apprehended  that  it  was  no 
necessary  indication  of  hostility  to  refuse  to 
receive  a  diplomatic  agent ;  it  might  be  a 
mark  of  general  unfriendliness,  but  formed 
no  ground  for  a  declaration  of  war.  The 
House  had  no  means  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  mission  would  be  acceptable  to  the  state 
concerned^  or  whether  the  agent  would  be 
received.  They  could  not,  certainly,  advise 
the  mission,  without  knowing  whether  it 
would  be  acceptable,  or  whether  there 
might  not  be  a  possibility  of  its  being  re- 
garded as  little  less  than  an  insult.  He 
apprehended,  that  on  reconsidering  this 
point,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  the 
propriety  of  withdrawing  this  part  of  his 
motion.  Taking  the  resolution  itself,  and 
not  viewing  it  in  conjunction  with  the 
speech,  a  less  formidable  motion  had  never 
been  made.  The  other  object  proposed  by 
the  resolution  was,  "  That  his  Majesty  will 
also  be  graciously  pleased  to  take  such  steps 
as  to  his  Majesty  may  seem  best  adapted  to 
protect  and  extend  the  commercial  interests 
of  Great  Britain  in  Turkey  and  the  Euxine.'* 
Was  it  not  the  duty  of  Government,  not 
only  in  the  Euxine  Sea,  but  with  respect  to 
the  universal  commercial  interests  of  the 
country,  to  protect  and  extend  trade  ?  He 
would  not  select  any  one  part  of  the  globe, 
and  give  advice  to  his  Majesty  to  extend 
and  protect  our  commerce  there;  but  he 
would  say  it  was  the  universal  duty  of 
the  Crown  to  extend  and  protect  the  traffic 
of  the  country.  If  the  House  believed  the 
Government  to  be  neglectful  of  this  duty, 
and  could  not  confide  in  them,  a  motion 


should  be  passed,  expressly  calling  for  tke 
removal  of  Ministers,  and  the  Crown  should 
be  advised  to  confide  the  trust  to  other 
hands.     But  he  could  not  consent  to  make 
a  motion  to  instruct  Government  relative 
to  a  special  instance  of  its  executive  duty, 
and  yet  say  that  an  Administration  so  re. 
miss  was  fit  to  be  intrusted  with  the  exe« 
cution  of  that  instruction.    The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  spoken  of  the  aggressions  of 
Russia,  and  his  speech  had  certainly  been 
of  a  hostile  character.     He  did  not  rise  to 
defend  Russia,  of  to  underrate  the  import- 
ance of  these  aggressions,    if  aggrcsdons 
had   been  commited;    but  if   the  House 
was  lo  interpose   its  authority  in  aid  of 
the  executive  Government,  they  ought,  in 
the  first  instance  to  have  decisive  official 
proof  of  the  necessity  of  their  doing  so. 
He    certunly  would    not   act   upon    Ae 
speech  of  any  hon.  Member,  however  ex- 
tended his  information,   or  however  im- 
portant the  interests  he  represented.    If 
there  had  been  any  undue  encroachments 
on  the  part  of  Russia,  he  said,  let  us  have 
redress;  but  if  he  was  not  to  continue  to 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  King's 
Government,  and  if  he  was  to  call  for  4c 
aid  of  the  House,  of  course,  before  he  took 
the  first  step  that  approximated  him  to  hos- 
tile movement,  he  must  have  demonstration, 
clear  as  day,  that  such  a  proceeding  was  re- 
quired.    He  must  have  direct  evidence- 
he  must  have  the  treaty — he  must  compare 
the  aUeged  infraction  of  it  with  its  provi- 
sions— ^he  must  determine  the  character  of 
that  aggression,  and  then  he  would  not 
content  himself  with  calling  on  the  King  to 
take  such  steps  as  might  seem  to  him  best 
adapted  to  extend  and  promote  the  genem 
interests  of  our  commerce,  but  he  womd 
tell  the  Throne,  and  he  would  tell  the 
House,  that  an  injustice  had  been  done  to 
England,  and  that  reparation  had  been  r^ 
fused ;  and  he  knew  that  the  House  would 
assure  the  King  of  their  determination  to 
support  him  in  his  demand  for  jusfci^ 
Such  was  the  course  whidi  a  House  of 
Commons,  representing  the  people  of  Engj 
land,  ought  to  pursue,  when  it  was  satisfied 
that  its  interposition  was  called  for;  ^^ 
let  him  tell  the  House,  that  if  tbey  con* 
tented  themselves  with  seeming  to  interfere, 
and  with  calling  in  the  aid  of  menace  oti 
slight  occasions,  when  the  day  of  rea]  dan- 
ger came,  then  the  views  of  the  House 
would  not  have  that  weight  and  that  au- 
thority throughout    Europe    which  they 
ought  to  possess.     If  they  did  interfere, 
they  ought  to  indicate  to  the  King^s  Oo^ 
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verament  what  course  they  ought  to  pursue^ 
but  he  really  could  not  see  that  any  end 
would  be  attained  by  passing  a  resolution 
which  merely  implied  that  Government 
neglected  their  duty,  but  intimated  that 
they  should  be  left  free  to  judge  of  the 
steps  they  ought  to  pursue  on  the  particu- 
lar question  referred  to.  He  confessed,  that 
be  did  not  in  anywise  understand  the  re« 
solution.  If  it  implied  want  of  confidence, 
why  did  not  they  mark  their  distrust  by 
indicating  the  steps  Government  ought  to 
take?  but  the  resolution  stated,  that  the 
King  should  be  the  judge  of  the  measures 
best  adapted  to  extend  our  commercial  in- 
fluence, and  consequently  that  the  servants 
of  the  Crown  should  continue  to  judge  of 
them.  The  resolution  imposed  no  obliga. 
tion ;  it  was  left  entirely  to  the  decision  of 
Ministers  to  determine  on  the  measures  to 
be  adopted.  This  was,  in  point  of  fact, 
dividing  the  responsibility.  Supposing  thai 
Government  were  to  say  to  Uie  House, 
''  We  regarded  your  address  as  a  stimulus 
to  our  activity;  we  thought  you  were  dis- 
satisfied with  our  policy,  and  that  you  con- 
sidered us  too  pacific  We  have  refused  to 
compromise  our  differences  with  foreign 
states  amicably,  and  will  you  support  us  in 
case  of  a  war  ?"  If  that  support  were 
withheld,  what  would  they  have  gained  by 
the  resolution  ?  Would  it  be  sufficient,  then, 
for  the  House  to  reply,  ''  We  said  not  a 
word  about  war.  It  is  true  we  talked  of 
the  agressions  of  Russia  on  Friday,  but 
we  said  nothing  of  war  on  Monday.  We 
only  said,  that  the  commercial  interests  of 
the  country  should  be  protected.  You  have 
entirely  misconstrued  us,  and  we  will  not 
support  you."  If  the  House  were  resolved 
to  interpose^  let  them  not  only  interpose 
directly,  and  state  their  specific  object,  but 
let  them  state  to  what  extent  they  would 
relieve  Government  of  the  responsibility, 
and  what  was  the  share  of  responsibility 
they  were  willing  to  assume.  -  There  was 
no  intermediate  step  between  leaving  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  executive  Go- 
vernment and  coming  forward  immediately 
with  a  vote  expressive  of  want  of  confidence 
in  them.  But  to  a  general  resolution,  in. 
dicative  of  a  desire  to  have  war  on  a  small 
scale,  or  to  try  the  effect  of  menace,  in  the 
hope  that  we  should  escape  with  menace, 
he  never  could  consent  to  be  a  party.  It 
was  not  only  that  he  thought  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  country  were  involved 
in  this  question.  Besides  that,  he  believed 
that  the  interests  not  only  of  this  country  | 
but  of  humanity  were  at  stake,  and  so  lone 
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as  peace  could  be  maintained^he  thought  the 
British  nation  ought  to  set  the  dvilLied 
world  the  example  of  maintaining  it.  At  the 
same  time,  he  should  be  the  first  to  say,  if 
a  foreign  poWer  either  insulted  or  injured 
us  in  any  essential  interest,  and  refused  re« 
paration,  or  mocked  us  by  mere  worthlessi 
concessions,  that  it  would  be  then  for  the 
interests  of  England  and  of  humanity  that 
England  should  assume  her  proper  attitude 
and  station,  and  having  used  every  effort 
to  procure  redress,should  then  have  recourse 
to  that  alternative,  which,  after  all,  was 
one  of  the  greatest  calamities  that  could 
befall  a  people.  So  much  for  general  sub- 
jects ;  but  he  wished  to  add  one  word  with 
respect  to  that  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  referring  to  the  treaty  of 
Adrianople,  and  casting  blame  on  the  Go- 
vernment of  his  noble  friend,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  for  not  taking  more  energetic 
steps  to  check  the  power  and  influence 
of  Russia,  which  had  arisen,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  thought,  from  that  Treaty.  On 
a  question  of  this  kind,  and  after  constant 
occupation  with  the  other  btisiness  of  the 
night,  it  would  be  difficult  for  him  to  at- 
tempt to  speak  with  perfect  precision  on 
bygone  matters,  which  took  place  four  or 
five  years  ago.  But  if  he  made  any  mis- 
take, both  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  gallant 
Admiral  on  the  same  side  possessed  memo- 
ries sufficiently  accurate  to  correct  him. 
He  must  protest  against  judging  of  the 
Treaty  by  the  impressions  and  feelingg 
entertained  at  this  time.  It  was  the 
fashion  now  to  have  great  hostility  towards, 
and  apprehension  of,  Russia,  and  he  would 
therefore  look  to  the  state  of  the  public 
mind  as  existing  in  the  year  1828.  Then 
the  universal  feeling  of  this  country  was 
not  directed  against  Russia,  but  was  in 
complete  concurrence  with  Russia  in  estab- 
lishing the  independence  of  Grreece.  His 
noble  Friend  assumed  the  Grovemment  in 
the  month  of  January,  1828,  and  with  re- 
spect to  Russia,  and  indeed  other  Govern- 
ments also,  for  he  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
their  position  with  Russia  was  peculiar;  the 
Ministers  of  that  period  were  not  perfectly 
free  agents.  By  the  Treaty  of  July,  1827} 
this  country,  France  and  Russia,  had  con- 
tracted a  common  obligation,  to  put  an  end 
to  the  disorders  prevailing  in  the  Levant, 
and  provide  for  the  qualified  independence 
of  Greece.  It  was  stipulated  that,  sup- 
posing one  of  the  parties  should  be  involved 
in  hostility  with  Turkey,  the  Treaty 
should  not  be  brought  to  a  close  in  conse- 
quence of  such  a  rupture.  In  18S8  a  war 
^  U 
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war  which  be  muti  ny,  witboot  pretend- 
isg  to  place  implicit  confidence  in  all  the 
afliuxaacea  given  them  of  Russian  diun- 
terestedneflB,  arose  iaamediately  out  of  a 
piovocalion  on  the  part  of  Turkey^  offeted, 


to  tbe  operations  whieh  had  anmhilated 
the  latter  state,  and  left  her  a  complete 
prey  to  the  Ciar.  He  asked  bon.  Mem- 
ben  if  tbey  tbougbt  it  would  be  wise  in  us 
to  guarantee  the  security  and  integrity  of 
TuAey,  whether  tbe   other  powers  were 


tbe  destruction  of  the  alliance  of  the  Three 
Powers.    A    hostile  manifesto  issued    by 
Turkey  against  a  state  so  powerful,  and 
bound  by  Treaty  with  France  and  Eng- 
land  to    e£^t   tbe    independence   of    a 
considerable  part  of  ber  territories,  could 
only  be  accounted  for  on  the  presumption 
that   war  would  never  take  place— that 
France  and  England  would  refuse  to  be 
party  to  hostilities,  and  would  withdraw 
Iran  the  alliance.    These  powers  had  in- 
deed deprecated  tbe  hostilities  of  Russia 
against  Tuikey ;  they  knew  Russia  would 
hive  Tery  great  difficulty  in  acting  as  a 
mediator  in  one  part  of  the  world,  and  as  a 
belligerent  power  in  another,    but  still, 
foreseeing  that  tbe  consequences  of  their 
withdrawal  from  the  alliance  must  be  fatal 
to  the  independence  of  Greece,  they  had 
determined  to  adhere  to  the  Treaty,  and 
fulfil  its  objects  to  tbe  last     The  gallant 
Admiral  opposite  thought  that  the  Russian 
war  midit  have  been  prevented,  and  was 
under   the  impression   that  Russia  made 
proposals  that  England  and  France  should 
enter  with  her  as  direct  parties  into  the  war 
against  Turkey*- a  very  convenient  pro- 
posal for  Russia  to  make  when  on  the  eve 
of  separlite  hostilities,  and  that  Britain  and 
France  had  replied  that  they  had  no  interest 
in  the  quarrel,  that  the  Treaty  never  con. 
templated  hostilities,  and  that  they  had  no 
ground  of  complaint  against  Turkey.    The 
proposition  which  had  been  made  by  Rus- 
sia was,  that  the   provinces  of  Moldavia 
and  WaQacbia  might  be  occupied  by  Rus- 
sian troops.     Tbe  answer  returned  was, 
that  if  tbe  Russian  army  took  possession  of 
those  territories,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
reconstruct  a  fabric  so  constituted  as  tbe 
Turkish  empire,  when  undermined  by  the 
advance  of  Russian  troops^  acting  in  con- 
cert with  France  and  England.    Supposing 
they  had  acceded  to  the  proposal^  and  that 
the  Russian  troops  bad  advanced,  with  tbe 
consent  of  Britain  and  France,  what  secu- 
rity would  there  have  been  that  fresh  causes 
of  hostility  between  Turkey  and   Russia 
would  not  soon  have  arisen  ?    He  appre- 
hended Russia  would  not  have  parted  with 
tbe  power  of  declaring  war  against  Turkey 
on  separate   grounds,  and  all  that  tbey 
would  have  gained  would  be,  to  be  parttes 


he  believed,  with  the  view  of  bringing  on  j  willing  or  not.     He  would  not  discuss  the 

question  whether  such  a  guarantee  would 
be  efiectual.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber said,  that  at  that  period  the  Turkish 
army  amounted  to  53,000  men ;  that  the 
Russians  were  in  an  almost  hopeless  ststc, 
from  sickness  and  despondency,  and  thst  it 
would  have  been  easy  for  England  to  arrest 
thar  prioress.     But  if  tbe  Russians  were 
in  such  a  miserable  condition,  what  must 
have  been  the  inherent  strength  of  Turkey 
when  it  was  unable  to  free  itself  from  their 
presence?     Ought  the  Government,  then, 
without  some  vitally  important  reason,  to 
have  undertaken  the  defence  of  Turkey,  si 
an  enormous  expense^  and  at  so  great  s 
distance,  unless  they  had  been  assured  of 
the  co-operation  of  the  other  powers?     He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  France 
was  not  prepared  to  have  supported  us. 
We  could  not  have  persevered  without  for- 
feiting the   concurrence  of  France,  and 
losing  all  chance  of  the  co-operation  of 
Austria.    Under  these  circumstances,  he 
must  repeat,  that  little  short  of  madnws 
could   have  induced  us   to  guarantee  the 
security  of  Turkey.    He  did  hope,  at  the 
same    time,    that    tbe    other^  powers  of 
Europe  would  feel  a  common  interest  witn 
us.     He  did  not  undervalue  the  indepcno- 
ence  of  Turkey,  and  be  trusted  that  France 
and  Austria  would  sea  the  necessity  of  co- 
operating with  us  for  that  end,     Turkey 
had  not  been  included  in  the  Treaties  of 
1814  or  1815,  but  he  felt  certain  that  the 
whole  of  Europe  would  rise  up  against  tnd 
transference  of  tbe  whole  power  of  that 
empire  to  a  angle  stale.    With  resp^t  to 
our  commercial  relations,  though  he  did 
not  undervalue  any  aggressions  made  on 
our  commerce,  and  be  should  be  un«rofthy 
of  the  close  connexion  he  had  with  the 
commercial  interests  of  the  country,  if  ^''^ 
did,  yet  be  must  assert,  that  on  this  point 
the  hon.  Member's  speech  was  not  eondo- 
sive.     The  hon.  Gentleman  bad  said,  that 
since  the  Treaty  W  Adrianople  tbcfe  h» 
been  a  progressive  decrease  in  our  efport* 
to  one  cf  the  countriee  in  question,  but  oti 
account  of  what  ?     Not  on  account  rf  • 
diminution   in  the  demand  for    it   ff^ 
Turkey,  but  from  the  uneasiness  and  i^' 
security  of  oar  relations  with  Russia*    H* 
said,  iheo,  thai  he  would  not  eoosent  ^ 
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ftny  vague  motion,  whicb  would  still  fur- 
ther aggravate  that  insecurity.  He  would 
not  aad  to  that  trepidation,  notwithstand- 
ing the  expressed  wishes  of  Mr.  Garnatt 
And  some  other  merchants,  but  he  wouhl 
tell  the  hon.  Member,  that  if  a  just  cause 
should  arise  for  war,  he  would  be  the  last 
to  oppose  the  assertion  of  it.  At  the  same 
time,  he  would  not  be  a  party  to  a  vague 
motion  like  this,  which  would  only  add  to 
irritation  without  increasing  security. 

Mr.  Cntlar  Fergusson  said,  he  had  not 
had  any  intention  to  take  part  in  this  de- 
bate ;  but  the  extraordinary  sentiments  and 
doctrines  propounded  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  compelled  him  to 
notice  them.  It  was  the  first  occasion  in  his 
life*  on  which  he  had  heard  a  defence,  apo* 
logy>  or  excuse  for  the  most  flagitious  pub- 
lic act  that  had  stained  the  annals  of  modem 
times — the  partition  of  Poland.  He  had 
Supposed  that  that  nefarious  proceeding  had 
met  with  the  Just  and  universal  reprobation 
of  the  whole  civilised  world ;  and  it  was 
With  pain  that  he  had  heard  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons  of  England  become 
the  defender  of  that  measure,  in  a  place 
where  it  certainly  never  found  a  defender 
before.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  asked  what  the  Poles  had  lost  by  the 
partition  of  their  country  ?  They  lost 
everything  that  could  be  made  dear  to  a 
nation,  and  without  which  there  was  no. 
thing  that  deserves  to  be  valued— its  inde- 
pendence. The  territory  of  a  great  and 
powerful  people  was  parcelled  out  among 
States,  whose  very  existence  had  been 
owing  to  the  glorious  efforts  of  that  people 
—by  which  the  religion  and  the  liberties  of 
Europe  had  been  so  often  preserved.  He 
should  have  been  glad,  that  the  feelings  of 
the  House,  which  had  been  so  often  mani- 
fested in  favour  of  Poland  had  been  spared 
the  pain  of  hearing  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
He  had  so  often  addressed  the  House  on 
the  merits  of  that  cause. — His  sentiments 
on  that  subject  were  so  well  known  that 
he  would  only  now  say,  that  they  continued 
unchanged,  and  that  the  events  which  had 
since  happened  had  only  strengthened  the 
opinion  which  he  had  fiprmerly  expressed. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
who  seemed  to  found  his  reputation  on  the 
singularity  of  his  opinions,  had  advanced 
another  doctrine,  which  he  had  considered 
was  exploded,  and  which  never  had  been 
adopted  by  any  considerable  portion  of  the 
British  public,  and  certainly  never  obtained 
fiivour  with  any  British  statesman.    The 


hon.  Member  said,  that  Great  Britain 
should  withdraw  herself  entirely  from  the 
affairs  of  Europe — that  she  should  abstain 
from  all  interference,  unless  in  the  case  of 
a  direct  attack  on  herself  or  on  her  own 
separate  interests — that  she  should  enter  in  to 
no  treaties  and  bind  herself  by  no  engage, 
ments  towards  other  States.  No  such 
policy  had  rendered  Great  Britain  great 
and  powerful.  It  was  not  the  policy  which 
guided  the  councils  of  William,  Prince  of 
Orange.  He  was  the  life  and  soul  of  that 
ffreat  confederacy  by  which  the  indepen* 
dence  of  this  country  and  of  Europe  was 
preserved  against  the  designs  of  Louis  1 4th  ; 
and  he  was,  at  the  same  time,  the  means 
of  securing  this  nation  from  arbitrary 
power — of  saving  her  rights,  civil  and  reli- 
gious, irom  the  total  destruction  with  which 
they  were  threatened  by  the  infatuated  and 
misguided  prince,  who  then  sat  upon  the 
throne  of  this  country.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  said,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport  seemed  to  agree 
with  him,  that  we  ought  to  enter  into  no 
treaties  with  foreign  powers.  But  would 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  or  those 
who  thought  with  him,  say  what  we 
were  to  do  in  cases  which  might  arise 
out  of  the  treaties  by  which  we  were 
already  engaged?  He  trusted  it  would 
not  be  said,  that  England  was  not  to  hold 
herself  bound  by  those  eneageroents.  The 
faith  of  England,  when  pledged  by  treaty> 
must  be  held  sacied.  There  might  be  times 
and  circumstances,  no  doubt,  when  a 
nation  might  not  be  in  a  condition  to  avenge 
a  breach  of  treaty.  Some  persons,  for 
example,  contended  that  France  and  Eng.* 
land  laboured  under  difficulties  arising  6ut 
of  the  critical  state  of  their  domestic  policy, 
in  both  countries,  at  the  time  when  the 
terms  of  the  treaty  of  Vienna,  to  which 
they  were  parties,  were  flagrantly  broken 
by  the  destruction  of  the  Constitution  and 
nationality  of  Poland.  That  that  breach 
of  treaty  amounted  to  a  just  cause  of  war, 
on  the  part  of  England  and  of  France 
could  not  be  fairly  doubted.  Had  they 
been  in  a  condition  to  exercise  that  rights 
and  had  they  considered  that  their  armed 
intervention  would  have  obtained  its  object, 
and  would  have  saved  Poland,  they  would 
have  been  fuUy  justified  in  intervening. 
That  intervention  did  not  take  place  ;  but 
let  it  be  remembered  that  neither  England 
nor  France  had  given  its  sanction  to  that 
act  by  which  the  Constitution  and  nation- 
ality of  Poland  were  destroyed.  Nay,  they 
had  solemnly  protested  against  it ;  and  the 
2U2 
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Present  political  state  and  condition  of  Po- 
land^ brought  about  by  a  breach  of  treaty, 
was  not  considered,  either  by  England  or 
France,  as  part  of  the  public  law  of  Europe. 
In  respect  to  the  motion  before  the  House, 
he  was  satisfied  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
not  think  it  necessary  to  press  it  to  a  divi- 
sion. His  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  had  intimated  that  a  con- 
sular agent  was  to  be  sent  to  Cracow,  a  step 
which  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  was  not  taken  from  any  fear  of  the 
result  of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lancaster.  It  had  long  been  considered 
desirable,  with  a  view  to  our  political  as 
as  well  as  commercial  relations  and  in- 
terests, that  a  British  consul  should  be  sent 
to  Cracow ;  and  in  the  month  of  June  last, 
be  had  endeavoured  to  impress  this  on  the 
Consular  Committee,  of  which  he  was  a 
Member,  and  who  were  unanimously  of 
the  same  opinion.  He  believed  the  opinion 
of  his  noble  Friend  had  been  formed  on  the 
subject  before  that  time,  and  he  could 
safely  say,  that  from  that  time  all  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  considered  it, 
as  he  did,  as  a  measure  determined  upon. 
His  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Lancas- 
ter, had  obtained  the  full  effect  of  the  first 
part  of  the  motion ;  and  in  respect  to  the 
second,  he  had  shewn  no  instance  in  which 
the  Government  had  been  wanting  in  its 
care  and  protection  of  our  commercial 
interests  in  the  East.  The  latter  part  of 
the  motion  was,  therefore,  wholly  uncalled 


for,  had  no  facts  to  rest  upon,  and  it  mi^t 
be  considered  to  convey  a  censure  on  the 
Government  which  it  had  not  merited, 
and  to  which  he  could  not  accede.  He 
tnisted  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  with* 
draw  his  motion. 

Mr.  Roebuck  denied,  that  he  had  justified 
the  partition  of  Poland.  He  considered 
that  act  to  be  unjust,  but  that  its  conse- 
quences had  proved  beneficial. 

Mr.  Patrick  M.  Stetvart  said,  his  object 
in  referring  to  the  progressive  rise  of  our 
trade  with  Turkey  had  been  to  convince 
the  House  of  the  great  value  of  that  branch 
of  British  commerce,  and  of  the  importance 
of  preserving  it.  With  regard  to  the  result 
of  this  debate^  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
enumerated  the  concurrent  opinions  against 
his  motion,  he  ought  to  have  omitted  the 
noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  who 
had  acceded  to  his  first  proposition,  relative 
to  a  diplomatic  mission  to  Cracow,  and  had 
also  held  out  a  hope  of  an  extensbn  of 
our  consular  appointments  on  the  borders 
of  the  Euzine  towards  Persia.  The  debate 
had  been  very  satisfactory  to  him,  and  he 
congratulated  himself  on  having  called  up 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  had,  for  the 
first  time,  identified  himself  with  the  sub- 
ject.  With  the  permission  of  the  House, 
having  succeeded  in  the  first  part  of  his 
motion,  and  the  second  part  having  been 
in  substance  conceded,  he  would,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  withdraw  the  Re. 
I  solution.— Resolution  withdrawn. 
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